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Central  Asia — Arrest  of  Ayoob  Khan — Question,  Mr.  Onslow ;  Answer, 
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Central  Asia — Bussia  and  Afghanistan — ^Production  of  Papers^The 
Vote  of  Credit— Question,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote;  Answer,  Mr. 
Oladstone : — Short  debate  thereon  . .  . .  . .     48 

Egypt  (Events  in  the  Soudan) — White  Slaves  at  Khartoum  —  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington    . .     49i 

Crime  and  Outrage  (England  and  Wales) — Explosion  at  this  Ad- 
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Harcourt        . ,  . .  . .  , ,  . .     49 
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ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 


SUF'PhY—eonsidered  in  Committee — Civil  Service  Estimates— 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Class  I. — Public  Works  and  Buildings. 

(i.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £195,000,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March 
1886,  in  aid  of  the  Cost  of  Maintenance  of  Distumpikcd  and  Main  Roads  in 
England  and  Wales  during  the  year  ending  on  the  2oth  day  of  March  1886  "      . .      494 

After  debate,  Question  put :— The  Committee  divided;  Ayes  144,  Noes  23  ;  Majority 
121.— (Div.  List,  No.  124.) 

(a.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £30,000,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March 
1886,  in  Aid  of  the  Cost  of  Maintenance  of  Distumpiked  and  other  Roads  maintaiaed 
out  of  Public  Rates  in  Scotland  during  the  year  ended  Whitsuntide  1885**  . .     517 
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After  long  debate,  Question  put:— The  Committee  divided;  Ayes  78,  Noes  26; 
Majority  62.— (Div.  List,  No.  125.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  *' That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £191,784,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March 
1836,  for  the  Erection,  Kepairs,  and  Maintenance  of  the  several  Public  Buildings 
under  the  Department  of  the  Commissioners  of  Public  Works  in  Ireland,  and  for 
the  Erection  of  Fishery  Piers,  and  the  Maintenance  of  certain  Parks,  Harbours,  and 
Navigations"         ..  ••  ..  ..  ..       572 

After  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

(3.)  £29,000,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Scienee  and  Art  Buildings,  Dublin. 

(4.)  £23,428,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Royal  University,  Ireland,  Buildings. — 
After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to  ,,  . .  .  •  • .      596 

(5.)  £16,398,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Lighthouses  Abroad. 

(6.)  £25,103,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  Besolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow  ;  Com- 
mittee to  sit  again  To-morrow, 

Registration  of  Voters  (Scotland)  Bill  [BiU  132]— 

Order  for  Committee  read : — Moved,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
ChaiTy^*— (The  Zord  Advocate)  ..  ..  ..    .698 

After  short  aebate,  Motion  agreed  to ; — Bill  eontidered  in  Committee : — 
Committee  report  Progress : — ^After  short  debate,  Committee  to  sit  again 
upon  Monday  next. 

East  India  Unclaimed  Stocks  Bill  [Bill  125]— 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time  "  .  •  . .     606 

After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time, 
and  committed  for  Monday  next. 

MOTIONS. 


School  Boabd  Eleotions  (Voting) — ^Addition  to  Sbleot  Commttteb — 

Select  Committee  on  School  Board  Elections  (Voting)  to  consist  of  Twenty-three 
Members: — Mr.  John  Moblet  and  Mr.  Gobst  added  to  the  Committee,— (ifr. 
IHUwyn,) 

Short  debate  thereon  • .  . .  . ,  . ,     606 


Management  Acts  Amendment  BtU-- Ordered  {Vieeount  Lewieham, 
Sir  Charlee  Mills,  Sir  Trevor  Lawrence,  Mr,  Jamee  Stuart,  Mr.  Grantham,  Mr,  Boord) ; 
j>fM«»/M<,  and  read  the  first  time  [.Bill  138]  ..  ..  ..607 

Friendly  Societies  Act  (1875)  Amendment  BUl—Ordered  (Mr.  Tomiimon,  Mr. 

Stanhope,  Mr,  Whitley,  Captain  Aylmer) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  139]       007 

Ketropolitan  Streets  Act  (1867)  Extension  BUI— Ordered  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler, 

Secretary  Sir  JFilliam  Marcourt) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  137]  ••       607 

[12.45.] 

LORDS,  PEIDAT,  APEIL  24. 

Burgh  Police  and  Health  (Scotland)  Bill  (No.  57)— 
Moved,  »  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  2%"— (2%«  Earl  of  Dalhousie)  . .     608 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  referred 
to  a  Select  Oommittee. 

InfiuitB  Bill  (No.  78)— 

Amendments  reported  (according  to  order)    . .  . ,  . .     618 

After  short  debate,  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Thursday  next. 

PuBuc  Health— Cremation — Question,  The  Earl  of  Onslow ;  Answer,  The 
Barl  of  D^ousie  ♦.  ,,  ,,  ,,    628 
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[u.L.'}^Fretented  (^T/ie  Earl  of  JDalhousie) ;  read  !•  (No.  82)  . .  . .       628 

Local  Oovernment  (Ireland)  Provisional  Orders  (Pnblic  Health  Act)  (No-  2) 

Bill  lu.L.I^Prfiented  {The  Lord  President) ;  read  1*  (No.  83)  . .  . .       628 

Local  Oovernment  (Ireland)  Provisional  Orders  (Labourers  Act)  (No.  3)  Bill 

[K.L,]^Fretented  {The  Lord  Freaident) ;  re&d  l^  (So.  8i)  ..  .,       629 

Arbitration  Bill  [h.l.]— Prw^w^^rf  ( The  Lord  Bramwell) ;  read  1*  (No.  86)  . .       629 


[7.0. 1 


COMMONS,  FEIDAT,  APRIL  24. 
FBI  FATE     B UHINESS 


London  Street  Tramway$  (  Extensione)  B%ll  {hy  Order) — 

Moved,  ''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr,  Dodde)  . .     629 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  ''  now/'  and  at  the  end  of 
the  Question  to  add  the  words  ''upon  this  day  six  months/' — {Mr. 
Oregory.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word  'now'  stand  pcurt  of  the  Ques- 
tion :  " — ^Aiter  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — ^Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed, 

Meney  Railway  Bill — ^Refebenoe  of  Petition — ^Resolution — 

Movedf  '*  That  the  Petition  of  Peter  Williamson  Domyille  and  Henry  Daniel  Davies, 
presented  on  the  17th  instant,  be  referred  to  the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private 
^iUs,  with  an  Instruction  to  report  whether  Standing  Order  62  has  been  complied 
with," — {Sir  Jamea  Clarke  Lawrence)  ••  ••  ..      643 

After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived, 

Q  D  ESTION  8. 

Poor  Law  (Ireland) — ^North  Dublin  Union — Bank  Adtanoes — Question, 

Mr.  Sexton ;  Answer,  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  . .  . .     646 

Poor  Law  (Ireland) — Election   of    Guardians — Magheraclogher,   &c. 

Divisions — Question,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answer,  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  646 
Ireland — The  Income  Tax  Oollector,  Drooheda — Question,  Mr.  Sexton ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Hibbert  , .  . .  . .  . .     647 

Post    Office    (Ireland) — The    Kinsale    Mail    Service — Question,   Mr. 

Deasy  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre  . .  . .  . .     647 

Poor  Law  Expenditure  (Ireland) — Questions,  Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet;   An- 
swers, Mr.  Oampbell-Bannerman  . .  . .  . .     648 

Ireland — National    League    Meetings — Cootehill — Intrusion    of  the 

Police — Sergeant    Harvey — Question,  Mr.   O'Kelly;    Answer,   Mr. 

Campbell-Bannerman  . .  . .  . .  . .     649 

Poor    Law    (Ireland) — Galway   and   Arran   Islands    Dispensaries — 

Question,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor ;  Answer,  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  . .  649 
Spain — Extradition  of  Criminals — Question,  Mr.  Gregory ;  Answer,  Lord 

Edmond  Fitzmaurice  . .  . .  . .  . .     660 

Fisheries  Board  (Ireland)— Board  of  Conservators,  Colskainb  District 

— Question,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answer,  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  . .     650 

Ireland — Extra  Police  Tax  (Lihsrick) — Questions,  Mr.  Lewis ;  Answers, 

Mr*  Campbell-Bannerman  ,,  ,,  .,  .,651 
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Supply — ^Thb  Vote  of  Cbvdit  —  Personal  Explanation,  Mr.   Gladstone  ; 

Observations,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote 
FABLiAMEirr — ^Business  of  the  Houss — Questions,  Mr.  Broadharst,    Mr. 

Serjeant  Simon ;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone 
Egypt  —  Suppression   of   the    ''Bosphobe   Eoyptibh" — Question,   Mr. 

O'Donnell ;  Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS— MiMM^^i  in  Oommittee— Financial  Statsmbnt — 

(In  the  Committee.) 

ifoMtf, "  That,  towards  raising  the  Sapply  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  there  shall  be  charged, 
collected,  and  paid  for  the  year  wluch  commenced  on  the  sixth  day  of  April,  one 
thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty-five,  in  respect  of  all  Property,  Profits,  and  Oains 
mentioned  or  described  as  chargeable  in  the  Act  of  the  sixteenth  and  seventeenth 
years  of  Her  Majesty's  reign,  diapter  thirty-foar,  the  following  Daties  of  Income 
Tax  (that  is  to  say) : 

For  eyery  Twenty  Shillings  of  the  annual  Taloe  or  amount  of  Property,  Profits, 
and  Gains  chargeable  under  Schedules  (A),  (C),  (D),  or  (£)  of  the  said  Act,  the 
Duty  of  Eight  Fence  ; 

And  for  every  Twenty  Shillings  of  the  annual  Tslue  of  the  occupation  of  Lands, 
Tenements,  Hereditaments,  and  Heritages  chargeable  under  Schedule  (B)  of  tibe 
laid  Act,— 

In  England,  the  Duty  of  Four  Pence ; 

In  Scotland  and  Ireland  respectively,  the  Duty  of  Three  Pence ; 

Subject  to  the  provisions  contained  in  section  one  hundred  and  sixty>three  of  the  Act  of 
the  fifth  and  sixth  years  of  Her  Majesty's  reign,  chapter  thirty-five,  for  the  exemption 
of  persons  whose  income  is  less  than  One  hundred  and  Fifty  Pounds,  and  in  section 
eignt  of  '  The  Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Act,  1876,'  for  the  relief  of  persons  whose 
income  is  less  than  Four  Hundred  Pounds," — {Mr,  ChMnallor  of  th§  Sxchtqiter)       . . 

After  long  debate,  Question  put,  and  apr0ed  to. 
Besolutions  2  to  6,  inclusive,  a^r^ed  to. 

(7.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "  That,  in  lieu  of  the  Duty  of  Excise  now  pavable 
on  British  Spirits  under  the  Act  of  the  twenty-third  and  twenty-fourth  yean  oi  Her 
Majesty's  Reign,  chapter  one  hundred  and  twenty-nine,  there  shall  be  charged  and 
paid  the  Duty  of  Excise  following,  that  is  to  say : — 

For  and  upon  every  gallon,  computed  at  hydrometer  proof,  of  spirits  distilled  in 
the  United  Kingdom,  the  Duty  of  twelve  shillings ; 

and  so  in  proportion  for  any  less  quantity,'*— (ifr.  Chanceilor  ofth9  Eseh^guir,) 

The  Committee  divided;  Ayes  109,  Noes  27;  Majority  82.^(Diy.  last, 

No.  143.) 

Besolutions  8  to  11,  indusiye,  agreed  to, 

(12.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '^That  the  Duties  of  Customs  now 
chargeable  upon  Tea  shall  continue  to  oe  levied  and  charged  on  and  after  the  first 
day  of  Augtuit,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty -five,  until  the  first  day 
of  August,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty-six,  on  the  importation  thereof 
into  Great  Britain  or  Ireland  (that  is  to  say) : 

Tea  ......        the  pound      .      Sixpence"    IS 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  *^  Sixpence,"  in  order  to  in- 
sert the  words  ''Four  Pence," — {Mr,  Arthur  0'Confior,)~in8t6ad 
thereof. 

Question,  ''That  the  word  'Sixpence'  stand  part  of  the  Question,"  put, 
and  agreed  to : — Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

(18.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  on  a  day  to  be  fixed  by  the  Commis- 
sioners of  the  Treasury  the  Duties  of  Customs  now  chargeable  on  Wine  shall  cease  and 
determine,  and  that  on  and  after  such  day  there  shall  be  charged  the  Duties  following 
(Uuit  is  tosay):—  £   #.  d. 

Wine  containing  less  than  30*1  degrees  of  proof  spirit,  and  less  of  such 
Wine,  the  gallon  .  .010 

Wine  containing  less  than  42  degrees  of  proof  spirit,  and  less  of  such 
Wine,  the  gallon  ,  •  ,  ,  ,  .  ,026 
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And  for  every  degree  of  strength  beyond  the  highest  above  specified  an  additional 
Duty  of  Zd.  the  gallon,"— (ifr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  . .  . ,     1252 

After  abort  debate,  Question  put :— The  Committee  divided;  Ayes  98,  Noes 

26;  Majority  72.— (Div.  List,  No.  144.) 
Besolution  14  agreed  to, 
Sesolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow ;  Committee  to  sit  again  To'inorrow* 

FiHANCiAL  Statement  (1885-6) — 

Statement  ord^ed^  "of  Income  and  Expenditure,  as  laid  before  the  House 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  when  opening  the  Budget." — (ifr. 
Sihhert,) 

8t&tement  presented  accordingly ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  he  printed. 
[No.  174.] 

Metropolitan  Streets  Act  (1867)  Extension  Bill  [Bill  137]^ 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— ( J/r.  B.  H.  Fowler)  1258 
Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for  To-morrow. 

Medical  Act  (1858)  Amendment  Bill  [Bill  l30i— 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Dr.  Lyons)  . .   1254 

Moved,  **  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,"— (J/r.  T.  P.  O'Connor:)-^ 

After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  : — Debate  adjourned  till 

Monday  next. 

Inbustbies    (Ireland) — Nomination  of  Select   Committee    [Adjotjbned 

Debate  J — 
Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  i  24th  April], 

''That  the  Select  Committee  on  Industries  (Ireland)  do  consist  of 

Twenty-four  Members :  " — Question  again  proposed  : — Debate  resumed  1 256 
Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  words  **  Twenty-four,"  in  order  to 

insert  the  words  "Twenty-five," — {Mr.  Sheil,) — ^instead  thereof. 
Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words   *  Twenty-four  *  stand  part  of  the 

Question  :  " — After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived. 
Question,  **That  the  words  'Twenty-five'  be  there  inserted,"  put,  and 

agreed  to  : — Main  Question,  as  amended,  put. 
Committee  nomma^^^ : — List  of  the  Committee  ..  ..     1257 

MOTIONS. 

Post   Office  Mail   Contbact  (Eoyal  Mail  Steam  Packet  Company)  — 
Resolution — 
Moved,  "  That  the  Contract  with  the  Koyal  ^lail  Steam  Packet  Company,  for  the  con- 
▼eyance  of  the  Mails  to  and  from  the  West  Indies,  be  approved," — {Mr.  Hibbert)     ..    1258 

After  short  debate,  Moved,  "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr. 

Sexton :) — ^After  further  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Tramways  Provisional  Orders  (Ko.  1)  BlU— Ordered  {Mr.  Holms,  Mr.  Chamberlain) ; 

presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  143J  .  •  . .  . .     1206 

Leasehold  Building  Land  Enfranchisement  "Bi!^— Ordered  {Mr.  Daniel  Qrant,  Mr. 

Inderwick,  Mr.  Spencer  Balfour,  Sir  Thomas  Chambers,  Mr.  Firth) ;  presented,  and  read 

the  first  time  [Bill  145]  . .  . .  . .  . .       1266 

Turbary  (Ireland)  "BjM— Ordered  (Mr.  Lea,  Mr.  Thomas  Dickson,  Mr.  Fmdlater) ;  pre* 

sented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  14G]  . .  . .  . .     1266 

Land  Tenure  (Scotland)  'SlUL— Ordered  (Mr.  Barclay,  Sir  George  Balfour,   Dr.  Far- 

quharson,  Mr.  James  Howard)  ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  147]  •  •     1266 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  Practices)  "SiHJl  — Ordered  {Mr.  Richard  Paget, 

Sir  Joseph  Fease,  Mr.  Dulwcr) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  lime  [Bill  148]  . .     1266 

[2.20.] 
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After  short  debate,  on  Question  ?  resolved  in  the  negative, 
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Question,  Observations,  Lord  Harris ;  Reply,  The  Earl  of  Morley      . ,   1272 
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Viscount  Bury ;  Beply,  Earl  Granville ;  Observations,  The  Marquess 
of  Salisbury   . .  . .  . .  . .  . .   1273 

South  Africa — Stellaland — ^Address  for  Papers — 
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After  short  debate,  Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  withdraum. 

Water  Companies  (Begolation  of  Powers)  Bill  (No.  21)— 

Moved,  *'  That  the  House  do  now  resolve  itself  into  Committee  on  the  said 
Bin.,''—{The  JSarl  of  Camperdown)  ..  .,  ..   1282 

After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to : — House  in  Oommittee. 

Amendments  (proposed  by  the  Select  Committee)  made;   the  Beport 
thereof  to  be  received  on  Monday  next. 

Parliament — ^Business  of  the  House — ^Eesolution — 

Moved,  '<  That  this  House  sits  on  Mondays  at  Five  o'clock,  in  lieu  of  a 
quarter  past  Four  o'clock, "—(7!^  Lord  Denman)  . .  . ,   1283 

After  short  debate,  on  Question  ?  resolved  in  the  negative. 

Criminal  Law  Amendment  Bill  (No.  92)— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3%"— (7^  £arl  of  Dalhousie)  , .   1284 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to: — ^Bill  passed,   and  sent  to  the 
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Burgh  Police  and  Health  (Scotland)  Bill- 
Select  Committee  mminated : — list  of  the  Committee  . .  .  •  . ,   1285 
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BsgenVs  Canal,  City,  and  Dochs  Railway  Bill  {by  Order) — 
Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time/'— (ifr.  Dodds)  . .   1286 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  '<  That  *'  to  the  end  of  the  QnestioQ,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  *Mt  is  not  expedient  to  pass  any  Kail  way  Bill  which  involves  the  pajrment  of 
interest  out  of  capital  during  the  constmction  of  works  pending  the  introdaction  of  a 
public  measure  on  this  subject,  as  recommended  by  a  Committee  of  this  Honse  in  18S2, 
especially  where  such  a  BUI  practically  makes  the  alteration  of  the  Standing  Orders  of 
this  House  retrospective  in  their  action/' — (^t>  Joseph  Pmm,)— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question:" — After  debate,  Question  put: — The  House  divided; 
Ayes  187,  Noes  117;  Majority  70.— (Div.  List,  No.  145.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted. 
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submitted  in  Committee  of  Supply  on  account  of  the  Soudan  Expedition  should  be 
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(In  the  Committee.) 
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Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
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Class  IL — Salaries  and  Expenses  of  Civil  Departments. 

(2.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  a  sura,  not  exceeding  £37,643,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March 
1886,  for  the  Salaries  andExpenses  of  the  Offices  of  the  House  of  Lords  '*  . .       866 

After  short  debate,  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  the  Item  of  £810, 
for  the  Salary  of  the  Librarian  of  the  House  of  Lords,  be  reduced  by  the  sum  of 
£310,'*— (3fr.  Callan  ;)— After  debate.  Question  put ;— The  Committee  divided; 
Ayes  17,  Noes  92  ;  Majority  75.— (Div.  List,  No.  loO.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed      . .  . .  . .  .  *       883 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Item  of  £350,  for  Witnesses  attending 
Committees,  be  omitted  from  the  proposed  Vote," — {Mr.  Pamell :) — After  short 
debate.  Question  put :— The  Committee  divided  ;  Ayes  20,  Noes  108  ;  Majority  88. 
—(Div.  List,  No.  131.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(3.)  £45,772,  House  of  Commons  Offices.— After  debate,  Vote  agreed  to  . .       890 

(4.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £50,445,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March 
1886,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  in  the  Department  of  Her  Majesty's  Treasury, 
and  in  the  Office  of  the  Parliamentary  Counsel  **   . .  . .  - .       924 

After  short  debate.  Moved,  "  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to 
sit  again," — {Colonel  Nolnn  :) — After  further  short  debate.  Question  put : — The 
Committee  divided;  Ayes  22,  Noes  101 ;  Majority  79.— (Div.  List,  No.  132.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed      . .  . .  •  •  . .       931 

After  short  debate.  Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow;  Committee  to  sit  again  upon 
Wednesday. 
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Ecclesiastical  Affairs  (Ireland) — The  Catholic  Archbishop  of  Dublin 
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Parliamentary  Elections  (Redistribution)  Bill  [Bill  134]— 

Bill,  as  amended,  eomidered  [First  Night]    . .  . .  . .     972 

After  long  debate.  Further  Consideration  of  Bill  adjourned  till  To-morrow, 

Supply — Eepobt — Resolutions  [27th  April]  r^/;cr/tfi  ..  ..    1029 

First  Besolution  postponed 
Second  Kesolution  agreed  to. 

Third  Kesolution  read  a  first  time  : — Movedj  **  That  the  said  Resolution  be 
read  a  second  time:" — After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Resolution  agreed  to. 
Subsequent  Resolutions  agreed  to. 
Postponed  Resolution  to  be  taken  into  Cjnsideration  upon  Thursday. 

Registration  of  Voters    (Ireland)  [Payment   of  Additional  Revising 
Barristers] — 
Resolution  [April  27]  rrpoWcr/,  and  (7yrM</ /o  ••  ••  ••    1032 
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Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [24tli  April], 
''  That  the  Select  Committee  on  Industries  (Ireland)  do  consist  of 
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Bannerman     . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  1 106 
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SxTPPLY — Vote  of  Obbdit— Eepoet — Postponed  Eesolution  [27th  April] 
further  comidered. 

(1.)  Motion  made,  and  Qnestion  proposed,  **  That  a  som,  not  exceeding  £11,000,000,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majeity,  beyond  the  ordinary  grants  of  Parliament,  to  defray  the 
Charge  which  may  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst 
day  of  March,  1886,  for— (1.)  Remaining  Charges  in  the  Soudan  and  Upper  Egypt ; 
(2.)  Special  Naval  and  Military  Preparations "     ..  ..  ••   1523 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  <' £11,000,000,"  in  order  to  insert 

"  7,000,000,"— (iWir.  Zahoucher0,)'—mstead  thereof. 
Question  proposed,  "  That  £11,000,000  stand  part  of  the  proposed  Eeso- 

lution  :  " — After  debate,  Question  put : — The  House  divided;  Ayes  79, 

Noes  29 ;  Majority  50.— (Div.  List,  No.  151.) 
Question  proposed,  *'That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the  Committee  in 

the  said  Besolution "  ..  ..  ..  ..   1553 

After    debate,    Moved,  "That  the   Debate   be  now  adjourned," — {Mr. 

Chaplin:) — After  further  short  debate.    Question  put: — The  House 

diptded;  Ayes  114,  Noes  181  ;  Majority  67.— (Div.  list.  No.  152.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed  . .  . .  . .  1605 
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The  House  divided;  Ayes  130,  Noes  20;  Majority  110.— (Div.  List, 
No.  155.) 

Bkgistbatiok  op  Voters  (iRBLAin))  [Eemtkeeation  of  Officers] — 
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Bttolution  agreed  to;  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 
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ORDEBS    OF    THE    DAY. 


Begistration  (Occupation  Voters)  (re-committed)  BUI  [Bill  HO]— 

[First  Night] 

Order  for  Committee  read  : — Moved.  <*  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave 
the  Chair"     ..  ..  ..  ..  ..    1664 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leare  out  from  the  woi:d  **  That"  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "this  House,  while  desirous  of  facilitating  in  every  way  the  Registration 
of  Voters,  is  of  opinion  that,  inasmuch  as  the  preparation  of  the  Register  for 
Parliamentary  Elections  is  a  matter  of  National  rather  than  local  concern,  the 
expenses  connected  therewith  should  not  be  imposed  on  ratepayers  in  counties  and 
boroughs,  and  levied  in  respect  of  the  occupation  of  a  single  description  of  property," 
— (Sir  Moisty  Lopes f) — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question:" — After  long  debate,  Question  put: — The  House 
divided;  Ayes  240,  Noes  237  ;  Majority  8. 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes  ,.  •.  ..1721 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : —  Bill  comidered  in  Committee  . .   1726 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

Local  Goyemment  Provisional  Order  (Poor  Law)  (No.  8)  BUI— Ordered  {Mr. 

^/HOeor^e  Huaaeli,  Sir  Charles  Dilke) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  158]  . .    1734 
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To-morrow, 
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granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge  for  the  Administration  of  Military 
Law,  which  will  come  in  course  of' payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day 
of  March  1886"     ..  ..  ..  ..  ..     1669 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  a  som,  not  exceeding  £36,000,  be 
granted,  &c.,**—{Oeneral  AiexamUr  :)-'Aiter  long  debate,  Motion,  by  leave, 
withdrawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

{$.)  £320,500,  Medical  Establishment  and  Services. — ^After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to    1918 
(4.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £626,900,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge  for  the  Pay  and  Allowances  of  a 
Force  of  Militia,  not  exceeding  136,175,  including  80,000  Militia  Reserve,  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  daring  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March 
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Besolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow;  Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

Begistration  (Occupation  Voters)  {rs-eommUied)  BUI  [Bill  140J— 

Bill  eotmdired  in  Committee  {Progr$$$  6^  May]  [Third  Night]  . .   1944 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  con* 
sidered  upon  Monday  next,  and  to  heprinUd,  [Bill  163.] 
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HOUSE     OF    LORDS, 
Friday,  \lth  April,  1885. 


minutes.]— PoBLTC  Bills— ntr<J  Reading 
—Tramways  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order 
(No.  !)•  (34);  Elections  (Hours  of  Poll)* 
(43);  Educational  Endowments  (Ireland)** 
(44),  and  pasted. 


ARMY  organization— THIRD 

BATTALIONS. 

MOTION  FOB  AN  ADDRESS. 

TEE  EARL  OF    GALLOWAY,    in 
rifling  to  move — 

*'That,  in  consequence  of  the  severe  strain 
now  being  placed  upon  the  British  Army,  an 
humble  Adorees  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty 
praying  that  Her  Majestv  may  be  most  gra- 
eioosly  pleased  to  direct  tnat  the  recommenda- 
tioQ  maoe  by  the  Military  Committee  appointed 
in  1871-72  for  the  formation  of  a  third  battalion, 

YOL-  COXOVn.    [third  series.] 


in  the  event  of  both  the  line  battalions  of  a 
regiment  serving  out  of  this  country,  may  at 
once  be  put  into  execution," 

said,  that  this  subject  had  been  raised 
in  1879  and  again  in  1881,  when  Mr. 
Childers  was  Secretary  for  War.  On 
those  occasions  he  could  not  raise  any 
enthusiasm  on  the  subject;  but  he 
thought  they  had  now  every  hope  of 
attention  being  drawn  to  what  was  the 
real  strength  of  our  Military  Forces. 
He  might  remind  their  Lordships  that 
when  he  gave  his  present  Notice  of 
Motion,  more  than  three  weeks  ago,  not 
only  had  the  recent  events  on  the  Afghan 
Frontier  not  occurred,  but  the  Message 
from  Her  Majesty  as  to  the  calling  out 
of  the  Army  and  Militia  Reserves  had 
not  been  communicated  to  Parliament. 
Subsequent  events  on  the  Afghan  Fron* 
tier  had  made  it  all  the  more  imperative 
on  him  to  bring  this  subject  before  the 
House.  In  order  to  show  the  exact 
point  of  his  Resolution,  he  would  ask 
their   Lordships  to  carry  their  minds 
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back  some  years  to  tlie  origin  of  the 
present  territorial  system,  and  to  tlie 
principles  on  which  it  was  based.  It 
was  now  12  years  since  Lord  Card  well 
started  the  scheme.  Its  basis  was  that 
there  should  be  one  battalion  at  home 
to  be  the  feeder  of  its  twin  battation 
abroad,  and  that  arrangement  had  con- 
tinued down  to  the  present.  At  the 
same  time,  it  was  thought  desirable  to 
establish  a  local  connection  between  the 
Militia  regiments  in  the  districts  in 
which  these  pairs  of  battalions  were 
supposed  to  be  localized,  two  Militia 
battalions  being  affiliated  to  two  bacta- 
lions  of  the  Line,  making  the  third  or 
fourth  battalions  of  the  brigade,  or,  as 
it  was  to  be  termed,  the  "territorial" 
regiment.  The  noble  Earl,  having 
traced  the  history  of  the  system  down 
to  the  present  time,  and  pointed  out  in 
what  respects  it  had  been  carried  out 
and  what  still  remained  to  be  accom- 
plished, concluded  by  making  the  Mo- 
tion which  stood  in  his  name. 

Moved,  ''That,  in  consequence  of  the  severe 
■train  now  being  placed  upon  the  British  Army, 
an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty praying  that  Her  Majesty  may  be  gra- 
ciouiBly  pleased  to  direct  that  the  recommenda- 
tion maae  by  the  Military  Committee  appointed 
in  1871-72  for  the  formation  of  a  third  battalion, 
in  the  event  of  both  the  line  battalions  of  a 
regiment  serving  out  of  this  country,  may  at 
once  be  put  into  execution.'* — (The  Earl  of 
GaUoway^ 

The  Earl  of  MORLET  said,  if  the 
noble  Earl  meant  by  his  Eesolution  that 
in  the  absence  abroad  of  two  battalions 
the  depots  should  be  largely  strength- 
ened, he  was  preaching  to  the  converted, 
and  he  entirely  agreed  with  him.  At 
the  present  time  there  were  a  good  many 
regiments  in  that  position.  The  noble 
Earl  was  aware  that  the  Vote  of  Credit 
had  not  yet  been  taken  in  the  House  of 
Oommons;  but  he  might  remind  him 
that  the  depots  of  the  regiments  referred 
to  had  been  very  largely  strengthened, 
and  that,  according  to  the  last  Betum, 
many  of  them  were  over  400  strong. 
The  Motion,  he  thought,  was  a  little 
premature.  His  noble  Friend  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  had 
informed  their  Lordships  a  day  or  two 
ago  that  a  statement  as  to  the  policy 
01  the  Government  would  shortly  be 
made.  When  that  statement  was  made 
he  should,  if  the  House  desired  it,  be 
happy  to  give  all  the  information  in  his 
power  as  to  the  military  measures  that 
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might  be  necessary  consequent  upon 
the  policy  of  the  Government.  Mean- 
while, he  could  assure  his  noble  Friend 
that  the  point  which  he  had  raised  had 
not  been  neglected  by  the  Government, 
but  that,  on  the  contrary,  careful  atten- 
tion had  been  given  to  it. 

Viscount  CRANBROOK  said,  he 
thought  that  his  noble  Friend  had  at- 
tained his  object  in  the  answer  he  had 
elicited  from  the  noble  Earl,  because 
what  was  required  was  that  they  should 
not  make  war  on  a  peace  establishment. 
The  raising  of  the  depots  to  a  larger 
number  was  practically  equivalent  to 
the  forming  of  a  third  battalion,  and 
the  Government  had  in  that  way  really 
met  the  necessities  of  the  case.  The 
steps  which  the  noble  Earl  had  indicated 
having  been  taken,  he  would  advise  his 
noble  Friend  to  withdraw  his  Motion 
for  the  present,  and  to  discuss  it  here- 
after if  there  should  be  occasion  to 
do  so. 

The  Earl  of  GALLOWAY  said,  he 
had  no  hesitation  in  withdrawing  his 
Motion  after  the  very  satisfactory  state- 
ment made  by  the  noble  Earl  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  War. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with- 
drawn. 

House  adjourned  at  Five  o'clock, 

to  Monday  next,  a  quarter 

before  Eleven  o'dock. 
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PRirATH  BUSINESS. 


FEUXSTOW,  IPSWICH,  AND  MIDLANDS 

RAILWAY  BILL  {J>y  Order). 

aEOOND  BEADIKQ. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (5ir  Charles  Forster.) 

Mb.  BRYCE  said,  that  in  withdraw- 
ing his  opposition  to  the  Bill,  he  wished 
to  explain  his  reason.  The  Bill  was 
provided  for  the  purpose  of  constructing 
a  railway  in  the  Eastern  Counties,  and  it 
was  originally  proposed  to  take  an  acre 
and  a-half  of  certain  common  land  near 
Cambridge  for  the  purposes  of  the  rail- 
way. It  had  appeared  to  those  who 
were  interested  in  the  maintenance  of 
open  spaces  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
populous  towns,  that  such  a  proposal 
would  have  been  most  injurious;  and, 
therefore,  it  had  been  determined  to 
offer  a  strenuous  opposition  to  the  Bill. 
Bepresentations  had  been  made  to  the 
Bailway  Oompany  of  the  state  of  the 
matter,  and  the  desirability  of  reserving 
this  plot  as  open  land.  It  was  only  fair 
to  say  that  the  Bailway  Company  had 
met  the  objections  in  a  very  proper 
spirit,  and  had  expressed  a  desire  to  do 
all  that  they  could  to  remedy  the  evil 
complained  of.  In  consequence  of  the 
oommnnications  which  had  taken  place, 
an  arrangement  had  been  made  by  which 
the  Company  undertook  to  introduce  a 
clanse  into  Uie  Bill  in  Committee,  bind- 
ing themselves  not  to  take  more  than  an 
acre  and  a-half  of  land,  and  to  purchase 
and  add  to  the  common  the  same  quan- 
tity and  the  same  value  of  other  land 
adjacent,  and  also,  in  the  interests  of 
the  inhabitants,  to  make  proper  com- 
munications between  the  parts  of  the 
common  which  were  to  be  severed.  In 
that  way  they  had  removed  all  the 
ground  for  objection ;  and,  under  the 
circnmstances,  and  realizing  the  fact 
that  the  public  would  not  suffer,  but 
would  get  back  as  much  land  as  the 
Bailway  Company  took  away  from  them, 
he  did  not  propose  to  persevere  with  his 
opposition  to  me  Bill. 

Me.  hicks  said,  he  was  very  sorry 
that  he  felt  himself  called  upon  to  move 
the  rejection  of  the  Bill,  because  he  had 
hoped  that  the  reasonable  Amendment 
or  Instruction  which  he  had  intended  to 
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move  for  the  purpose  of  limiting  the 
powers  of  the  Company  to  the  construc- 
tion of  a  railway  between  Ipswich  and 
Six  Mile  Bottom,  would  have  been  ac- 
cepted by  the  promoters,  and  in  that 
case  he,  for  one,  would  not  have  offered 
any  further  opposition.  At  the  same 
time,  he  was  not  prepared  to  admit  that 
there  was  really  any  necessity  for  this 
railway.  There  were  at  present  two 
lines  of  railway  from  Cambridge  to  Ips- 
wich, one  by  way  of  Shelford,  going 
away  to  the  South,  and  the  other  by 
way  of  Newmarket  and  Bury  to  the 
North.  The  projected  line  proposed  to 
take  a  middle  course ;  but,  as  far  as  the 
locality  was  concerned,  he  could  not  see 
that  there  was  any  great  necessity  for 
an  additional  railway,  or  that  it  would 
be  of  very  much  value  when  constructed. 
There  were  no  persons  on  the  Cambridge 
portion  of  the  line  between  the  town  of 
Cambridge  and  the  borders  of  Suffolk 
who  were  more  than  four  or  four  and 
a-half  miles  distant  from  a  railway ;  and 
he  did  not  think  that  in  this  country 
four  or  four  and  a-half  miles  was  a  very 
great  distance  for  any  person  to  be  away 
from  a  railway  station.  If  it  were 
deemed  necessary  to  have  a  railway 
station  within  a  mile  or  a  mile  and 
a-half  of  every  district,  the  whole  coun- 
try would  be  cut  up  into  railways.  He 
certainly  did  not  think  that  any  extra 
accommodation  in  the  shape  of  railway 
communication  was  at  present  required 
between  Cambridge  and  Ipswich.  He 
would  not,  however,  raise  that  question 
now,  but  would  prefer  to  wait  until  he 
heard  what  arguments  the  promoters 
brought  forward  in  support  of  their  case. 
There  was,  however,  one  thing  touching 
this  point  to  which  he  wished  he  draw 
the  attention  of  the  House,  and  it  was 
this.  From  information  he  had  re- 
ceived, it  did  not  appear  that  Petitions 
or  Memorials  had  been  presented  to  the 
Great  Eastern  Bailway  Company,  who 
were  in  possession  of  this  district,  asking 
them  to  afford  this  accommodation  or  any- 
thing approaching  to  it;  and  he  thought 
it  would  only  be  right  and  fair,  before 
allowing  a  new  Company  to  enter  into  a 
district  which  had  been  well  served  for 
many  years,  at  great  loss  by  a  particular 
Company,  which  Company  had  been 
striving  during  all  those  years  to  improve 
their  service,  which  was  now  serving  the 
district  in  a  way  that  equalled  the  ser- 
vice of  any  of  the  great  Companies,  and 
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yet  was  only  paying  a  very  small  divi- 
dend, amounting  to  sometlung  like  l^or 
2  per  cent  on  its  capital— under  such  cir- 
cumstances be  thought  it  would  be  very 
unjust  to  allow  a  great  Company  like 
tbe  Midland  to  come  in  and  try  to  tap 
the  traffic  wbich  naturally  belonged  to 
the  Great  Eastern  Company.  And  the 
traffic,  even  when  so  tapped,  would  not 
be  better  accommodated  in  the  district 
as  far  as  London  was  concerned,  but 
only  in  a  Northern  direction.  All  those 
who  were  acquainted  with  railway 
matters  knew  that  a  distance  of  five  or 
six  miles  in  the  carriage  of  goods  was 
not  really  of  any  serious  importance. 
He  had  been  sorry  to  trouble  the  House 
at  this  length  in  regard  to  the  main 
line;  but  he  would  now  leave  that 
matter  in  order  to  come  to  the  real 
point,  so  far  as  his  opposition  to  the 
^ill  was  concerned.  There  was  an 
Amendment  standing  in  his  name  upon 
the  Paper  which,  in  the  event  of  the 
Bill  being  read  a  second  time,  he  pro- 
posed ultimately  to  move  as  an  Instruc- 
tion  to  the  Committee.  He  had  been  in 
hopes  that  that  Instruction  would  have 
been  accepted  by  the  promoters  of  the 
Bill.  There  was  at  the  present  moment 
a  railway  from  Cambridge  to  Ipswich,  by 
way  of  Newmarket  and  Bury.  The  dis- 
tance on  that  line  from  Six  Mile  Bottom 
to  Cambridge  was,  as  nearly  as  possible, 
nine  miles,  or  about  one-fifth  of  the 
main  line  of  the  proposed  railway,  and 
it  passed  through  a  strictly  agricultural 
population  in  a  district  which  possessed 
a  very  small  population,  and  which 
consequently  had  very  little  local  traffic. 
This  Company  proposed  to  make  the 
new  railway  alongside  the  existing  rail- 
way for  no  less  a  distance  than  nine 
miles,  only  going  through  one  parish  or 
village  which  was  not  already  served  by 
the  existing  line,  and  a  village  contain- 
ing only  something  like  300  inhabitants, 
which  village  was  itself,  at  the  present 
moment,  within  a  mile  and  a-half  or  two 
miles  of  two  other  railways.  Therefore, 
as  far  as  these  nine  miles  were  con- 
cerned, there  was  really  no  necessity  for 
the  construction  of  the  present  line ;  but 
while  there  was  no  necessity  for  it,  there 
was  this  very  great  objection — that  it 
would  interfere  with  the  comfort  of  the 
inhabitants  of  the  district.  It  would 
cut  up  the  land  into  narrow  slips ;  and, 
without  affording  the  slightest  benefit, 
it  would  do  serious  and  permanent  in- 
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jury  to  those  who  lived  in  the  district 
and  occupied  the  line.  His  proposal 
was  that  an  Instruction  should  be  given 
to  the  Committee  to  strike  out  those 
nine  miles  of  railway,  and  to  confine  the 
powers  of  the  Company  to  the  construc- 
tion of  a  line  between  Ipswich  and  Six 
Mile  Bottom.  If  that  were  done,  it 
would  have  this  effect.  There  had  been 
a  Petition  presented  to  the  House  by 
Mr.  Hall,  a  large  landowner  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  Six  Mile  Bottom, 
complaining  of  the  way  in  which  his 
land  would  be  cut  up,  and  the  comfort  of 
his  residence  and  of  his  family  interfered 
with  by  the  projected  railway.  It  was 
proposed  to  carry  the  line  dose  to  Mr. 
Hall's  premises,  and  the  embankment 
which  it  was  proposed  to  construct 
would  be  a  very  serious  annoyance  to 
him  and  to  the  residents  of  his  house. 
If  the  proposal  he  ventured  to  make  to 
the  Committee  were  carried  out,  instead 
of  running  over  the  present  line  of  the 
Newmarket  and  Bury  line,  the  Com- 
pany would  require  to  form  a  junction 
with  that  line,  and  they  would  then  be 
able  to  go  further  away  from  Mr.  Hall's 
house,  and  with  very  little  trouble  to 
make  a  much  better  line  through  his 
property,  instead  of  proceeding  in  a  ser- 
pentine fashion  and  crossing  his  hedges 
backwards  and  forwards  for  a  distance 
of  three  or  three  and  a-half  miles,  and 
that,  too,  in  a  country  which  was  not 
an  enclosed  country  where  there  were 
fields  of  various  shapes  and  of  very  small 
size,  but  in  a  district  where  the  fields 
were  of  very  large  area.  In  addition, 
the  fields  would  be,  in  the  most  part,  cut 
at  right  angles.  If  his  proposal  were 
accepted,  the  EaQway  Company,  per- 
haps by  spending  a  Uttle  more  money 
in  filling  up  a  hole  here  and  a  hole  there 
over  a  distance  of  some  three  miles, 
would  be  able  to  proceed  in  a  straight 
line  much  more  easy  for  themselves  than 
the  meandering  route  they  now  proposed 
to  take.  That  was  the  reason  why  he 
thought  the  Amendment  might  have 
been  accepted  by  the  Bail  way  Company, 
and  why  they  should  allow  his  Instruc- 
tion to  be  sent  to  the  Committee.  If 
that  had  been  done,  the  Company,  in- 
stead of  crossing  the  existing  line,  would 
have  formed  a  junction  with  it,  and 
would  have  been  able  to  alter  their  gra- 
dients in  a  satisfactory  manner.  He 
would  now  draw  attention  to  some  of 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill.    In  one  in- 
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stance,  there  was  to  be  a  level  crossing, 
and  there  were  various  other  crossings 
of  the  line  with  gradients  as  steep  as 
1  in  16,  and  in  one  instance  as  1  in  10. 
He  thought  the  House  would  agree  with 
him  that  any  gradient  over  a  railway 
bridge  ought  not  to  be  more  than  1  in 
20.  He  presumed  that  the  obj  eot  of  this 
Bill  was  to  benefit  those  who  were  en- 
gaged in  agricultural  pursuits;  and  if 
Uie  agricultural  interests  were  to  be  con- 
sulted, if  the  gradients  over  any  part  of 
a  road  were  increased  by  the  Bailway 
Company  to  such  an  extent  that  the 
same  horse-power  which  would  take  a 
load  now  along  a  road  would  hereafter 
have  to  be  increased,  it  would  really  be 
a  very  serious  injury  to  every  occupier 
of  land  who  would  have  to  cart  his  pro- 
duce over  the  line.  He  was  told  by  a 
very  good  authority  that  a  gradient  of 
1  in  20  was  equal  to  about  1  cwt.  on  the 
horse's  back  over  and  above  a  ton  when 
drawn  in  a  cart,  and  if  they  increased 
the  gradients  from  1  in  20  to  1  in  10  the 
extra  load  upon  the  horse's  back  must 
be  proportionately  increased,  and  there- 
fore its  power  of  carrying  a  load  up  a 
hill  would  be  very  much  diminished. 
He  thought  that  was  another  reason 
why  the  House  should  not  allow  the 
measure  to  go  forward  in  its  present 
shape,  but  that  there  should  be  an  In- 
struction to  the  Conmiittee  to  provide 
that  the  inclinations  of  the  roads  should 
in  no  case  be  steeper  than  1  in  20,  and 
that  no  bridge  carrying  the  railway  over 
the  road  should  be  of  a  less  span  than 
25  feet.  On  looking  at  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill,  he  found  that  in  three  in- 
stances the  gradients  had  been  increased 
from  1  in  10,  and  in  several  others  from 
1  in  14,  1  in  15,  and  1  in  16.  There 
was  also  a  further  objection  to  the  Bill 
— ^namely,  that  it  increased  the  tolls  upon 
artificial  manures.  That  question  had 
been  brought  before  the  House  several 
times  during  the  course  of  the  last  twa 
or  three  years,  and  last  year  the  House 
came  to  a  compromise  upon  it,  by  which 
they  allowed  the  Companies  to  charge 
\\d,  per  ton  instead  of  1(^.,  which  was 
the  toll  under  which  all  the  great  rail- 
ways of  the  country  had  been  estab- 
lished. This  Bill  proposed,  previously, 
to  benefit  the  agriculturists  in  the  dis- 
trict, and  yet  it  would  raise  the  tolls 
paid  by  the  occupiers  of  land  for  the 
conveyance  of  artificial  manures  to  a 
much  higher  rate  than  they  had  hitherto 


been  in  the  habit  of  paying.  Therefore, 
instead  of  being  of  benefit  to  the  agri- 
cultural interest,  it  would  be  really  in- 
jurious to  that  interest.  He  would  not 
trouble  the  House  further;  but  as  the 
promoters  had  not  thought  proper  to 
accept  what  he  believed  to  be  a  very 
moderate  proposal,  which  would  have 
confined  the  line  to  the  first  36  miles — 
from  Six  Mile  Bottom  to  Bury — he  would 
move  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time  on  that  day  six  months. 

Mr.  BIE£:BECK  said,  he  rose  to  se- 
cond the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cambridgeshire  (Mr.  Hicks),  and  he  did 
so  for  this  reason — ^the  proposal  was 
simply  to  construct  a  line  of  an  alterna- 
tive character,  52  miles  in  length,  which 
would  cost  over  £1,000,000,  and  the 
prospect  which  the  shareholders  who 
invested  their  money  in  the  imdertaking 
had  of  realizing  a  dividend  must  be  poor 
in  the  extreme.  The  Great  Eastern 
Bailway  Company  had  experienced  con- 
siderable difficulty  in  obtaining  any  di- 
vidend at  all,  and,  at  the  present  mo- 
ment, the  accommodation  of  the  district, 
traversed  by  the  proposed  line,  was 
amply  met  by  the  existing  Bailway  Com- 
pany. The  through  traffic  between  Cam- 
bridge and  Ely  and  Ipswich  was  fully  ac- 
commodated, and  not  only  did  this  Com- 
pany ask  to  supplement  the  existing  ac- 
commodation, but  they  further  sought 
to  obtain  running  powers  over  the  Great 
Eastern  Bailway.  In  the  interests  of 
the  county  of  Norfolk,  he  strongly  ob- 
jected to  such  running  powers  being 
granted.  The  Great  Eastern  Bailway 
Company  had  given  an  admirable  train 
service  to  Norwich,  and  to  all  that  dis- 
trict, by  placing  on  their  line  as  good 
express  trains  as  were  to  be  found  upon 
any  other  line  from  London ;  and  if  these 
running  powers  were  conferred  upon  this 
new  Bailway  Company,  the  traffic  would 
most  certainly  be  interfered  with,  and 
the  county  of  Norfolk,  instead  of  being 
benefited  by  the  line,  would  find  its 
traffic  seriously  impeded.  He  trusted 
that  the  House  would  not  allow  the  Bill 
to  go  upstairs  to  a  Select  Committee, 
but  would  refuse  to  read  it  a  second 
time.  He  had  no  interest  whatever, 
either  as  a  shareholder  or  in  any  other 
way,  in  the  Great  Eastern  Bailway,  and 
he  simply  opposed  the  projected  line,  be- 
cause he  was  of  opinion  that  it  was  not 
wanted,  and  that  it  would  do  a  great  in- 
jury to  the  Great  Eastern  Company.  He 
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had  not  heard  a  single  person  say  a  word 
in  favour  of  the  proposed  railway,  and, 
therefore,  he  begged  to  second  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cambridgeshire  that  the  Bill  be  read 
a  second  time  on  that  day  six  months. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  *'  now/'  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  ''upon  this 
day  six  months." — {^Mr,  Hicks,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
'  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mb.  BIDDELL  said,  he  only  intended 
to  make  a  few  remarks  in  support  of  the 
Bill.  He  had  a  very  different  opinion 
of  this  line  to  that  which  was  entertained 
by  his  hon.  Friends.  It  was  a  line 
which  was  proposed  to  be  constructed 
through  a  part  of  the  county  of  Suffolk 
which  he  had  the  honour  to  represent. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North 
Norfolk  (Bir.  Birkbeck)  said  that  that 
county  had  an  admirable  train  service 
already  for  the  whole  of  its  traffic,  and 
his  hon.  Friend  seemed  to  infer  that  that 
was  also  the  case  in  reference  to  Suffolk. 
He  (Mr.  Biddell)  would  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  the  facts  of  the 
case  in  reference  to  the  place  in  which 
he  lived.  The  town  of  Laverham  had 
a  population  of  nearly  2,000,  and  within 
a  radius  of  six  and  a-half  miles  there 
was  a  population  of  33,000.  Ipswich 
was  its  natural  port.  It  was  only  18 
miles  distant ;  but  by  the  Great  Eastern 
Bailway  it  was  necessary  to  travel  a 
distance  of  42  miles  in  order  to  reach  it 
in  one  way,  and  36^  miles  by  another 
route.  Under  those  circumstances,  he 
did  not  think  that  the  Gbreat  Eastern 
[Railway  provided  proper  accommodation 
for  the  district. 

Mr.  hicks  said,  that  he  had  said 
nothing  whatever  as  to  the  merits  of  the 
line  in  regard  to  the  county  of  Suffolk. 
He  had  merely  confined  his  remarks  to 
that  part  of  the  line  which  affected  the 
district  with  which  he  was  intimately 
connected. 

Mb.  biddell  said,  the  inhabitants 
of  the  locality  had  for  years  past  asked 
the  Great  ikstem  Company  to  give 
them  facilities  for  getting  to  their  na- 
tural port— namely,  Ipswich;  but  the 
Company  had  not  done  so,  and  there 
was,  therefore,  no  reason  why  they 
should  now  come  forward  and  endea- 
vour to  prevent  other  people  from  doing 
that  which  they  declined  to  do  them- 
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selves.  The  inhabitants  had  now  in- 
duced another  Company  to  undertake  to 
make  a  line,  and  he  could  not  see  what 
ground  the  Great  Eastern  Company  had 
for  opposing  the  Bill,  seeing  ihat  they 
had,  in  the  first  instance,  refused  to  do 
the  work  themselves.  When  the  dock 
accommodation  was  fully  developed  in 
the  Eastern  Counties,  he  thought  there 
would  be  a  large  increase  in  the  heavy 
traffic,  and  that  in  the  end  no  loss  would 
be  sustained  by  anybody  in  consequence 
of  the  construction  of  this  railway.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Cambridgeshire  (Mr. 
Hicks)  said  that  for  a  considerable  dis- 
tance the  proposed  line  would  run 
parallel  with  the  existing  line.  So  it 
would,  he  believed,  for  about  seven  or 
eight  miles,  but  not  for  so  long  a  dis- 
tance as  nine  miles. 

Mb.  HICES  said^  the  distance  it 
would  run  parallel  with  the  existing 
line  was  fully  nine  miles. 

Mb.  biddell  said,  he  believed  that, 
if  that  was  the  case,  any  hon.  Member 
who  was  acquainted  with  the  town  of 
Cambridge  must  know  that  there  was 
an  imusual  pressure  on  the  station  there, 
and  it  would  be  of  great  advantage 
rather  than  otherwise  to  relieve  the 
traffic  at  that  station.  He  did  not 
think  there  had  ever  been  a  line  devised 
which  had  met  with  more  approbation 
from  the  locality  through  whicn  it  passed 
than  this  Hoe.  Several  meetings  had 
been  held  where  resolutions  had  been 
unanimously  passed  in  support  of  the 
line,  and  he  maintained  that  the  hon. 
Members  for  Cambridgeshire  (Mr. 
Hicks)  and  for  North  Norfolk  (Mr. 
Birkbeck)  had  not  raised  a  single  point 
against  the  Bill  which  could  not  be  dealt 
with  in  Committee.  Surely,  the  proper 
place  to  fight  the  question  of  gradients, 
of  which  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Hicks) 
spoke,  was  not  on  the  floor  of  that 
House,  but  in  a  Committee  upstairs? 
It  was  quite  dear  that  the  Company 
would  not  be  able  to  make  steeper  gra- 
dients on  the  public  roads  than  they 
were  permitted  to  make  by  the  General 
Acts  of  Parliament.  And  with  regard 
to  the  increase  of  tolls,  no  increase  could 
be  maintained.  If  it  were  proposed  to 
increase  the  tolls  at  present  levied,  he, 
as  an  agriculturist,  would  be  one  of  the 
first  to  object.  But  even  that  was  a  case 
for  the  Committee,  and  he  hoped  the 
Committee  would  be  allowed  to  decide 
these  matters.    The  hon.  Member  for 
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Cambridgeshire  said  that  the  line  would 
cat  up  Mr.  Hall's  estate,  and  iujure  it. 
Was  there  an  hon.  Member  in  that 
House  who  ever  heard  of  a  railway  that 
did  not  cut  up  somebody's  land  ?  It  was 
proposed,  by  the  construction  of  this  line, 
to  effect  a  great  public  good,  and  if,  in 
earryiug  out  that  public  good,  the  pro- 
perty of  any  individual  sustained  injury, 
the  Company  would  have  to  pay  in  the 
shape  of  compensation  for  the  injury  in- 
flicted. He  could  not  believe,  for  an  in- 
stant, that  the  House  would  refuse  to 
allow  the  Bill  to  go  upstairs.  As  to  level 
crossings,  he  was  told  by  the  solicitor  of 
the  Bill  that  there  was  not  a  single 
public  level  crossing  upon  it,  and,  there- 
fore, in  that  respect  it  was  a  much  better 
measure  than  those  of  many  other  Bail- 
way  Companies.  As  an  agriculturist, 
he  asked  the  House  to  consider  the 
matter  seriously,  and  to  bear  in  mind 
that,  at  the  present  moment,  the  agricul- 
turists of  the  district  to  which  he  had 
referred  had  to  pay  rates  for  the  convey- 
ance of  manures  from  Ipswich  either 
for  36  or  42  miles,  although  they  were 
only  18  miles  away.  He  thought  that 
fact  alone  afforded  a  clear  case  in  sub- 
stantiation of  the  want  of  railway  com- 
munication. As  he  had  already  stated, 
the  Great  Eastern  Kailway  Company 
bad  been  asked,  over  and  over  again, 
to  give  facilities  for  the  construction  of 
a  line  to  serve  this  district,  and  they 
had  always  refused  to  do  so.  Therefore, 
they  could  not  come  before  the  House 
with  any  grace  whatever  to  oppose  the 
present  scheme.  He  submitted,  with 
confidence,  that  the  House  would  not 
allow  themselves  to  be  persuaded  by  the 
remarks  of  his  hon.  Friends  the  Member 
for  Cambridgeshire  and  the  Member  for 
North  Norfolk,  but  that  they  would  allow 
the  Bill  to  go  before  a  Committee,  where 
all  the  objections  which  might  be  urged 
against  it  might  be  fairly  met.  He 
sincerely  trusted  that  the  House  would 
not  make  this  Bill  an  exception  to  the 
gcmeral  course  pursued  in  the  case  of 
private  Bills,  but  that  they  would  allow 
all  these  matters  to  be  inquired  into  and 
decided  by  a  Select  Committee,  who 
would  consider  the  whole  of  them  fairly 
and  impartially.  He,  therefore,  left  the 
matter,  with  confidence,  to  the  House. 

M&.  DILLWYN  said,  he  bad  listened 
to  the  speeches  of  the  hon.  Members  for 
Cambridgeshire  (Mr.  Hicks)  and  North 


Norfolk  (Mr.  Birkbeck),  expecting  to 
hear  some  reason  why  the  House  was 
asked  to  depart  from  the  ordinary  course 
of  sending  a  Bill  of  this  kind  to  the 
Committee  upstairs.  The  House  gene- 
rally requirea  a  very  good  reason  before 
taking  that  course;  but  he  (Mr.  Dill- 
wyn)  confessed  that  in  this  case  he  failed 
to  see  the  slightest  ground  for  taking 
the  Bill  away  from  the  jurisdiction  of  a 
Select  Committee.  He  did  not  see  how 
the  House  could  be  expected  to  come  to 
any  decision  upon  the  merits  of  the  Bill 
from  the  discussion  they  had  just  heard. 
He,  therefore,  hoped  the  House  would 
take  the  ordinary  course  and  send  the 
Bill  to  a  Committee  upstairs.  He  had 
no  personal  interest  whatever  in  the 
matter,  except  that  he  objected  to  see 
the  public  time  wasted ;  and,  in  the  in- 
terests of  the  public,  he  felt  bound  to 
suggest  that  no  case  had  been  made 
out  for  taking  the  Bill  out  of  the  or- 
dinary category  of  Private  EaQway 
BiUs. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time  and  committed. 

Mb.  HICKS  said,  he  presumed  that 
he  would  now  be  in  Order  in  moving  the 
Instruction  to  the  Committee  which  had 
been  placed  upon  the  Paper.  He  would, 
however,  ask  whether,  as  a  point  of 
Order,  the  Instruction  ought  to  be  moved 
now  or  postponed  until  another  day  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER;  The  hon.  Member 
can  move  it  now. 

Mr.  hicks,  in  moving — 

**  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Ck)mmittee 
to  Umit  the  powers  of  the  Company  to  the  con- 
Btruction  of  a  Railway  hetween  Ipswich  and 
Six  Mile  Bottom,  and  provide  that  the  inclina- 
tions of  roads  shall  in  no  case  be  steeper  than  1 
in  20,  and  that  no  bridge  carrsdng  a  Railway 
over  a  road  shall  be  of  a  less  span  than  twenty- 
five  feet," 

said^  he  would  not  trouble  the  House 
with  a  word,  in  addition  to  what  he  had 
already  said,  in  pointing  out  the  abso- 
lute absurdity  of  making  a  railway  for 
nine  miles  parallel  with  a  railway  al- 
ready existing.  There  was  not  a  single 
village  or  inhabitant  proposed  to  be 
accommodated  by  the  projected  line  who 
was  not  accommodated  already. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*'  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Ck)mmittee 
to  limit  the  powers  of  the  Company  to  the  con- 
stmction  of  a  Railway  between  Ipswioh  and 
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Six  Mile  Bottom,  and  provide  that  the  inclina-  t  tion  (Occupation  Voters)  Bill  now  before 
lions  of  roads  shall  in  no  case  he  steeper  than  1  !  Parliament,  are  to  be  defrayed  by  the 

JTvefa  JSfdth'all be  oYa^rtS^^^^^t^S  '  ^'--\T-^\  ^r  whether  it  «  P~po«ed,to 
five  feet."— (iff.  J.eA».)  provide  out  of  moneys  voted  by  Farha- 

ment  relief  from  the  obligation  to  bear 
Mb.    BIDDELL  said,   he    certainly  increased  liabilities  for  a  matter  of  Na- 
thought  the  question  of  gradients  was '  tional  interest  ? 

clearly  a  matter  for  the  Committee,  and  I  Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
he  did  not  think  that  the  House  ought  \  Henbt  Jaubs),  in  reply,  said,  such  ex- 
to  saddle  them  with  such  an  Instruction '  penses  were  always  defrayed  out  of 
as  that  proposed  by  hishon.  Friend  (Mr.  local  rates,  and  there  was  no  intention 
Hicks).  The  House  had  already  heard  |  of  making  any  change  in  this  respect, 
arguments  on  both  sides  in  regard  to  the  j 

other  part  of  the  Instrurtion,  and  if  the  j  p^Q^  ^A^  (IRELAND)-B0BEBT  GBA- 
the  people  of  Six  Mile  Bottom  had  any ;         ^^^  CLEBX.  OF  COOTEHILL 
loeu*  standt  before  the  Oommittee,  and .  UNION' 

did  not  desire  to  have  the  Bill,  theyi  uTruiA-D     v  V*i.    m.-  t  a 

would  have  their  objections  heard.  He ' ,  •"*•  ?J^-^?  "^®^  "^«  f^®!  V°^* 
did  not  think  any  case  had  been  made  ^  ^  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
out  for  giving  any  exceptional  Instruc- 1  ^hat  decision  the  Local  Government 
tion  to  the  Committee.  |  ^"^  has  come  to  relative  to  ^bert 

Sib  henry  HOLLAND  thought  it ,  ^',*j*""^  5i®™i>' .^i^**^ 
would  be  unwise,  in  the  absence  of  any  ^b-  CAMPBELL  -  B  ANNERMAN : 
knowledge  as  to  the  merits  of  the  case,  |  P«  Guardians,  by  a  large  majority, 
for  the  House  to  pass  this  Instruction.  •  have  expressed  unabated  confidence  in 
The  Committee  would  have  the  whole  **''•  Graham  as  their  clerk;  and  havii« 
matter  before  them,  and  it  would  be  un- 1  'f  »"'*  *<>  *?»8  fact  and  to  Mr.  Graham  s 
reasonable  for  the  House  to  declare  that,  i****®™®'^*  m  his  explanation  that  he 
under  no  circumstances,  should  the  Com- 1  f  °^.Yf  f,  ^^-  ,?^^y^^?^^  »  question 
mittee  consent  to  a  gradient  over  a  road !  truthfulljr  a«cordmg  to  his  recollection, 
that  was  steeper  than  1  in  20,  and  that  |  *'»<i  that  if  he  interpreted  the  Load  Go- 
no  bridge  should  be  less  than  a  certain  i  ▼©mment  Board  s  letter  wrongly  he  is 
span.  These  were  mere  matters  of  detail,  i  ^«7,  ^orry  for  it,  the  Board  have  decided 
So  far  as  he  was  concerned,  he  thought  I  not  to  interfere  on  the  present  occamon 
this  was  a  most  unusual  Instruction  to  ]  ^\  ^'^^  Guardians  wish  to  retain  Mr. 

give  to  any  Committee.  P^T^'^t^,,  »t.  -^t  ,.      .. 

Mb.  HICKS  said,  that  after  thU  ex-  "*•  ^J,^'?''^.  ««'«  Notice  that  he 
pression  of  opinion  by  the  House,  he '  yo«ld  caU  attention  to  the  acfaon  of  the 
would  not  press  the  Amendment.    He  I J^^  Government  Board  in  this  matter 

thought  the  object  he  had  in  view  would  ;^°,S°°'-S?]i^x^^^'i?P^y^     .«       ,. 
be  answered  by  the  Committee  having       ***•  HEALY :  If  Boards  of  Guardiuis 
their  attention  drawn  to  the  discussion  i  Monerate  an  officer,  is  ttiat  suffioient  for 

which  had  taken  place.  He  would,  there- '  ^^%r°^,^JXi^^^^  S^tU,,,  . « 
fore,  withdraw  t£e  Motion.  '     "b   CAMPBELL  -  BANNEMCAN : 

-,..,-  ....  No;  I  mentioned  there  were  other  cir- 

Motion,  by  leave,  mthdraum.  I  cumstances  as  well  as  the  vote  of  the 

Guardians,  which  was  very  large — ^two 
QUESTIONS.  to  one. 

*  ^    POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— ELECTION  OP 

REGISTRATION  (OCCUPATION  VOTERS)  ^       GUARDL^S— ARMAGH  DIVISION 
BILL— REGISTRATION  EXPENSES.       |  OF  ATHLONE. 

Sm  MA88EY  LOPES  asked  the  Pre-  i  Mr.  JUSTIN  HUNTLY  M'OAKTHY 
sident  of  the  Local  Ooyemment  Board, '  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  Her  Ma-  Lieutenant  of  Lreland,  Whether  the  at- 
jesty's  Oovemment  that  the  increased  tention  of  the  Oovemment  has  been 
charges  in  respect  of  the  remuneration  called  to  the  interference  of  Mr.  Hynds, 
and  expenses  of  clerks  of  the  peace  and ;  rate  collector,  in  the  recent  Poor  Law 
overseers,  arisiug  out  of  the  Kegistra-  electioD,  in  the  Armagh  Division  of  Ath- 
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looe ;  whether  it  is  usual  for  officials  to 
interfere  in  a  Poor  Law  election  as  he 
did ;  and,  whether  any  rule  exists  go- 
Tominff  the  conduct  of  the  officials  in 
such  ciroumstances ;  and,  if  not,  whe- 
ther the  Govemment  will  frame  such  a 
role? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN  : 
I  understand  that  two  charges  have  been 
made  against  Mr.  Hjnds--(1)  that  he 
nominated  a  candidate  at  this  Poor  Law 
election,  and  (2)  that  he  used  intimida- 
tion and  undue  influence  in  connection 
with  it.  As  regards  the  first  charge,  the 
Local  Oovemment  Board  are  satisfied 
with  Mr.  Hynds's  explanation  of  his 
reason  for  seeking  to  have  a  person 
nominated.  As  regards  the  second 
charge,  if  the  person  who  brings  it  will 
adduce  any  particular  cases  in  support 
of  it,  which  he  has  not  done  hitherto,  it 
may  become  necessary  to  make  further 
inquiry. 

NATIONAL  EDUCATION  (IRELAND)— 

bCHOOL  TEACHERS— AGE  FOR 

PENSIONS. 

Mb.  W.  J.  CORBET  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Lre- 
land,  Whether  he  is  aware  that  National 
School  teachers  who  are  past  their  work, 
some  of  whom  have  served  nearly  forty 
years,  but  have  not  yet  reached  the  age 
of  sixty-five,  to  entitle  them  to  the  maxi- 
mum pension,  are  holding  on  because  of 
the  small  amount  they  ean  claim  if  they 
retire ;  whether  he  can  state  what  pro- 
gress the  actuaries  have  made  with  the 
calculations  concerning  the  proposed  pen- 
sion scheme ;  and,  whether  he  would,  in 
the  interests  of  education,  recommend 
the  Lords  of  the  Treasury  to  reduce  the 
limit  of  age,  so  that  it  would  be  optional 
for  male  teachers  to  resign  at  sixty  on 
full  pension,  and  females  at  fifty-five  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN  : 
The  powers  of  the  Commissioners  of 
Education  enable  them  to  deal  with 
any  such  cases  of  inefficiency  as  those 
referred  to  in  this  Question.  The  valua- 
tion of  the  pension  fund  will  not  be 
finished  for  some  weeks  to  come,  and  it 
would  be  premature  to  consider  any 
alteration  of  the  present  scheme  iintil 
the  valuation  is  completed. 

IRELAND  — THE   PflCENIX    PARK, 

DUBLIN— THE  POLO  GROUND. 
Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 


By  what  right  the  officers  of  the  Dublin 
Garrison  have  caused  warnings  to  be 
erected  requesting  riders  to  keep  off 
what  they  call  **the  Polo  Ground"  in 
the  Phoenix  Park,  who  made  this  plot 
a  Polo  Ground,  how  many  acres  does  it 
contain,  who  allowed  it  to  be  railed  off 
as  such,  is  it  not  one  of  the  finest  levels 
in  the  entire  Park,  how  much  is  now 
railed  off  in  inclosures  for  the  use  of 
cricketers  and  polo  players  in  the 
Phoenix  Park,  and  are  there  any  such 
privileges  accorded  to  cricket  and  polo 
clubs  in  Hyde  Park  and  Begent's 
Park? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN: 
I  am  unable  to  answer  the  last  query 
of  the  hon.  Member,  and  the  entire 
Question  is  one  which  should  properly 
have  been  addressed  to  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasuary,  the  con- 
trol of  the  Phoenix  Park  being  vested  in 
the  Commissioners  of  Public  Works. 
However,  I  have  ascertained  from  the 
Commissioners  that  the  ground  on  which 
the  game  of  polo  is  played  is  about  seven 
acres  in  extent.  It  is  not  enclosed,  but 
the  Commissioners  have  permitted  bar- 
riers to  be  erected  which  consists  of  posts 
and  handrails  on  two  sides  of  the  ground, 
to  protect  from  accident  the  public  who 
assemble  there  in  large  numbers  to  see 
the  game  played.  These  barriers  are 
so  constructed  as  to  admit  of  removal  if 
necessary  when  the  game  is  not  being 
played.  The  notice  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  refers  is  not  a  warning  but  a 
request,  and  the  Commissioners  have 
not,  therefore,  objected  to  it.  There  are 
five  cricket  grounds  in  the  Park — some, 
I  believe,  for  working  men's  clubs — con- 
taining about  15  acres  altogether. 

Mk.  HEALY :  I  beg  to  give  Notice 
that  when  the  Vote  in  reference  to 
Phoenix  Park  comes  on  in  Committee  of 
Supply  I  shall  call  attention  to  the  con- 
tinual encroachments  on  public  property 
by  the  snobs  and  swells  of  Dublin  Gar- 
rison.   [  Cries  of  "  Order,  order ! "] 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member 
is  quite  out  of  Order.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber must  withdraw  that  expression.  It 
is  not  a  proper  or  Parliamentary  ex- 
pression to  be  used  in  this  House. 

Mr.  HEALY  made  no  reply. 

Mb.  SPEAKEE:  Does  the  hon. 
Member  withdraw  the  expression  ? 

Mb.  HEALY  took  off  his  hat  and 
bowed. 
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LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— SCALE 
OF  EXPENSES  IN  CROWN  CASES. 

Mb.  PATRICK  MARTIN  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Has  his  attention  been  called 
to  the  severe  comments  and  observations 
of  the  Jadges  of  Assize  in  Ireland  on 
and  in  respect  to  the  Circular  issued  by 
the  Attorney  General,  varying  and 
reducing  the  scale  of  expenses  to  be 
allowed  in  Crown  cases  in  Ireland;  is 
the  decision  as  to  the  amount  actually 
to  be  paid  by  Law  vested  in  the  Judges, 
and  must  not  the  sums  so  awarded  by 
them,  notwithstanding  such  Circular, 
be  paid  in  the  first  instance  by  the 
treasurers  for  the  several  counties  out 
of  the  county  rates,  aud  in  case  the 
allowances  so  awarded  by  the  Judges 
exceed  the  sums  mentioned  in  the  Cir- 
cular, has  it  been  stated,  on  behalf  of 
the  Treasury,  that  they  will  not  in 
future  reimburse  such  extra  aUowances 
to  the  county  rates ;  is  it  the  intention 
of  the  (Government  to  now  insist  that 
such  extra  allowances,  when  sanctioned 
by  the  presiding  Judge  of  Assize,  shall 
not  in  future  be  reimbursed  to  the 
county  treasurer,  and  can  he  state  the 
reasons  which  have  led  to  the  imposition 
of  this  increased  charge  and  burden  on 
the  county  rates ;  and,  will  he  have  any 
objection  to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  Copies  of  the  present  Circular 
and  the  one  issued  in  the  year  1880  ? 

Mr.  OAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  :  I 
believe  some  of  the  Judges  have  dis- 
approved of  the  Circular  referred  to. 
It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  the 
Treasury  are  not  liable  for  any  of  the 
expenses  of  witnesses  or  prosecutors  in 
Ireland,  which,  under  the  law,  are 
chargeable  to  the  counties.  The  Trea- 
sury, however,  have  been  in  the  habit 
of  recouping  to  the  counties  the  amount 
so  paid ;  but  in  assuming  this  responsi- 
bility they  have  never  divested  them- 
selves of  the  right  to  fix  the  amount 
they  will  contribute,  and  Circulars  with 
this  object  have  been  issued  from  time 
to  time.  In  a  Circular  issued  in  1880 
a  minimum  and  a  maximum  scale  were 
laid  down,  and,  so  far  as  I  am  aware, 
no  objection  was  made  to  this.  The 
effect  of  the  Circular  recently  issued  has 
been  to  restrict  the  amount  to  be  paid 
to  the  minimum  allowed  by  the  Circular 
of  1880,  unless  special  reasons  exist  for 
exceeding  it.    I  consider  the  amount  so 


fixed  to  be  fair  and  reasonable ;  and  if 
in  any  special  case  a  larger  sum  be 
paid — the  right  of  the  Judge  to  order 
this  not  being  controverted — the  burden 
thrown  on  the  counties  will  be  insignifi- 
cant. I  have  no  objection  to  lay  Copies 
of  these  two  Circulars  on  the  Table.  It 
is  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
adhere  to  the  course  they  have  laid 
down. 

IRISH  LAND  C0MMI8SI0N-(SUB.C0M. 
MISSIONERS)— MR.  EDWARD  GREER. 

Mr.  BIOGAE  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  Mr.  Edward  Ghreer,  Sub-Corn* 
missioner,  was,  until  his  appointment, 
partner  with  Mr.  B.  A.  MuUan,  Solicitor, 
Newry ;  whether  on  the  door  the  words 
"GFreer  and  Mullan,  Solicitors,"  still 
appears,  and  cheques  are  still  issued  on 
the  Newry  Branch  of  the  Bank  of  Ire- 
land in  the  names  of  Greer  and  Mullan ; 
and,  whether  there  is  an  agreement 
between  these  gentlemen  that  on  the 
cessation  of  Mr.  Gbreer's  employment  as 
a  Commissioner  he  is  to  resume  his  place 
in  the  firm  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  :  I 
must  ask  for  longer  Notice  of  this  Ques- 
tion, which  obviously  involves  local  in- 
quiries, and  which  only  appeared  yester- 
day. 

EGYPT  (MILITARY  EXPEDITION)— 
HEALTH  OF  THE  TROOPS. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COWEN  asked  the 
Financial  Secretary  for  the  War  De- 
partment, What  are  the  last  reports  as 
to  the  health  of  the  troops  in  the 
Soudan  ?    

Sir  ARTHUE  H AYTER  :  The  troojjs 
on  the  Nile  are  so  scattered  that  it  is 
difficult  to  make  up  from  the  Betums 
any  percentage  of  sick  on  a  given  date, 
but  it  may  be  said  generally  that  the 
health  is  good.  At  Suakin  the  latest 
report  states  there  is  a  little  over  4  per 
cent,  of  sick. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR :  Can  the 
hon.  Gentleman  say  how  many  men 
have  been  invalided  home  from  the  Red 
Sea? 

Sir  ARTHUR  H  AYTER :  I  cannot 
say. 

POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND)— THE 
KINSALE  MAILS. 

Mr.  DEAST  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  Whether  the  Post  Office  autho- 
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rities  intend  to  make  the  alterations  in 
the  mail  service  to  and  from  Kinsale 
which  the  Town  Commissioners  haye 
suggested  to  them  ? 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  regretted  to 
•aj  that  he  had  not  yet  come  to  a  deci- 
sion on  this  matter. 

Mb.  DEA8Y :  I  beg  to  remind  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  under- 
took four  months  ago  to  look  into  this 
matter. 

PRISONS  (IRELAND)   ACT,    1877— ILLE- 
GAL  LEVY  ON  CO.  CORK- 
REPAYMENT. 

Mb.  DEASY  asked  Mr.  Solicitor  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland,  Whether  the  Govern- 
ment will  refund  the  sums  declared  by 
tiie  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  in  1882  to 
have  been  illegally  levied  on  the  county 
of  Cork  under  *'  The  Prisons  (Ireland) 
Act,  1877  ?  " 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walkeb)  :  This  subject 
is  eng^aging  the  attention  of  the  Irish 
Government,  and  if  the  hon.  Member 
will  repeat  the  Question  on  a  future 
date  I  wiU  answer  it. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)  —  THE 

TUBBEROURRY  CASE— PAYBiENT 

OF  COSTS  OF  ACCUSED,  &c. 

IN  DEFENCE. 

Mb.  sexton  asked  Mr.  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland,  With  regard  to  his 
undertaking  to  inquire,  during  the 
Easter  Recess,  into  the  question  of  the 
delay  in  paying  the  costs  of  the  accused, 
and  witnesses  summoned  for  the  de- 
fence, in  the  Tubbercurry  (county  Sligo) 
cases,  whether  those  costs  have  yet  been 
paid? 

Thb  solicitor  general  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walkeb)  said,  that 
the  witnesses'  expenses  in  this  case  had 
De&n  BAttlpn 

Mb.  sexton  :  When  will  they  be 
paid? 

Thb  solicitor  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walkeb)  was  under- 
stood to  say  immediately. 

POST  OFFICE,    DUBLIN— PROMOTION. 

Mb.  SEXTON  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  If  it  is  a  fact  that  a  Dublin 
Post  Office  Telegraphist,  of  twenty-two 
years'  serrice,  is  intended  to  be  passed 
over  in  making  the  promotions  now 
^ut  to  be  made  in  the  Dublin  Depart- 


ment ;  if  so,  for  what  reason ;  and,  whe- 
ther it  is  an  accepted  principle  that 
seniority  should  be  recognised  in  the 
matter  of  promotion  unless  when  cause 
is  shown  to  the  contrary  ? 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  said,  that 
all  promotions  in  the  Post  Office  Service 
were  made  by  the  Postmaster  General 
alone,  and  as  those  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  referred  had  not  yet  come  be- 
fore him,  he  was  imable  to  answer  his 
Question.  He  might  state,  howoTer, 
that  neither  in  this  nor  any  other  case 
would  anyone  be  passed  over  without 
his  claims  and  qualifications  being  fully 
considered.  In  making  promotions  seni- 
ority  certainly  formed  an  element  for 
consideration. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— THE 
PURCHASE  CLAUSES. 

Mb.  PATRICK  MARTIN  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Have  any  suggestions  been 
made  by  the  Irish  Land  Commissioners 
to  the  Irish  Executive  in  respect  to  the 
complete  dead  lock  which  has  taken 
place  in  the  operation  of  the  Purchase 
Clauses  in  the  Land  Act  of  1881 ;  has 
any  draft  Bill  which  proposes  to  remove 
the  obstacles  which  prevent  the  efficient 
working  of  the  Purchase  Clauses  been 
prepared  by  one  of  the  Land  Commis- 
sioners and  submitted  for  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Irish  Government,  and  has 
any  Correspondence  taken  place  between 
any  members  of  the  Irish  Government 
and  any  member  of  the  Land  Commis- 
sion in  respect  to  the  preparation  of  a 
Bill  of  this  character ;  and,  will  he  have 
any  objection  to  lay  Copies  of  such  sug- 
gestions or  Correspondence  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN : 
Communications  have  passed  between 
the  Land  Commissioners  and  the  Irish 
Government  on  the  subject  of  the  Pur- 
chase Clauses  of  the  Land  Act,  and  pro- 
posals in  reference  thereto  have  been 
made  by  the  Commissioners;  but  such 
communications  and  proposals  are  essen- 
tially of  a  confidential  nature,  and  not 
such  as  should  be  laid  on  the  Table. 

CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  (ANIMALS)  ACTS 
—FOOT-AND-MOUTH  DISEASE- 
OUTBREAK  AT  HAMBURG. 

Mb.  BIRKBECK  asked  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  Whether 


23 


Egypt  {Events 


{COMMONS} 


in  the  Soudan), 


24 


there  are  at  the  present  time  any  cases 
of  foot  and  mouth  disease  at,  or  in 
the  neighbourhood  of,  Bremen,  Geeste- 
miinde,  or  any  of  the  other  German  cattle 
exporting  ports  ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he 
will  fortiiwith  impose  the  necessary  re- 
strictions on  the  importation  of  live  ani- 
mals from  such  ports  ? 

Me.  TREVELYAN  :  No  cases  of  foot- 
and-mouth  disease  are  known  to  exist  at 
or  in  the  neighbourhood  of  any  German 
ports  from  which  animals  are  sent  to 
this  country.  Information  has  been  re- 
ceived from  the  Consul  at  Hamburg  that 
two  cattle  were  found  to  be  affected  and 
were  slaughtered  at  once  on  the  11th 
instant.  All  the  sound  animals  in  the 
infected  place  were  likewise  slaughtered, 
and  the  export'of  animals  to  England  from 
Hamburg  was  at  once  prohibited  by  the 
German  Government.  We  have  re- 
quested the  German  Government  to 
communicate  with  us  before  they  pro- 
pose to  re-open  the  port  of  Hamburg. 

GIBRALTAR— ORDINANCE-ZEBEHR 

PASHA. 

Mb.  GOEST  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether 
the  Ordinance  authorising  the  detention 
in  custody  of  Zebehr  Pasha  was  made 
in  consequence  of  instructions  from  the 
Colonial  Office  in  London;  when  those 
instructions  were  given;  whether  they 
can  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House;  whether  the  General  Officer 
who  commands  the  garrison  exercises 
by  himself  all  the  functions  of  legisla- 
tion at  Gibraltar;  whether  the  Ordinance 
in  question  was  first  promulgated  or 
made  known  publicly  some  hours  after 
Zebehr  Pasha  had  been  landed  by  being 
affixed  to  the  Exchange  Buildings,  by 
leave  of  the  Exchange  Committee  and 
Chamber  of  Commerce,  at  the  request 
of  the  Colonial  Secretary ;  and,  whether 
any  Ordinance  was  ever  published  in 
this  way  before  ? 

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY:  Yes,  Sir. 
On  the  25th  of  March  telegraphic  in- 
structions were  sent  to  the  Governor  of 
Gibraltar  instructing  him  to  pass  the 
necessary  Ordinance.  There  will  be  no 
objection  to  lay  on  the  Table  of  the 
House  the  despatch  which  followed,  and 
which  was  the  extender  of  the  contents 
of  the  telegram.  The  General  Officer 
commanding,  who  is  also  the  Governor, 
is  the  sole  legislative  authority.  Whe- 
ther the  Oidinance  was  published  by 

Jfr.  Birkhed' 


being  affixed  to  the  Exchange  Buildings 
or  not  I  do  not  know ;  but  it  duly  ap- 
peared in  The  Oihraltar  Chronicle  of  the 
30th  of  March,  the  day  on  which  Zebehr 
landed,  and  this  is  the  usual  mode  of 
promulgating  Ordinances  in  GKbraltar. 

ARMY— GARRISON  RATIONS. 

SiK  HAERY  VERNEY  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  he 
will  direat  that  in  weighing  the  rations 
of  meat  for  soldiers  of  the  British  Army 
the  weight  of  bones  and  gristle  shall  be 
omitted  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
No  change  is  contemplated  in  the  garri- 
son ration.  In  the  field,  where  soldiers 
are  much  exposed,  the  meat  ration  is 
largely  increased,  so  that  the  soldier 
obtains  more  than  a  pound,  exclusive 
of  bone.  The  General  commanding  has 
always  authority  in  the  field  to  vary  or 
increase  the  ration  to  meet  the  require- 
ments of  climate,  work,  &o. 

EGYPT  (EVENTS  IN   THE  SOUDAN)— 
DIARIES  OF  COLONEL  STEWART. 

Sib  ROBERT  PEEL  asked  the  Secre- 
tary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  he  can 
give  any  information  respecting  the 
Journals  or  Diary  of  events  (known  to 
have  been  written  both  in  English  and 
in  Arabic  and  of  which  General  Gordon 
speaks  in  the  highest  terms)  kept  by  the 
late  lamented  Colonel  Donald  Stewart, 
C.M.G.,  Chief  of  the  Staff  of  General 
Gordon  at  Khartoum,  who  was  subse- 
quently wrecked  and  murdered  near 
Merawi;  and,  whether  he  will  under- 
take to  hand  over  whatever  papers  there 
may  be  of  the  nature  referred  to,  to  that 
Gallant  Officer's  family,  which  anxiously 
desires  to  possess  them  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
The  only  papers  belonging  to  tiie  late 
Colonel  Stewart  which  have  been  re- 
covered are  some  pages  of  a  rough 
pencil  note-book  of  daily  events  kept 
'  by  him.  These  are  evidently  not  part 
of  the  diary  referred  to  in  the  nght 
hon.  Gentleman's  Question.  All  that 
have  been  recovered  have  been  handed 
over  to  his  brother. 

Mr.  RITCHIE :  In  handing  over  the 
notes,  were  any  conditions  made  as  to 
the  non-publication  of  certain  portions 
of  them  ? 

The  Mahqtjkss  op  HARTINGTON : 
No,  Sir ;  I  am  not  aware  of  any. 
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ARMY  (INDIA)— HORSE  AND  FIELD 
ARTILLERY. 

LoBD  ALGEENON  PERCY  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  the 
Horse  and  Field  Artillery  in  India  are 
armed  with  9-pounder  M.  L.  guns  of  6 
owt  and  8  cwt.  respectively;  whether 
the  hatteries  in  England  are  not  armed 
with  Id-pounder  B.  L.  guns;  and,  whe- 
ther any  steps  are  being  taken  to  arm  the 
Indian  batteries  with  the  more  perfect 
weapon? 

The  Maeqtjess  of  H ARTINGTON  : 
The  batteries  of  Horse  and  Field  Artil  - 
leiy  are  armed  as  stated  in  the  Ques- 
tion. Some  of  the  Horse  Artillery  bat- 
teries at  home  are  armed  with  13- 
poonder  muzzle-loading  guns,  and  the 
remainder  with  9  -  pounder  muzzle- 
loading  guns;  but  none  with  breech- 
loading  guns.  No  application  on  the 
subject  has  been  received  from  the  Go- 
yemment  of  India. 

ARMY— SALE  OF  MILITARY  CLOTHINa. 

M».  ONSLOW  asked  the  Surveyor 
(General  of  the  Ordnance,  Whether  it  is 
a  fact  that  the  usual  practice  has  this 
year  been  departed  &om  of  inviting 
tenders  for  the  purchase  of  military 
condemned  clothing,  and  an  offer  from 
a  buyer  accepted  without  competition ; 
and,  if  so,  for  what  reason  has  the  usual 
course  been  departed  from  ? 
;  Mb.  BRAND:  The  results  obtained 
in  advertising  these  sales  led  me  to  the 
conclusion  that  it  would  be  better  to 
adopt  the  principle  of  limiting  competi- 
tion in  this  particular  business. 

ARMY— ORDNANCE  DEPARTMENT- 
MILITARY  SWORDS. 

Sib  FREDERICK  MILNER  asked 
the  Surveyor  General  of  Ordnance, 
Whether  it  is  a  fact  that,  as  the  result 
of  recently  testing  the  swords  of  the  2nd 
Dragoon  Guards  and  7th  Hussars  at 
Aldershot,  fully  one-half  have  been 
found  unfit  for  use,  even  for  recruits' 
drill,  and  whether  the  majority  of  the 
BWQxds  for  the  Commissariat  and  Trans- 
port Corps  were  also  found  to  be  un» 
■ervioeable ;  whether  it  has  been  known 
for  some  time  past  that  a  number  of  the 
■words  and  bayonets  supplied  to  our 
troops  are  of  an  unserviceable  nature ; 
if  he  wiU  inform  the  House  by  whom 
these  inferior  weapons  were  manufao- 
tured ;  and,  whether  he  will  take  oare 


for  the  future  that  the  lives  of  our  gal- 
lant soldiers  shall  not  be  imperilled  by 
false  notions  of  economy  ? 

Mb.  brand  :  I  would  ask  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  whether  he  really 
thinks  it  will  advance  the  public  interest 
to  reply  to  this  Question  ?  If  so,  I  will 
reply.  Then,  Sir,  the  facts  are  these. 
For  some  time  past  it  has  been  known 
that  the  pattern  of  sword  adopted  by 
the  Military  Authorities  in  1882  was  too 
light  to  stand  severe  strain.  Upon  the 
failure  of  certain  swords  of  this  pattern 
in  the  Soudan  in  1884,  a  Committee 
was  appointed  under  the  Presidency  of 
Sir  Drury  Lowe,  and  they  recommended 
that  the  tests  should  be  increased  in 
severity.  This  has  been  carried  out, 
and  the  whole  of  the  swords  in  store 
and  in  possession  of  the  troops  have 
either  been  re-tested,  or  shortly  will  be 
put  through  that  process.  Care  will  be 
taken  that  all  swords  in  possession  of 
the  troops  are  serviceable.  The  bayonets 
are  perfectly  serviceable.  The  last  two 
Questions  are  argumentative,  and,  in 
reply,  I  have  to  say  that  the  swords  of 
which  complaint  has  been  made  were 
strictly  according  to  the  pattern  of  1882, 
and  passed  tests.  Considerations  of  cost 
have  not  in  any  way  influenced  the 
question  of  the  pattern  of  the  swords. 

NAVAL  EXPENDITURE- APPLICATION 

OP  VOTES. 

Sib  ROBERT  PEEL,  who  had  the 
following  Question  on  the  Paper : — ^To 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty, 
with  reference  to  a  statement  made  by 
the  Member  for  Cardiff,  in  a  speech  at 
Portsmouth  on  the  18th  March,  to  the 
effect  that  much  of  the  money  voted  for 
shipbuilding  purposes  had  been  used  to 
meet  expenditure  in  other  Departments, 
whether  such  a  misapplication  of  the 
funds  voted  by  Parliament  would  not 
constitute  a  flagrant  violation  of  the 
pledges  given  to  Parliament  in  voting 
Estimates  for  a  specific  purpose;  and, 
whether,  if  such  alleged  diversion  has 
taken  place,  he  can  inform  the  House 
how  much  of  the  money  voted  for  ship- 
building purposes,  during  the  past  four 
years,  has  been  thus  diverted  from  its 
legitimate  channel  to  meet  expenditure 
in  other  Departments  ?  said  :  Since 
putting  this  Question  on  the  Paper,  I 
have  received  a  letter  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cardiff  (Sir  Edward  Reed), 
in  which  he  informs  me  that  the  re- 
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porter  failed  to  oatcli  the  sense  of  his 
remarks.  The  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber appeared  in  all  the  Liberal  news- 
papers of  the  day,  and  therefore  I  copied 
the  statement  from  that  source. 

"  I  did  not  intend  to  imply/'  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber says,  <*  that  the  f ands  voted  by  Parliament 
were  differently  applied,  although  that  was 
sometimes  tiie  case. 

I  shall,  therefore,  leaye  out  the  refer- 
ence to  the  hon.  Member,  and  ask  the 
second  part  of  the  Question  only. 

Sir  a?H0MA8  BRASSEY:  I  can 
only  say  that,  within  the  period  for 
which  the  present  Board  of  Admiralty 
is  responsible,  money  voted  for  ship- 
building purposes  has  not  been  used  to 
meet  expenditure  in  other  Departments. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— RUSSIA  AND  AFGHAN- 
ISTAN—REPORTED RETIREMENT  OF 
AFGHAN  TROOPS  TO  HERAT. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BAETLETT  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  the  Afghan  troops 
have  retired  from  Meruohak  and  other 
positions  to  Herat,  leaving  the  valleys 
of  the  Murghab  and  the  Khusk  Eivers 
open  to  Herat;  and,  whether  Captain 
Yate's  account  of  the  attack  of  the  Kus- 
sian  Commander  upon  the  Afghans  on 
March  31st  has  been  confirmed  by  Sir 
Peter  Lumsden  f 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEIOE: 
The  latest  information  received  from 
Sir  Peter  Lumsden  is  to  the  effect  that 
the  Afghan  Forces  retreating  from 
Penjdehwere,  on  the  10th  instant,  partly 
at  Kaleh  Nan  and  partly  at  Kushk.  In 
reply  to  the  second  part  of  the  Question, 
I  believe  a  similar  inquiry  is  likely  to 
be  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  of  the  Prime  Minister. 

Mr.  ASHME AD-BARTLETT  :  WiU 
the  noble  Lord  state,  in  reply  to  the 
third  line  of  the  Question,  whether  this 
retirement  of  the  Afghan  Forces,  **  leav- 
ing the  valleys  of  the  Murghab  and  the 
Kushk  rivers  open  to  Herat,"  has  been 
completed?  I  understand  Kushk  is 
close  to  Herat.    Is  that  so  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FIIZMAURICE: 
I  understand  that  this  is  a  matter  of  mili- 
tary opinion,  on  which  I  am  not  com- 
petent to  pronounce. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— THE  RUSSO-AFGHAN 
FRONTIER— DELIMITATION. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BABTLETT,  who 
had  given*  Notice  to  aak  the  First  Lord 
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of  the  Treasury,  Whether  the  Russian 
Government  have  yet  consented  to  send 
their  Commission  to  delimitate  the  Af- 
ghan frontier ;  whether  the  Russian  Gt)- 
vernment  have  asked  that  the  debatable 
zone  shall  be  extended  southwards  some 
sixty  miles  to  the  line  of  the  Para- 
pronisus  and  the  Murghab ;  and,  whe- 
ther Her  Majesty's  Ministers  have  offered 
to  give  up  to  Russia  Penj-deh,  Ak-Tepe, 
Zulfagar,  and  the  salt  lakes  of  Er  Oilan, 
or  any  of  these  positions,  which  have  all 
been  occupied  by  Russia  since  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  Boundary  Commission  ? 
said :  Before  I  put  this  Question^perhaps, 
it  would  be  better  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  he  wishes  to  reply 
to  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  should 
he  wish  to  dsk  him  any  Questions  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  probably  do  so,  and  I 
was  about  to  say  that  I  am  not  able  to 
enter  on  the  matters  touched  by  the 
hon.  Member  in  his  Question. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— RUSSIA  AND  AFGHAN- 
ISTAN— THE  AGREEMENT  OF  MAR.  17, 
AND  ACTION  OF  MAR.  80,  &c.— RE- 
PORTED OCCUPATION  BY  RUSSIA 
OF  PENJDEH. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  I 
think  it  would  be  convenient  to  the 
House  that  Questions  should  be  asked, 
whether  we  are  able  to  get  any  further 
information  or  not,  in  order  that  we 
may  know  where  we  stand.  The  Ques- 
tion I  am  particularly  anxious  to  ask 
the  Government  is  whether  they  are  yet 
in  possession  of  a  full  account,  or  a 
sufficiently  full  account,  of  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  30th  of  March  and  the  days 
following  ?  Ajconsiderable  time  has  now 
elapsed,  and  we  should  like  to  know 
whether  the  Government  are  now,  and, 
if  not,  when  they  expect  to  be  in  pos- 
session of  a  full  account  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  have  no  diffi- 
culty in  saying  that  we  are  in  possession 
of  no  full  account  of  those  proceedings, 
nor  of  anything  approaching  to  a  full 
account.  But  a  request,  which  I  think 
I  signified  before,  was  addressed  to  Sir 
Peter  Lumsden  to  ask  for  a  full  and  con- 
secutive account ;  and  my  noble  Friend 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  informs  me  that  a  telegram  has 
arrived,  and  is  now  in  course  of  being 
deciphered,  which  may  contain  that  full 
account.  I  cannot  say  whether  it  does 
or  not ;   but,  of  course,  the  right  hon. 
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Gentleman  will  see  that  it  would  be 
necessary  to  have  it  compared  with  the 
accounts  which  may  be  received  else- 
where before  we  should  be  in  a  position 
to  give  a  definite  or  conclusive  judp^ment 
to  the  House  upon  the  matter.  We 
have,  however,  an  independent  telegram 
from  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  which  clears 
up  an  important  point.  The  House  will, 
I  have  no  doubt,  remember  that — ^be- 
cause I  recollect  that  it  naturally  pro- 
duced a  considerable  sensation  in  the 
House — on  the  first  occasion  of  re- 
ferring to  this  question  of  the  engage- 
ment on  the  30th  of  March  I  used,  I 
believe,  these  words — ^that  Captain  Tate 
had  met  the  Chief  of  the  Eussian  Staff  by 
appointment,  and  the  Chief  of  the  Eus- 
sian Staff  informed  him  that  no  such 
arrang^ement  as  that  referred  to  in  our 
telegram  of  the  17th  of  March  as  to  the 
non-advanoe  of  the  Eussians  had  been 
received.  The  House  will,  I  am  sure, 
recollect  those  words.  There  was  no 
date  attached  to  that  meeting  between 
Captain  Yate  and  the  Chief  of  the  Eus- 
sian Staff.  It  must,  of  course,  have 
been  before  the  29th,  and  we  now  see 
that  it  must  have  been  two  or  three 
days  before  the  29th,  because  we  have 
received  to-day  a  telegram  from  Sir 
Peter  Lumsden  containing  an  account  of 
some  farther  communications  of  Captain 
Tate  with  the  Chief  of  the  Eussian 
Staff.  Writing  on  the  28th  of  March, 
the  Chief  of  the  Eussian  Staff  says 
that— 

''He  has  reoeived  a  notification  from  oar 
sde  reipeotixig  the  account  which  Lord  Granyille 
bad  giren  of  the  azrangement  made ; '' 

and  he  goes  on  to  say  that — 

"  what  was  stated  hy  Lord  Granyille  waa  in 
socordance  with  the  orders  received  by  us" 

—namely,  the  Eussian  officers,  and  con- 
sequently, on  the  28th  of  March,  the 
Bossian  officers  were  in  possession  of 
tiie  orders  given  by  the  Eussian  Govern- 
ment in  conformity  with  the  arrange- 
ment of  the  17th.  The  question  whe- 
ther they  had  acted  on  these  orders 
remained  a  matter  for  future  oonsidera- 
tion,  and  therefore  the  point  of  the  com- 
munication of  these  orders  is  so  far  dis- 
posed of.  I  am  bound  to  say  that, 
putting  together  the  dates  as  best  we 
can,  I  am  inclined  to  think  that  pro- 
bably that  was  about  as  soon  as  the 
Bossian  officers  upon  the  spot  could 
hafe  received    the    orders   sent  from 


St.  Petersburg  in  conformity  with  the 
arrangement  of  the  17th  of  March. 
There  is  nothing  else  of  a  conclusive 
character  in  the  telegram  which  Sir 
Peter  Lumsden  writes,  nor  is  there  any- 
thing of  an  unfavourable  character  as 
to  the  communications  which  are  still 
going  on. 

SiE  8TAFF0ED  NOETHCOTE :  Is 
there  any  truth  in  the  report  that 
Penjdeh  has  been  occupied  by  the  Eus- 
sians, and  that  Her  Majesty's  Qovem- 
ment  have  assented  to  that  occupa- 
tion? 

Mr.  aLADSTONE:  No,  Sir;  we 
know  nothing  more  on  the  subject  of 
Penj  deh  than  we  knew  yesterday.  What 
we  were  informed  of  yesterday  was  that 
an  administration  had  been  established  in 
Penjdeh.  There  is  no  intimation  what- 
ever of  a  military  occupation  of  Penjdeh. 
I  had  better  not  undertake  to  explain 
what  the  administration  is.  The  ex- 
planation was  given  in  the  news- 
papers yesterday;  but  whether  that  be 
authentic  or  not  I  cannot  undertake 
to  say,  because  we  are  not  officially 
informed. 

Sir  ST AFFOED  NOETHCOTE :  In 
regard  to  the  present  position  of  Sir 
Peter  Lumsden,  can  the  noble  Lord  tell 
us  whether  Tirpul,  where  he  is  now,  is 
in  Persian  or  in  Afghan  territory  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE: 
I(  is  in  Afghan  territory,  but  it  is  not 
far  from  the  Persian  Frontier.  It  is 
marked  on  nearly  all  the  maps  which  are 
now  arriving^ 

Mr.  J.  LO  WTHEE :  In  regard  to  the 
despatch  which  is  now  being  deciphered 
at  the  Foreign  Office,  I  should  like  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether, 
in  the  event  of  its  not  being  injurious  to 
the  public  interest,  he  will  undertake  to 
make  its  contents  known  to  the  House 
before  its  rising  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  That  must  de- 
pend upon  what  they  are.  If  anything 
of  great  importance  or  interest  should 
arise  we  will,  undoubtedly,  take  the 
earliest  opportunity  of  making  it  known. 

Mr.  LEWIS  asked  the  date  of  the 
telegram  just  read  by  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  It  is  dated  Tir- 
pul, April  13. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BAETLETT  :  The 
Prime  Minister  has  given  the  17th  of 
March  as  the  date  of  this  agreement, 
under  which  neither  the  Eussian  nor  the 
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Afghan  Forces  should  advanoe.  I  would 
ask  him  if  it  is  not  a  fact  that  the  real 
date  on  which  that  agreement  was  first 
announced  to  this  House  was  the  ISth 
of  March,  and  not  the  17th,  and  that  we 
were  informed  it  really  dated  from  the 
2nd  of  March  ?  And  are  we  to  under- 
stand that  the  responsibility  for  the 
attack  on  the  Afghans  is  now  shifted 
from  General  Komaroff  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  St.  Petersburg;  and,  if  so, 
whether,  the  Government  of  St.  Peters- 
burg have  offered  any  reparation  to  our 
Allies,  the  Afghans,  and  have  they 
offered  to  restore  a  considerable  number 
of  guns  taken  from  the  Afghans  on  that 
occasion  ?  I  should  like  to  know  also 
if  the  noble  Lord  can  tell  us  how  far  the 
town  of  Kushk,  not  the  river,  is  £rom 
Herat ;  and  whether  we  are  to  under- 
stand from  his  answer  that  not  only 
have  the  Afghans  retired  to  Kushk,  but 
that  the  Eussians  are  free  to  follow  them 
to  the  j>oint  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  With  regard  to 
the  question  of  dates,  I  am  not  aware  of 
havine  been  inaccurate ;  but  there  were 
severtu  statements  made  to  the  House, 
and  it  would  be  better  that  I  should 
ascertain  exactly  what  those  statements 
were. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN :  As  to  the  adminis- 
tration which  we  are  informed  has  been 
established  as  Penjdeh,  I  should  like  to 
ask  the  Prime  Minister  this  Question — 
whether  the  administration  has  the 
sanction  and  consent  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  and  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  made  any  communi- 
cations with  regard  to  it  to  the  Russian 
Government  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  We  have  made 
no  communication  on  the  subject.  We 
have  nothing  before  us  except  the  fact 
that  there  is  an  administration,  and  the 
explanation  of  it  placing  it  on  the 
ground  of  necessity  for  the  maintenance 
of  peace,  which  I  have  seen  in  the  news- 
papers. I  cannot  say  whether  it  is  au- 
thentic or  not.  But  I  am  bound  to  say, 
taking  the  facts  as  they  appear,  there  is 
a  fair  presumption  attending  the  case 
which  would  make  us  desirous  of  having 
fuller  information  on  the  matter  before 
we  made  it  the  subject  of  official  repre- 
sentations. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  asked  whether  it  was 
Sir  Peter  Lumsden's  intention  to  remain 
at  Tirpul,  or  whether,  if  the  Bussians 
advanced  thither,  he  would  be  driven  to 


any  other  portion  of  Afghan  or  Persian 
territory  ?  

LoBD  BDMOND  FITZMAUEICIE :  I 
must  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  for  Notice 
of  this  Question. 

Mb.  LEWIS  asked  the  date  of  the 
long  message  which  was  now  being  de« 
dnhered  ? 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE : 
I  cannot  state.  It  only  arrived  at  the 
Foreign  Office  a  short  time  before  I  left 
the  Office. 

Mb.  lewis  :  Is  it  from  Tirpul  ? 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE: 
I  presume  it  is  undoubtedly  from  Tir* 
pul. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BAETLETT :  I  beg 
to  give  Notice  that,  on  Monday,  I  wiU 
ask  the  Government  what  is  the  exact 
position  of  the  Bussians  in  their  ad- 
vance towards  Herat,  and  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Gt>vemment  have  re- 
ceived any  assurance  from  the  Bussian 
Government  that  they  will  not  seize 
Herat  itoelf  ? 

PABUAMENT— BUSINESS  OF  THE 

HOUSE. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  It  may  be  con- 
venient to  the  House  that  I  should  now 
say  a  few  words  as  to  the  course  of  Busi- 
ness for  next  week.  We  hope  to  dose 
the  Committee  on  the  Seats  Bill  to- 
night; but  if  that  should  not  be  the 
case,  we  propose  to  go  on  with  that  Bill 
on  Monday.  It  will  be  my  duty  on 
Monday  or  Tuesday  to  lav  the  Yote  of 
Credit  on  the  Table;  and  probably  it 
will  be  convenient  to  the  House  that  in 
laying  it  on  the  Table  I  should  make  a 
short  statement  to  enable  the  House  to 
understand  what  the  demand  is  and  for 
what  purpose  the  Vote  is  to  be  applied. 
I  presume  that  no  appreciable  time  will 
be  occupied  with  the  Vote  of  Credit  on 
that  occasion.  We  shall  proceed  on 
Monday  with  Supply,  taking  the  Navy 
Estimates,  provided  that  we  finish  the 
Committee  on  the  Seats  Bill.  If  the 
Committee  on  the  Bill  is  not  concluded 
to-night,  then  we  shall  go  on  with  it  on 
Monday.  Then  it  will  have  to  be  con- 
sidered whether  the  Seats  Bill  cannot  be 
taken  on  Eeport  on  Tuesday.  ['*  Oh !  "1 
That,  I  say,  is  a  matter  for  considera- 
tion, and  in  any  case  I  do  not  think  it 
need  call  forth  any  strong  manifestation 
of  emotion.  On  Thursday,  of  course,  it 
is  understood  that,  whatever  may  be  the 
progress  made  with  the  Seats  Bill,  my 
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right  hon.  Friend  the  Ohancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  will  make  his  Financial  State- 
ment. 

SmSTAFFOEDNOETHCOTE:  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  stated  that 
the  Vote  of  Credit  will  be  taken  on 
Monday  or  Tuesday.  I  would  point  out 
that,  supposing  the  Seats  Bill  is  not 
taken  on  Tuesday,  the  ordinary  Rules  of 
the  House  would  give  precedence  to 
Notices  of  Motion,  and  the  Vote  of 
Credit  could  not  come  on  until  the  Notices 
of  Motion  have  been  disposed  of. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Yes ;  it  could  be 
presented  and  laid  on  the  Table,  accom- 
panied by  some  such  explanation  as  is 
necessary  to  make  it  intelligible  to  the 
House,  but  without  entering  into  any 
argument. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  inquired  whe- 
ther, in  the  event  of  the  Navy  Estimates 
not  being  taken  on  Monday,  they  would 
be  taken  on  Tuesday  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  am  afraid  I 
eannot  say. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Lewis, 

Sir  OHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  that 
of  course  the  Parliamentary  Elections 
(Redistribution)  Bill  must  be  reprinted 
before  the  Report  stage,  ana  there 
must  be,  at  least,  a  day  for  putting  down 
Amendments. 

Mr.  LEWIS  thought  that  an  interval 
of  not  less  than  a  week  ought  to  be 
given  between  the  closing  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Bill  and  the  Report 
stage. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
asked  the  Prime  Minister  whether  the 
House  was  to  understand  that  it  would 
be  competent  for  a  Minister  to  make  a 
statement  on  the  Vote  of  Credit,  but 
that  it  would  not  be  competent  for 
Members  of  the  House  to  debate  that 
statement? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  it  was  a  very 
common  thing  for  Ministers,  if  it  were 
required,  to  make  an  explanation  for 
the  convenience  of  the  House  in  such 
cases.  The  statement  would  not,  in  the 
•lightest  degree,  enter  into  argumenta- 
tive matter,  but  would  be  confined  to 
making  the  Vote  intelligible. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
a^ed  the  Speaker  whether,  when  a  Mi- 
nister presented  Papers  to  the  House, 
and  made  a  statement  with  reference  to 
tiiem,  Uie  Motion  would  not  be  made 
that  the  Papers  lie  on  the  Table  ? 

VOL.  OOXOVn.    [third  series.] 


Mr.  SPEAKER :  The  Motion  would 
be  to  refer  the  Vote  to  Committee  of 
Supply. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
And  on  that  a  debate  would  arise  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Yes. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER:  VTiU  it  take 
precedence  of  Notices  of  Motion  on 
Tuesday  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  Yes ;  it  would  take 
precedence. 

In  reply  to  Lord  John  MAirefSRs, 

Mr.  SHAW  LEPEVRE  said,  that  he 
proposed  to  take  the  first  opportunity, 
but  not  that  evening,  of  bringing  on 
the  second  reading  of  the  Telegraph  Acts 
Amendment  Bill  at  a  reasonable  hour. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister,  with  respect  to  his  statement 
as  to  the  course  of  Public  Business, 
what  facilities  would  be  given  by  the 
Government  for  the  Irish  Registration 
Bill?  There  would  be  700,000  new 
voters  in  Ireland  who  would  be  incapaci- 
tated from  getting  on  the  roll  unless  the 
Bill  were  passed.  He  also  wished  to 
know  whether  the  Prime  Minister  was 
aware  of  what  had  taken  place  last 
night  in  the  House,  when  an  attempt 
had  been  made  to  bring  on  the  Bill  at 
12  o'clock,  and  a  number  of  Gentlemen, 
Privy  Councillors  and  others,  had  wasted 
time  in  order  to  bring  up  the  time  to 
half -past  1 2  o'dook  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  cannot  answer 
the  contentious  part  of  the  Question  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Monaghan  ;  but  I  think  I  had  bettor 
confine  myself  to  saying  that  I  am  not 
in  a  position  at  present  to  depart  from 
the  rule  of  doing  one  thing  at  a  time ; 
and  I  think  it  is  best,  as  far  as  the  Bill 
is  eoncemed,  for  the  interest  of  all  par- 
ties and  of  legislation,  that  we  should 
direct  our  attention  steadily  to  the  re- 
maining important  stages  of  the  Par- 
liamentary Elections  (Redistribution) 
Bill.  We  deem  it  quite  essential  to 
proceed  with  the  Irish  Registration  Bill, 
and  we  feel  it  to  be  our  bounden  duty 
to  make  provision  at  the  earliest  time 
we  can  for  proceeding  with  it. 

Mr.  HEALY:  Then  I  give  Notice 
that,  in  consequence  of  the  way  in  which 
the  Irish  Party  were  treated  last  night, 
when  the  English  Registration  Bill 
comes  down  from  Committee  I  shall 
block  it. 
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ORDERS    OF   THE  DAT. 

PAELIAMENTAKY  ELECTIONS  (REDIS- 
TRIBUTION) (re'dommitted)  BILL.— [Bill  49.] 

[Mr,  Gladstone,  The  Marquess  of  Partington, 
Sir  Charles  W,  Dilke,  Mr,  Attorney  General, 
The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr,  CampbelUBannerman,) 

OOMMITTEE.     \^Progre98  \%th  April,'] 

[sixteenth  night.] 
Bill  coneidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

SEVENTH  SCHEDULE. 
COUNTIES   AT    LAEGE. 

NUMBBB  OF  MeMBBBS  AND  NaHES  AND 

Contents  op  Divisions. 

Part  III. 

IRELAND. 

Mb.  HEALY,  in  moving  an  Amend- 
ment on  the  Paper  to  leave  out  from 
line  15  to  line  8,  in  page  92,  and  in- 
sert— 

No.  1.— North  Armagh  Division. 

**  Barony  of  O'Neiland  East. 

**  Barony  of  O'Neiland  West  (except  parishes 
of  Armagh,  Grange,  Kildarton,  and  Mullagh- 
braok). 

No.  2. — Mid-Armagh  Division. 

**  Barony  of  Armagh. 
**  Barony  of  Fews  Lower. 
•<  Barony  of  Tiranny. 

**  Barony  of  Fews  Upper  (parish  of  lisnadil). 
"  Barony  of  O'Neiland  West  (narishes  of  Ar- 
magh, Grange,  Kildarton,  and  Mullaghbrack). 

No.  8.— South  Armagh  Division. 

**  Barony  of  Orior  Lower. 
"  Barony  of  Orior  Upper. 
*' Barony  of  Fews  Upper  (except  parish  of 
lisnadil)," 

said,  he  proposed  to  move  the  three 
parts  into  which  it  was  divided  sepa- 
rately, because  it  would  not  suit  nis 
purpose  to  move  them  altogether.  He 
womd  point  out  that  it  was  neces- 
sary, before  moving  the  Amendments, 
to  settle  the  names  of  the  Armas^h 
Divisions;  and,  therefore,  it  would  be 
necessary  to  move  the  Amendments  re- 
lating to  the  divisions  separately.  He 
had  intended,  after  the  name  of  North 
Armagh,  which  was  assigned  to  this  di- 
vision, to  move  the  additional  name  of 
** O'Neiland;"  but  his  hon.  Friends 
thought  it  would  be  better  to  have  no 
alternative  names  whatever.  If  he  were 
not  allowed  to  have  his  way  on  that 


point,  and  names  were  afterwards  in- 
serted in  connection  with  other  counties, 
he  should  feel  himself  at  liberty  to  move 
alternative  names  in  regard  to  Armagh 
on  the  Eeport ;  but  he  hoped  the  riffht 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke) 
would  give  an  assurance  that  in  no  other 
coimty.would  alternative  names  be  given. 
He  would  now  simply  move  a  verbal 
Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  91,  line 
14,  to  leave  out  the  word  "The,"  in 
order  to  insert  the  word  **  North," — (ifr. 
Healy^) — ^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
*  The '  stand  part  of  the  Schedule." 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  that, 
as  far  as  he  was  personally  concerned, 
he  should  prefer  that  Ireland  was  treated 
in  the  same  manner  as  England.  There 
were,  however,  one  or  two  cases  in  which 
local  names  were  extremely  popular  in 
the  district  interested ;  and  he  doubted, 
therefore,  whether  he  could  bind  the 
Committee  as  to  anything  like  a  distinct 
course  in  regard  to  every  county. 

Mb.  sexton  said, that,  in  replytothe 
remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  he 
wished  to  say  that,  as  far  as  his  memory 
served  him,  there  was  only  one  case  in 
which  there  would  be  anything  like  a 
strong  feeling  in  favour  of  including  an 
alternative  name  in  the  division.  iHe 
was  not,  however,  aware  that  in  that  case 
there  was  any  strong  opinion  that  an  al- 
ternative name  was  required;  and  he  was 
not  aware  that  there  were  on  the  Paper 
any  proposals  for  an  alternative  name, 
except  in  the  instance  of  the  county  of 
Galway,  where  it  was  proposed  to  call 
the  divisions  by  the  name  of  the  county 
instead  of  Connemara,  &o.  The  di- 
visions of  the  Irish  counties  would  be 
few  enough  to  allow  the  introduction  of 
the  compass  points ;  and  there  was  no 
necessity,  therefore,  to  introduce  alterna- 
tive names.  The  Commissioners  had 
reported  that  the  general  feeling  was  in 
favour  of  the  names  of  the  counties; 
and  he  believed  that  the  most  brief  and 
simple  way  of  naming  the  divisions  was 
to  give  the  compass  points. 

Mb.  CATJjAN  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke),  in 
the  case  of  the  English  counties,  had 
made  an  exception  in  favour  of  merged 
boroughs.  He  (Mr.  Callan)  wished  to 
know  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in- 
tended, in  Ireland,  to  extinguish   the 
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name  of  any  county  in  favour  of  a 
merged  borough  ? 

8m  OHAELES  W.  DILKE  said,  lie 
did  not ;  but  it  was  possible  that  some 
Bepresentatiye  of  a  merged  borough 
might  desire  to  retain  the  name,  and  he 
should  not  stand  in  the  way,  if  such  a 
proposal  were  made,  after  the  course  the 
Committee  had  taken  in  connection  with 
the  English  counties. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  there  was  a  strong 
opinion  among  the  Irish  Members  in 
favour  of  leaving  the  county  names  as 
they  stood  in  the  Bill. 

Amendment  agned  to, 

Mb.  HEALY  moved  an  Amendment 
in  the  same  line  to  omit  the  word  *'  Di- 
vision," which  would  have  the  effect 
of  describing  the  first  division  in  the 
county  of  Amagh  as  "  North  Armagh," 
instead  of  "the  North  Armagh  &vi- 
don. 


i> 


Amendment  agreed  to, 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  now  came  to 
the  Amendments  he  had  placed  upon  the 
Paper  in  regard  to  the  constitution  of 
the  Armagh  Divisions — ^namely,  North 
Armagh,  Mid  Armagh,  and  South  Ar- 
magh.    He  would,  however,  take  the 
discussion  upon  the  first  proposal,  which 
was  that  the  North  Armagh  Division 
should  consist  of  the  *'  barony  of  O'Nei- 
land  East,  barony  of  O'NeUand  West 
(except  parishes  of  Armagh,   Grange, 
Kildarton,    and    Mullaghbrack."      He 
presumed  that  it  would  be  necessary,  in 
the  first  instance,   to  move  the  omis- 
sion of  the  words  of  the  Schedule  from 
line  15  to  line  23^  inclusive.     It  must 
be  borne  in  mind  that  the  county  of 
Armagh    was    the    only   three -Mem- 
bered  constituency  in  Ireland,  and  he 
thought  the  Irish  Members  had  good 
reason   to    complain  of  the  fact  that 
the  county  was  to  receive   an  undue 
number  of  Representatives  when   the 
Committee  bore  in  mind  the  way  in 
which  Dublin  was  treated.    The  county 
of  Armagh  was  to  have  three  Bepre- 
sentatives ;  while  the  county  of  Dublin, 
a  much  more  important  constituency, 
was  to  be  deprived  of  its  proper  weight 
in  the  House  of  Commons  by  receiving 
only  two.     The  county  of  Dublin,  ac- 
ooidiog  to  its  population,  was  only  12,000 
lower  than  the  county  of  Armagh,  and 
that  was  simply  because  the  township  of 
Pembroke  had  been  taken  out  of  it  and 


included  in  the  City  of  Dublin.  If  it 
were  included  in  the  county,  as  it  ought 
to  be,  unless  the  other  townships  were 
also  included  in  the  Oity  of  Dublin, 
the  county  of  Dublin  woxild  have 
a  far  larger  population  than  the 
county  of  Armagh.  Therefore,  Dublin 
absolutely  suffered  not  only  relatively 
by  the  jerrymandering  which  the  con- 
stituencies had  undergone,  but  also  in  a 
double  sense,  because  the  intrusion  of 
the  township  of  Pembroke  within  the 
municipal  limits  of  the  City  of  Dub- 
lin prevented  the  county  from  having  a 
sufficient  population  to  entitle  it  to  three 
Members.  Dublin  was,  therefore,  not 
only  cheated  by  the  way  in  which  the 
proposed  extension  of  the  city  had  been 
treated  by  the  Boundary  Commissioners, 
but  the  county  was  also  deprived  of  the 
additional  Member  it  would  have  been 
entitled  to  if  the  county  boundaries  had 
been  properly  arranged.  This  was  the 
first  of  the  Ulster  counties  which  had 
been  brought  under  the  notice  of  the 
Committee ;  but  what  was  to  be  said  of 
the  jerrymandering  of  one  county  might 
be  said  of  aU,  so  far  as  Ireland  was 
concerned.  Whatever  course  had  been 
pursued  in  regard  to  any  one  of  them 
was  much  the  same  as  had  been  taken 
in  regard  to  the  rest.  By  the  first  scheme 
which  was  proposed  by  the  Commis- 
sioners for  the  county  of  Armagh,  the 
Nationalists  would  have  carried  two  di- 
visions of  the  county.  He  fully  admitted 
that  in  the  original  scheme  proposed  by 
the  Commissioners  a  slight  error  had 
been  committed  in  regard  to  the  popu- 
lation. He  referred  to  that  fact  because 
the  Amendments  he  was  now  proposing 
were  very  much  in  the  direction  of  the 
original  scheme  of  the  Commissioners, 
and  he  preferred  to  revert  to  that  scheme 
rather  than  lay  himself  open  to  any 
charge  of  jerrymandering  the  county  for 
Nationalist  purposes.  He  had,  there- 
fore, simply  put  down  on  the  Paper  the 
scheme  of  the  Commissioners  as  alre&dy 
proposed  before  the  minds  of  the  Com- 
missioners were  affected  by  listening  to 
the  arguments  brought  forward  by  the 
Tory  Representatives.  It  was  an  extra- 
ordinary circumstance  that,  with  one 
exception,  the  scheme  of  the  Bill  was 
the  scheme  of  the  Tory  Party.  He  re- 
ferred to  the  case  of  Tiranny,  which 
barony  the  Commissioners  had  adopted 
in  favour  of  the  Nationalists ;  but  they 
had  not  adopted  as  much  of  it  as  was 
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necessary  to  prevent  the  Nationalist 
votes  £rom  being  swamped.  To  use  a 
oatoh  word,  there  had  not  been  too  much 
jerrymandering,  but  just  jerrymander- 
ing enough ;  and  the  result  of  it  was  to 
cheat  the  Nationalists  out  of  two  votes. 
The  way  in  which  the  matter  stood  was 
this — three  Members  were  given ;  the 
North  of  Ulster  was,  undoubtedly,  Con- 
servative; but  the  South  was  over- 
whelmingly Nationalist.  The  entire 
question  was,  therefore,  how  to  arrange 
l^e  Mid  Division  of  the  county  so  as  to 
throw  in  a  sufficient  number  of  Orange- 
men from  the  North,  and  exclude  a 
sufficient  number  of  Nationalists  of  the 
South,  the  Southern  end  of  the  county 
being,  at  the  present  moment,  over- 
whelmingly Nationalist.  The  Southern 
Division  would  be  Nationalist  under  any 
circumstances ;  but  by  the  scheme  of  the 
Commissioners  it  was  made  so  prepon- 
deratingly  Nationalist,  that  they  would 
have  a  majority  of  between  5,000  or 
6,000  at  least.  That  had  been  done,  as 
anybody  would  see,  who  referred  to  the 
statement  contained  in  a  Paper  issued 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  dated  March 
17th,  and  prepared  by  Major  Macpher- 
Bon,  the  genueman  who  conducted  the 
local  inquiry  on  behalf  of  the  Commis- 
sioners. It  was  somewhat  extraordinary 
that  wherever  Major  Macpherson  had 
gone,  with  the  sole  exception  of  the 
county  of  Down,  where  he  had  made  a 
small  concession  to  the  Nationalists, 
which,  however,  they  could  have  done 
without — wherever  Major  Macpherson 
had  gone  a  seat  had  been  taken  away 
from  the  Nationalists.  He  ^^as  really 
at  a  loss  to  know  what  promotion  Major 
Macpherson  was  to  get  in  return  for  the 
neat  services  he  had  rendered  to  the 
Tory  I^arty*  He  presumed  that  when- 
ever the  Tory  Party  came  into  Office 
Major  Macpherson  would  be  promoted 
to,  at  least,  the  difi^ity  of  a  Major  Ge- 
neral. Hon.  Members  could  reaa  Major 
Macpherson's  own  notes,  and  would  know 
exactly  what  it  was  that  was  proposed 
by  the  Tory  Party  in  reference  to  this 
constituency.  Mr.  Peel,  a  solicitor  of 
Armagh,  put  forward  the  Tory  scheme, 
and  Mr.  Peel  was  a  gentleman  who 
would  be  a  candidate  for  the  represen- 
tation of  the  Central  Division  of  Armagh. 
He  was  a  local  Coroner,  and  Grand  Master 
of  an  Orange  Society.  He  was  a  gen- 
tleman who,  on  a  recent  occasion,  had 
advised  the  Orangemen  to  bring  in  their 

Mr.  ffealy 


pockets  not  only  a  copy  of  Sankey's 
hymns,  but  a  Colt's  revolver.  Mr.  Ped's 
proposal  was  opposed  by  everybody  on 
the  popular  side ;  and  it  was  a  remark- 
able fact  that  the  division  of  the  county 
corresponded  with  the  original  scheme 
of  the  Commissioners,  so  far  as  the 
barony  of  Orior  was  concerned.  The 
Commissioners  had  now  cut  that  barony 
into  two,  and,  to  suit  their  own  pur- 
poses, they  had  thrown  the  upper  and 
Orange  end  of  the  county  into  the  Cen- 
tral Division  in  order  to  make  weieht. 
The  Committee  had  heard  a  good  deal 
about  the  necessity  of  adhering  to  strict 
geographical  lines,  and  about  compact- 
ness, and  the  desirability  of  maintaining 
well-marked  boundaries  ;  but  the  mo- 
ment it  suited  the  purposes  of  the  Tory 
Party  this  gentleman  had  no  hesitation 
whatever  in  departing  from  any  prin- 
ciple of  that  kind ;  and,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  in  the  Northern  Division  he  had 
abolished  all  the  old  baronies  and  other 
well  -  known  boimdary  lines  hitherto 
adopted  for  the  purpose  of  compactness ; 
whereas  in  other  cases,  when  he  had 
been  asked  to  take  a  similar  course,  in 
order  to  secure  compactness,  his  answer 
was — '*  No  ;  I  must  adhere  to  the  old 
barony  lines."  This  striking  high  and 
low  was  afterwards  resorted  to  tot  the 
purpose  of  jerrymandering  the  counties 
in  order  to  assist  the  Tory  Party.  Major 
Macpherson's  excuse  for  his  conduct  was 
certainly  a  pretty  piece  of  official  writing. 
In  the  county  of  Armagh  more  baronies 
were  broken  up  than  in  any  other  Irish 
county,  and  so  much  was  that  the  case  that 
the  Commissioner  had  found  it  necessary 
to  say  something  in  his  own  defence. 
He,  therefore,  said  that  some  of  the 
baronies  were  very  irregular  in  shape, 
and  he  considered  that  an  excellent 
reason  for  lopping  so  much  off  of  a  Con- 
servative district  as  it  was  considered 
necessary  to  fill  up  the  Central  Division. 
For  instance,  the  barony  of  O'Neiland 
West  was  included  partly  in  North 
Armagh  and  partly  in  Mid  Armagh ;  and 
a  piece  of  land,  forming  a  narrow  pro- 
jection something  like  a  wen  on  a  man's 
head,  had  been  conveniently  out  off.  In 
the  barony  of  Fews  a  piece  of  land  pro- 
jecting northward  was  also  got  rid  of, 
and  the  land  in  the  barony  was  distri- 
buted between  the  Mid  Armagh  and 
the  South  Armagh  Divisions.  Major 
Macpherson  said  that  he  had  found 
it   impossible    to    avoid   in    any  new 
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arrangements  the  getting  lid  of  the 
old  boundaries.  What  was  the  use, 
then,  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  issuing 
Instructions  to  the  Commissioners  to  re- 
spect the  natural  boundaries,  if  the  Com- 
missioners were  to  take  a  carte  blanche, 
and  act  upon  it  just  as  they  pleased, 
with  the  notion  that  wl^atever  satisfied 
the  Tory  Party  would  satisfy  the  Go- 
vernment, and  whatever  the  Boundary 
Commissioners  agreed  to  the  Govern- 
ment would  force  through  the  House  of 
Commons  ?  It  virtually  amounted  to 
this — **  If  you  say  it  would  be  better  to 
have  these  separations,  we  (the  Govern- 
ment) will  use  the  Front  Opposition 
Bench  and  the  Treasury  Bench  as  the 
two  blades  of  a  pair  of  scissors,  in  order 
to  lop  off  any  proposals  that  may  be 
hroQght  forward  against  your  action." 
The  Commissioners,  therefore,  went  into 
the  operation  with  a  full  knowledge 
that  in  whatever  way  they  exercised 
their  discretion  they  .would  be  backed 
up  by  the  Government,  and  by  the 
leaders  of  the  Opposition  in  the  House 
of  Commons.  He  must  say  that  no 
previous  Commission  had  ever  been  sent 
out  to  discharge  important  duties  with 
such  an  assurance  as  that.  At  the  very 
least,  when  the  Government  gave  the 
Boundary  Oommissioners  the  extraordi- 
nary powers  possessed  by  this  Commis- 
sion, the  first  thing  they  should  have 
had  placed  before  their  minds  was  the 
drag  of  the  "  rod  in  pickle  "  of  public 
opinion.  That  drag  had  been  entirely 
removed  from  them  by  the  knowledge 
that  any  agreement  come  to  between  the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury  and  the  Govern- 
ment would  afterwards  be  ratified  in  the 
Act  of  Parliament ;  and  not  only  had 
they  that  knowledge,  but  their  minds 
were  further  affected  by  the  extraordi- 
nary intimidatory  address  of  the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury,  who  told  the 
Orangemen,  when  they  complained  of 
the  way  in  which  the  Bill  might  operate 
against  them,  to  be  of  good  cheer,  and 
not  to  be  in  the  least  alarmed,  because 
yeiy  much  would  depend  on  the  spirit 
in  which  the  Commissioners  carried  out 
their  Instructions.  They  had  now  seen 
the  manner  in  which  the  Commissioners 
had  carried  out  their  Instructions.  They 
had  taken  out  this  long  narrow  strip 
from  the  barony  of  O'Neiland  West, 
and  this  projection  from  Upper  Fews, 
and  by  that  means  they  had  rendered 
the  division  practically  impervious  to  the 


Nationalists  ;  whereas,  as  it  originally 
stood,  the  Nationalists  had  a  fair  chance 
of  carrying  the  county.  This  gentleman. 
Major  Macpherson,  put  forward  similar 
excuses  for  his  operations  in  the  barony 
of  Tiranny  and  the  barony  of  Orior; 
but  all  his  precious  excuses  were  simply 
so  much  **bo8h."  The  evident  object 
of  Major  Macpherson  was  to  make  such 
a  boundary  as  would  give  the  Tory 
Party  an  additional  seat.  He  would 
like  to  tell  the  right  hon.  Baronet  that 
this  was  a  more  serious  matter  for  the 
peace  of  the  North  of  Ireland  than  he 
seemed  to  think.  There  would  be  more 
heads  broken  over  these  jerrymandering 
schemes,  more  lives  would  ultimately  be 
lost  in  election  fights,  and  there  would 
be  more  danger  and  difficulty  in  pre- 
serving the  peace  of  Ireland,  than  by 
any  modem  invention  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  And  why?  Because  in 
several  counties  —  Donegal,  Tyrone, 
Armagh,  and  Derry,  the  constituencies 
in  more  than  one  instance  had  been  so 
manipulated  as  to  make  the  balance  of 
Parties  pretty  nearly  equal.  Future 
elections,  therefore,  would  be  scenes  of 
the  most  frightful  tumult ;  passions  on 
each  side  would  be  strung  up  to  the 
highest  pitch  of  intensity;  the  Orange 
Lodges  would  issue  their  mandates,  and 
the  other  side  would  be  equally  ener- 
getic, so  that  when  the  election  come 
both  Parties  would  be  strung  up  to  an 
extraordinary  pitch  of  excitement,  and 
it  was  highly  probable  that  when  the 
two  Parties  were  running  neck  and  neck 
some  most  deplorable  occurrence  would 
take  place.  It  was  much  to  be  re- 
gretted that  'the  Government  should 
have  placed  this  blister  upon  the  North 
of  Ireland.  He  did  not  complain,  in 
the  least  degree,  of  the  Tory  Party 
getting  their  due  proportion  of  seats  in 
ulster.  They  were  certain  to  have  had 
that  under  ordinary  circumstances.  They 
would  have  had  their  due  proportion  of 
seats  under  the  original  scheme  of  the 
Boundary  Commissioners ;  but  now  they 
would  have  at  least  three  or  four  seats 
they  would  otherwise  never  have  been 
entitled  to.  The  Catholic  population  of 
Armagh  amounted  to  47  per  cent ;  and 
to  give  the  Orangemen  two  seats  out  of 
three,  under  those  circumstances,  was  to 
give  a  tremendous  preponderance  to  the 
Tory  Party.  No  doubt  the  Tory  Party 
considered  themselves  extremely  clever 
in  having  brought  about  these  arrange - 
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ments ;  but  it  still  remained  to  be  seen 
"wliicli  Party  in  Ulster  would  be  allowed 
to  derive  most  benefit  from  them.  It 
was  certain  that  whenever  the  Nationa- 
lists felt  themselves  aggrieved,  they 
would  still  be  able  to  sway  the  balance 
of  power  as  regarded  Liberal  and  Tory ; 
and  they  would  take  good  care  to  use  it 
to  the  best  advantage  to  themselves,  and 
against  the  other  side,  whichever  it 
might  be.  He  had  made  this  protest 
not  with  the  hope  of  inducing  the  Go- 
vernment to  assent  to  the  Amendment 
he  proposed  to  submit.  He  knew  that 
they  had  sworn  to  the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury  that  those  divisions  should  be 
constituted  as  they  were  set  forth  in  the 
Bill ;  but  he  believed  that  it  would  be 
found  necessary,  in  a  few  years,  to  pass 
another  Bill  for  the  purpose  of  arrang- 
ing those  divisions,  and  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers, therefore,  intended  to  place  their 
protest  against  the  present  measure  on 
record,  so  that  it  should  not  be  said  that, 
as  far  as  they  were  concerned,  those  di- 
visions had  been  allowed  to  go  by  de- 
fault. As  a  matter  of  fact,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  only  extended 
the  fr&nchise  to  one  set  of  people,  be- 
cause their  electoral  arrangements  would 
be  such  that  it  would  be  quite  impos- 
sible for  the  National  and  popular  Party 
in  Ulster  to  obtain  the  number  of 
Members  they  were  justly  entitled  to. 
The  consequence  would  be  that  in 
future  they  would  only  have  a  bogus  re- 
presentation of  Ulster  opinion  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  Perhaps  he  might 
be  told  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  that  the 
Tory  Party  were  extremely  indignant  at 
some  of  the  divisions  recommended  by 
the  Commissioners ;  but  he  should  like 
to  know  what  they  had  to  be  indignant 
at  ?  He  would  like  to  know  what  they 
could  propose  which  would  make  things 
worse  than  they  were  for  the  Nationa- 
lists, or  better  for  themselves?  Could 
they  suggest  any  division  of  Armagh, 
OP  of  any  other  county,  which  would 
give  them  greater  advantage  than  they 
would  obtain  under  the  provisions  of 
the  present  Bill  ?  He  would  defy  the 
Tory  Party  to  produce  out  of  any  county 
in  Ulster  better  provisions  for  them- 
selves than  were  to  be  found  in  the  pre- 
sent Bill.  They  knew  very  well  that 
the  Whig  and  Tonr  Party  had  held  a 
conference  in  that  House.  They  had  met 
for  the  purpose  of  putting  pressure 
upon  the  Government  in  order  to  make 
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the  provisions  better  for  themselves  ; 
but  having  met  and  considered  the  mat- 
ter, they  found  that  it  was  physically 
impossible  to  suggest  any  division  of 
Ulster  which  would  give  them  a  single 
seat  beyond  what  the  present  Bill  gave 
them.  He  would  freely  make  the  Tory 
Party  a  present  of  any  division  of  the 
Province  of  Ulster  which  they  could 
make  for  their  own  purposes  in  a  better 
way  than  the  divisions  already  laid  oat 
for  them.  He  could  only  say  that  the 
experience  they  had  now  gained  of  Ma- 
jor Macpherson,  and  of  the  other  gentle- 
men upon  the  Commission  who  had  been 
appointed  to  see  fair  play  between  the 
two  Parties,  completely  proved  to  them 
that  the  Catholics  and  Nationalists  of 
Ireland,  and  especially  in  Ulster,  ooold 
place  no  reliance  whatever  on  the  homa 
fides  of  the  Government,  and  that  tiie 
Commissioners,  like  the  agents  appointed 
under  the  Land  Act,  were  simply  the 
nominees  of  the  Orange  Lodges  in  Ire- 
land? 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  01,  line  16,  to  leave  out  from  the 
word  "  and,"  to  the  word  "  Tnllymore,**  in  lin« 
23,  inclumve,  and  insert  the  words  "  The  barony 
of  O'Neiland  West  (except  parishes  of  Armagh, 
Grange,  ELildarton,  and  Mullaghbraek.'* — (Mr. 
Sealy,) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Schedule." 

Sm  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  that, 
as  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy),  in  introduciiig 
the  case  of  Armagh,  had  touched  upon 
the  religious  question  in  that  county 
between  the  Catholics  and  Protestants, 
it  would  be  as  well  that,  in  answer  to 
the  remarks  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member,  he  should  place  the  exact 
figures  upon  that  subject  before  the 
Committee.  The  total  population  of 
the  county  was  157,000,  of  whom  73,000 
were  Catholics  and  85,000  almost  ex- 
clusively Protestants.  Now,  the  North- 
em  portion  of  the  oounty  was  predomi- 
nantly Protestant,  and  the  Southern 
predominantly  Catholic.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  was  right  in  his  sap* 
position  that  that  was,  to  some  ex- 
tent, a  matter  which  had  guided  the 
arrangement  of  the  oounty  diTisions. 
It  was  only  natural  to  find  that  there 
would  be  a  majority  of  Protestants  in 
the  Northern  Division,  and  a  majority 
of  Catholics  in  the  Southern  Division ; 
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and  no  doubt  tlie  Committee  would 
expect  to  find  that  the  numbers  were 
pretty  equally  divided  in  the  Mid  Divi- 
sion. As  a  matter  of  fact,  there  were 
in  the  Mid  Division  22,000  Catholios, 
and  21,000  who  were  exclusively  Pro- 
testants. He,  therefore,  did  not  think 
that  any  conclusion  could  be  drawn 
from  the  figures  in  regard  to  Catholics 
v§r9UM  Protestants,  to  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  had  referred.  There 
was  another  point  to  which  it  was  neces- 
sary to  refer  before  he  came  to  the 
main  argument  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member.  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber had  spoken  of  Armagh  being  unduly 
favoured  in  its  number  of  Members.  It 
would  have  three  Members,  and  it  stood 
exactly  in  the  middle  of  the  list  of 
oounties  having  three  Members,  so  far 
as  its  population  was  concerned — among 
those  counties  being  Buckinghamshire, 
Berkshire,  Warwickshire,  and  the  East 
Hiding  of  Yorkshire.  Therefore,  there 
vras  not  much  in  that  point.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  complained  that 
Dublin  was  only  allowed  two  Members. 
But  there  was  no  special  grievance  in 
that  respect  in  Ireland,  because  through- 
out the  whole  country  hardships  had 
been  inflicted  in  that  way,  which  were 
quite  as  patent  as  in  Ireland.  Putting 
^lat  matter  aside,  and  adverting  to  the 
main  argument  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member,  this  Amendment  was  to  restore 
the  original  proposal  of  the  Boundary 
Commissioners.  Of  course,  it  was  rather 
tempting  to  the  Committee,  at  first  sight, 
to  be  reminded  of  the  original  proposal 
of  the  Commissioners ;  but  when  that 
proposal  first  came  out,  it  was  bitterly 
attacked  as  having  been  proposed,  to 
use  the  words  of  'fhe  Freiman^a  Journal^ 
*'  in  utter  ignorance."  To  a  great  ex- 
tent, he  admitted  that  that  was  the  fact. 
The  map  did  not  show  the  actual  con- 
figuration of  the  country,  and,  there- 
fore, did  not  convey  the  necessary  infor- 
mation. 

Mb.  HEALY  remarked  that  the  ori- 
ginal proposal — the  only  portion  attacked 
— was  the  scheme  for  the  county  of 
Donegpal. 

Sib  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  said,  that 
very  little  turned  upon  the  precise  appli- 
cation of  the  words  he  had  referred  to ; 
bat  he  would  remind  the  Committee 
that  in  the  case  of  the  original  schemes 
€d  the  Boundary  Commissioners  in  Eng- 
land there  was  hardly  an  instance  in 


which  they  had  been  rigidly  adhered  to. 
In  some  cases  they  had  created  as  much 
feeling  as  appeared  to  have  been  pro- 
duced in  Ireland.  For  instance,  the 
other  night  the  hon.  Member  for  Perth- 
shire (Sir  Donald  Currie)  made  a  some- 
what plaintive  appeal  in  regard  to  the 
division  of  Perthshire,  on  the  ground 
that  the  manner  in  which  the  county 
had  been  divided  would  jeopardize  the 
interests  of  the  Liberal  Party.  But 
that  was  not  the  real  matter  for  the 
Committee  to  consider,  although  similar 
objections  had  been  put  forward  in  con- 
nection with  Cornwall  and  other  places, 
as  well  as  Perthshire,  and  larg^  addi- 
tions had  been  made  to  the  original 
scheme  of  the  Commissioners.  The  case 
of  Staffordshire,  aleo,  was  a  very  strong 
case;  and  there  were  others  in  which 
the  original  schemes  had  been  subjected 
to  what  some  persons  considered  an  im- 
provement, whereas,  in  the  opinion  of 
others,  they  had  been  rendered  worse. 
The  question  of  Armagh  turned  entirely 
upon  the  constitution  of  the  Mid  Divi- 
sion of  the  county,  and  upon  whether 
Tanderagee  should  be  included.  If  any 
hon.  Member  would  look  at  the  map, 
he  would  see  that  the  proposed  Mid 
Armagh  Division  was  a  much  more 
natural  and  simple-looking  division  than 
the  division  originally  proposed.  It 
commended  itself  more  to  the  eye ;  and 
he  was  also  informed,  by  the  proceed- 
ings at  the  local  inquiry,  that  the  Com- 
missioners, having  the  map  before  them, 
came  to  an  impartial  conclusion.  To 
have  turned  Tanderagee  into  the  East- 
ern Division  would  have  been  a  very 
artificial  arrangement.  The  Commis- 
sioners, in  their  original  scheme,  were, 
no  doubt,  guided  by  some  Heturn  in 
reference  to  population,  to  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  had  fairly 
and  frankly  referred,  but  which  turned 
out  to  be  erroneous.  There  was  an  im- 
portant mistake  made,  the  result  o! 
which  was  to  give  a  discrepancy  in  the 
population  of  the  Northern  Division,  so 
that  it  became  necessary  to  include  part 
of  the  district  in  the  Mid  Division.  That 
had  been  done  by  transferring  certain 
parishes,  both  from  the  North  and  South, 
to  the  Mid  Division.  No  doubt,  the 
Conservative  Party,  when  before  the 
Commissioners,  applied  for  certain  things 
to  be  done  which  had  been  done ;  but 
there  were  other  things  for  which  they 
asked  which  had  not  been  conceded ; 
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and,  among  other  things,  they  urged 
that  the  district  of  O'Neiland  should  be 
put  in  the  Southern  Division.  They 
further  wanted  to  transfer  two  other 
districts  to  the  Mid  Division,  which  the 
Commissioners  also  refused.  The  Com- 
missioners were  of  opinion  that  the 
amended  scheme,  besides  being  larger 
in  population,  provided  in  a  better  way 
for  the  pursuits  of  the  population  ;  but 
the  equalization  of  the  population  was 
certainly  the  main  reason  why  it  was 

gut  forward.  Throughout  Ireland  the 
bmmissioners  had  endeavoured  to  make 
the  county  divisions  equal,  as  far  as 
possible,  in  respect  of  population.  They 
certainly  would  have  been  charged  with 
imfaimess  in  their  distribution  of  the 
population  if  they  had  not  endeavoured 
to  make  each  division  as  equal  in  popu- 
lation as  possible.  In  England  the  Com- 
missioners had  endeavoured  to  accom- 
plish the  same  object ;  and,  no  doubt, 
in  some  cases,  where  they  had  tried  to 
equalize  the  population,  there  had  been 
strong  opposition  on  the  part  of  ban. 
Members  to  the  proposals  put  forward. 
He  might  instance  the  county  of  Cam- 
bridge in  reference  to  the  Isle  of  Ely, 
and  also  Lincolnshire. 

Mil.  HEALY  said,  there  was  no 
parallel  between  those  cases  and  that 
of  Armagh. 

Sib  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  said,  the 
population  of  Lincolnshire  and  Cam- 
bridgeshire was  very  similar  in  its  pur- 
suits to  that  of  Armagh.  The  Commis- 
sioners had  endeavoured  to  pay  deference 
to  local  sentiment ;  and,  for  all  the  rea- 
sons he  had  mentioned,  he  did  not  think 
it  was  desirable  to  disturb  the  arrange- 
ment as  set  forth  in  the  Bill. 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  said, 
there  was  one  point  in  connection  with 
this  subject  on  which  he  desired  to  ex- 
press his  opinion.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy) 
took  upon  himself  to  assume  that  the 
whole  of  the  Catholic  population  of 
Armagh  would  vote  for  the  Nationalist 
Party,  and  that  a  large  proportion  of 
the  members  of  other  denominations 
would  also  vote  for  them.  Now,  he 
begged  to  repudiate  in  the  strongest 
terms  that  idea  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member.  He  believed  that  there  was 
amongst  the  Catholic  population  of  Ire- 
land a  very  large  body  of  loyal  men, 
thoroughly  devoted  to  the  Union  with 
this  country,  and  thoroughly  devoted  to 
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law  and  order.  He  wanted  the  Com- 
mittee to  understand,  speaking  with 
knowledge  on  the  subject,  that  there 
was  not  the  slightest  ground  for  sup- 
posing that  the  Boman  Catholics  would 
go  with  the  Party  represented  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell)  and  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy) — 
the  Party  which  was  seeking  for  separa- 
tion from  this  country. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  he  would  only 
observe,  with  reference  to  the  remarks 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  who 
had  just  spoken,  that  the  interests  of 
political  Parties  and  the  unity  desired 
by  some  hon.  Gentlemen  in  respect  of 
different  parts  of  the  Empire  was  not 
likely  to  be  served  by  attempts  to  cheat 
any    section  of  the  people.     Political 
unity  oould  be  best  preserved  by  show- 
ing the  people  of  all  grades  that  they 
were  f  ainy  treated  by  that  House,  and 
that  no  question  of  creed  would  be  per- 
mitted to  ezdude  them  from  their  just 
share  in  the  politics  of  the  nation.     He 
held  that  the  scheme  of  the  Bill  in  the 
present  case  did  not  do  that ;  it  excluded 
them  from  their  fair  share  of  political 
influence.    The  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman who  had  just  spoken  had  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  Catholics  in 
Ireland  would  vote  in  a  solid  mass  as 
against  the  Nationalists,  who,  he  im- 
plied, would  not  have  a  single  Catholic 
vote  behind  them.    The  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  had  had  some  experi- 
ence— ^he  made  the  remark   in  no  in- 
vidious sense^-but  he  would  suggest  to 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  Uiat  his 
political  expulsion  from  the  county  of 
Sligo  in  1880  was  due  to  the  fact  that 
he  had  not  a  solid  majority  behind  him. 
[Colonel  EIing-Harmak  :  I  had  the  Pro- 
testant vote    behind  me.]      The  Pro- 
testant vote  was  broken  up   into  two 
portions.     His   (Mr.  Sexton's)  view  of 
the  question  of  creed  in  reference  to  the 
county  of   Armagh  was    that  the  Na- 
tional Party  would  have  behind  them  a 
solid  Catholic  vote— and  not  only  that, 
but  also  that  of  an  intelligent  section  of 
the  Protestants  in  Ireland.    The  right 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke) 
had  spoken  of  the  Mid  Armagh  Divi- 
sion, and  had    described  the   division 
now  proposed  as  being  more  sjrmmetri- 
cal  than  that  which  appeared  in  the  first 
scheme  of  the  Commissioners.     He  (Mr. 
Sexton)  said  that  the  first  scheme  had 
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this  reoommendation — that  it  observed 
the  instruction  to  have  regard  to  the 
boundaries  of  XTnions  in  existing  areas. 
The  original  scheme  of  the  Commis- 
sioners for  the  County  of  Armagh  pro- 
posed to  preserve  the  integrity  of  the 
barony  boundaries — the  North  Division 
was  composed  of  three  baronies,  with 
four  parishes  taken  out ;  the  Mid 
Division  of  several  baronies,  with  five 
parishes  added ;  and  the  Southern  Divi- 
sion of  three  baronies,  with  one  parish 
taken  out.  Therefore,  the  scheme 
should  be  acceptable  from  the  point  of 
▼iew  of  those  who  wished  to  save  ex- 
pense in  the  revision  of  the  electoral 
rolls,  and  who  wished  to  give  the  public 
the  convenience  of  well-known  areas. 
But  the  final  scheme  of  the  Commis- 
sioners which  the  Gbvemment  sought 
to  press  upon  them  was  very  different 
in  character,  and  went  against  the  in- 
struction as  to  well-known  areas.  The 
list  before  him  showed  that  the  North 
Division  was  composed  of  one-half  of  a 
barony  and  part  of  another ;  in  the  case 
of  the  second  division,  not  only  were 
baronies  cut  up,  but  there  was  a  string 
of  names  in  one  barony  so  long  and 
complicated  that  it  would  be  foUy  to 
endeavour  to  convey  to  ihe  Committee 
by  any  reference  to  those  complicated 
areas  any  idea  of  the  merits  or  demerits 
of  the  sdLeme  adopted  by  the  Commis- 
sioners. The  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
referred  to  the  question  of  creed,  and 
said  that  in  the  Mid  Division  of  Armagh 
there  were  23,000  Catholics  and  28,000 
Protestants  there.  He  (Mr.  Sexton) 
should  not  mention  the  name  of  Catho- 
lic or  Protestant  in  this  debate,  because 
he  held  tiliat  future  political  action  in 
Ireland  would  not  be  governed  or  found 
to  be  materially  influenced  by  any  dif- 
ference of  creed.  The  plea  taken  up  by  the 
Tory  Party  was  that  Protestants,  as  such, 
were  entitled  to  have  separate  repre- 
sentation in  Ireland,  and  he  emphasized 
that  plea,  which  he  (Mr.  Sexton) rejected, 
as  having  no  reference  to  the  question. 
The  Commissioners  found  there  would 
be  no  use  in  jerrjrmaudering  the  North- 
em  Division  of  Armagh,  where  the 
Catholic  majority  was  20,000,  or  the 
Southern  Division,  where  the  Catholic 
majority  was  12,000.  Now,  in  the  Mid 
Division  the  Catholics  and  Protestants 
under  the  original  scheme  were  about 
equally  divided,  and  there  was  a  chance 
at  first  that  the  Nationalists  would  have 


what  the  Americans  called  ''a  fair 
show  "  in  that  division  without  running 
to  extremes.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
said  that  when  the  first  scheme  was  de- 
vised the  Commissioners  had  no  local 
knowledge.  But  he  held,  on  the  con- 
trary, that  the  first  scheme  of  the  Com- 
missioners was  more  suited  than  their 
final  scheme  to  the  natural  features  of 
the  county,  because  by  the  final  scheme 
they  had  taken  from  Mid  Armagh  a 
great  part  of  the  barony  of  Lower  Fews, 
and  by  so  doing  they  had  not  only  vio- 
lated the  instruction  which  directed 
them  to  have  regard  to  the  boundaries 
of  well-known  areas,  but  had  also  over- 
lapped the  great  natural  boundary  of 
the  division,  and  thrown  the  electors  of 
Fews  into  a  division  with  which  they 
had  no  kind  of  interest.  What  was  the 
result?  The  Commissioners,  by  disre- 
garding the  practical  considerations 
which  ought  to  have  guided  them,  had 
produced  a  district  which  contained 
25,000  Catholics  and  28,000  Protestants; 
and  they  had  done  it  by  a  treble  opera- 
tion. It  was  all  nonsense  to  tell  them 
that  the  Commissioners  had  made  that 
change  out  of  any  regard  for  their  In- 
structions. No  question  as  to  the  pur- 
suits of  the  people  arose  in  reference  to 
the  county  of  Armagh,  except  in  a  part 
of  the  Northern  Division.  There  were 
some  small  manufactories  in  Newry  and 
in  the  Northern  Division;  but  they 
were  of  so  trifling  a  character  as  to  be 
unworthy  of  observation.  The  pursuits 
of  the  people  were  for  all  practical 
purposes  agricultural,  and  the  fraction 
of  them  engaged  in  manufactures  of 
any  kind  outside  the  town  of  Newry 
was  so  small  as  not  to  be  appreci- 
able, and  such  as  certainly  diet  not 
entitle  them  to  consideration  on  an 
occasion  like  the  present.  Now,  what 
was  the  character  of  the  treble  operation 
he  had  referred  to  ?  First,  half  of  the 
barony  of  Lower  Fews  had  been  put 
away  from  the  Mid  Division.  That  was 
to  say,  the  Catholic  people  of  Lower 
Fews  were  not  allowed  to  remain  in  the 
division  of  Mid  Armagh,  where  they 
would  have  produced  that  equality  of 
population  which,  in  their  opinion,  would 
have  given  them  a  fair  chance  at  an 
election.  Therefore  they  were  cut  off 
from  the  Mid  Division,  not  because 
there  was  any  difference  in  the  pursuits 
of  the  two  portions  of  the  barony — not 
because  any  considerations  of  boundary 
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made  it  necessaxy,  and  not  because  the 
arrangement  was  dictated  by  the  natural 
features  of  the  country — for  the  pursuits 
of  the  people  were  identical — ^the  boun- 
daries had  to  be  broken  to  meet  the 
exigencies  of  the  scheme,  and  for  the 
same  reason  mountains  had  been  over- 
leaped. What  were  the  other  alterations 
to  be  made  ?  Two  districts  of  opposite 
composition  were  taken — the  one  from 
the  South,  the  other  from  the  North — 
and  thrown  into  the  Mid  Division  of 
Armagh.  Thus,  where  the  Catholics  had 
a  chance  they  were  cut  off  from  their 
natural  division  of  the  county.  And 
when  he  saw  that  one  alteration  threw 
out  a  large  body  of  the  Catholic  people, 
and  that  the  other  brought  in  two  Pro- 
testant populations — when  he  saw  that 
the  Catholics  had  been  brought  down 
to  25,000,  and  the  Protestants  left  in  a 
majority  of  28,000 — then,  he  said,  it  was 
apparent  that  Major  Macpherson,  in 
spite  of  the  plausible  plea  in  his  Beport, 
was  influenced  by  no  other  motive  than 
that  of  gratifying  the  desire  of  the 
agents  of  the  landlord  class  who  ap- 
peared before  him,  to  give  to  them  not 
only  the  North  but  also  the  Mid  Division 
of  the  county  of  Armagh.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  who  opened  this 
debate  invited  the  Committee  to  consider 
what  would  be  the  political  effect  of  this 
at  the  next  General  Election.  Well, 
the  people  of  Armagh  would  probably 
remember  then  the  two  schemes  of  the 
Commissioners,  and  that  the  first  scheme 
was  not  an  unfair  one — the  scheme 
which  the  Commissioners  drew  while 
they  were  impartial,  when  they  were  in 
Dublin  and  consulted  the  maps  of  the 
county,  and  the  barony  boundaries,  and 
the  Census  Betums,  and  before  they 
came  to  consider  the  question  of  creeds  ; 
and  the  Catholic  people  would  remember 
what  occurred  when  the  Commissioners 
went  down  to  the  coimty — that  an 
Orange  attorney,  a  G^and  Master  of  an 
Orange  Lodge,  who  would  himself  be  a 
candidate  at  the  next  election  in 
Armagh,  appeared  before  the  Commis- 
sioners and  dictated  to  them  a  scheme 
the  essential  parts  of  which  they  ac- 
cepted. The  Catholic  people  would 
remember  that  at  the  dictation  of  this 
Orange  attorney  a  great  body  of  Catholic 
electors  were  thrown  out  of  the  division 
with  which  their  rights  and  their  inte- 
rests were  connected.  The  whole  effect 
and  purpose  of  this  elaborate  farce  called 

Mr.  Sexton 


an  inquiry  was  simply  to  throw  dust  into 
the  eyes  of  the  people.  He  was  con- 
vinced that  its  result  would  be  the  pro- 
duction of  feelings  destructive  of  the 
harmony  which  ought  to  exist  amongst 
people  of  different  creeds;  that  the 
change  made  from  the  original  scheme 
of  the  Commissioners  which  Irish  Mem- 
bers desired  to  maintain  would  not  have 
the  effbot  which  the  Gk>vemment  in- 
tended, and  that  the  Nationalist  Party 
at  the  next  General  Election  would  be 
able  to  say  to  them  that  they  had  tried 
to  be  dishonest  and  failed. 

Mb.  £ENNY  said,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke),  in  his 
argument  against  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Monaghan 
(Mr.  Healy),  had  stated  that  the  Oa£olio 
voters  in  Bouth  Armagh  outnumbered 
the  Protestant  voters  as  largely  as  ti^e 
Protestant  voters  in  the  Noiih  IMvision 
of  the  county.  But  Uie  case  was  the 
very  reverse  of  what  he  had  stated,  and 
it  followed  that  a  serious  injustice  would 
be  done  to  the  people  of  the  county  of 
Armagh.  The  Amendment  of  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Monaghan  was  one  which,  in  his  judg- 
ment, ought  to  commend  itself  to  ^e 
Committee,  because  it  simplified  the 
scheme  of  the  Commissioners.  In  the 
scheme  of  the  Commissioners  which  had 
been  submitted  to  Parliament  and 
adopted  by  the  Government  a  number 
of  divisions  were  proxK)sed  with  boun- 
daries never  before  known  outside  the 
localities.  They  proposed  to  divide 
localities  and  towns;  and  under  this 
scheme  it  would  be  a  most  perplexing 
and  difficult  thing  for  persons  resident 
in  the  county  of  Armagh  to  know  in 
which  division  of  the  county  they  would 
be  registered  as  voters.  He  observed 
that  in  the  North  Division  of  Armagh  it 
was  proposed  to  divide  six  parishes  and 
about  20  towns,  a  course  which  he 
thought  would  be  most  inconvenient  and 
perplexing  in  its  effect.  He  contended 
that  the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  would  be  infinitely  supe- 
rior to  the  scheme  of  the  Commissioners 
which  the  Gt>vernment  had  adopted,  in- 
asmuch as  it  proposed  to  adhere  to  the 
old  boundaries  known  in  the  county  for 
hundreds  of  years.  Again,  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend's  scheme,  as  against  that 
of  the  Government  in  resp^  of  the 
Northern  Division,  was  much  more  ad- 
vantageous, because  the  scheme  of  the 
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Oommissioners  was  more  oomplex  in 
respect  of  North  Armagh  than  South 
Armagh.  The  Commissioners  had 
adopted  baronial  lines  only  in  two  in- 
stances, whereas  they  proposed  to  divide 
parishes  and  town-lands  in  50  cases  at 
least.  Now,  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
proposed  to  follow  the  baronial  lines  all 
through,  except  in  one  instance.  He 
felt  confident  that  if  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Postmaster  General  (Mr. 
Shaw  Lefeyre),  or  whichcTer  Member  of 
the  €K>yemment  remained  in  charge  of 
the  Bill,  would  consider  the  remarks  he 
had  made,  and  compare  the  relatiTC 
merits  of  the  two  schemes,  he  would  be 
forced  to  admit  that  the  scheme  of  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  advantages 
which  were  apparent.  He  could  not 
understand  how  it  was  that  the  Commis- 
sioners had  departed  so  very  much  from 
the  original  scheme  which  they  put 
forward,  and  which  was  almost  identical 
with  the  scheme  now  proposed.  He  did 
not  intend  to  make  any  remarks  upon 
the  relative  strength  of  population  in  the 
three  divisions  ;  but  he  would  appeal  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  charge  of 
the  Bill  from  a  geographical  stand-point, 
and  say,  that  whatever  the  result  might 
be  this  scheme  of  the  Commissioners  was 
bad  in  itself,  and  ouglit  not,  therefore, 
to  be  accepted  by  the  Committee. 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  admitted  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  had  argued  the  case  very 
quietly  and  fairly,  though  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton),  warm- 
ing to  the  subject,  had  said  that  by  the 
scheme  of  the  Commissioners  an  injus- 
tice was  done  which  would  be  remem- 
bered by  the  electors  of  Armagh  for 
generations  to  come.  He  thought,  how- 
ever, that  the  arguments  with  which  the 
hon.  Member  supported  that  view  would 
hardly  have  produced  that  amount  of 
lasting  indigpiation  in  the  minds  of  the 
inhabitants  of  Armagh.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  said  that  in  one  of  the 
divisions  of  Armagh  the  Protestants — 
he  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  was  bound  to  use 
that  division  of  the  population  as  it  had 
been  used  throughout — had  an  over- 
whelming majority,  that  in  another  di- 
vision the  Catholics  had  an  overwhelming 
majority,  and  that  the  balance  of  Parties 
was  in  the  Central  Division.  He  said, 
also,  that  two  additions  were  made  by 
the  Commissioners  in  their  revised 
scheme  to  the  Central  Division,  both  of 
tiiem  consisting  of  an  infusion  of  Pro- 


testants, and  that  there  was  one  deduc- 
tion from  the  division  which  was  noto- 
riously one  of  the  Catholic  population. 
The  hon.  Member  spoke  of  the  three 
operations  as  being  all  equally  tmaooept- 
able  from  his  point  of  view;  but  the 
hon.  Member  himself  must  allow  that  it 
was  necessary  to  make  an  addition  to 
Mid  Armagh.  The  Conmiissioners  had, 
in  their  original  scheme,  made  an  incor- 
rect calculation  to  the  extent  of  6,000 — 
the  population  of  Mid  Armagh  was 
short  by  6,000,  and  the  population  of 
North  Armagh  was  excessive  by  6,000. 
In  order  to  bring  up  the  population  of 
Mid  Armagh  to  its  proper  level  it  was 
evidently  necessary  to  take  the  excess 
population  from  North  Armagh.  The 
hon.  Member  could  not  deny  that,  and 
that  at  once  accounted  for  the  great 
effusions  of  Protestants  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  objected.  That  brought 
them  to  the  question  of  the  inclusion  of 
Kildarton  on  the  one  hand,  and  the  ex- 
clusion of  Lower  Fews  on  the  other. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Ennis  (Mr.  Kenny), 
speaking  of  the  North  and  South  Di- 
visions, had  said  that  there  was  a  con- 
siderable m^ority  of  Protestants  in  the 
one  and  of  Catholics  in  the  other ;  and, 
speaking  of  the  third  division,  he  had 
said  Protestants  and  Catholics  were  in 
about  equal  proportion.  The  statement 
of  the  hon.  Ghantleman  must  not  be  taken 
too  literally,  because  the  proportion  of 
Catholics  to  Protestants  in  the  South 
was  as  two  to  one,  whereas  in  the  North 
the  proportion  of  Protestants  to  Catholics 
was  as  12  to  5.  As  to  the  inclusion  of 
Kildarton  in  Mid  Armagh,  it  must  be 
borne  in  mind  that  the  Commissioners 
were  governed  by  two  things — they  were 
governed  to  a  certain  extent  by  the 
wishes  of  the  population,  and  to  a  very 
much  greater  extent  by  the  pursuits  of 
the  people.  On  that  point  they  spoke 
very  decidedly.  They  stated  that  the 
Northern  Division  included  considerable 
industrial  towns,  and  that  in  the  central 
part  of  the  county  there  were  consider- 
able though  smaller  industrial  popula- 
tions. In  their  description  of  Mid 
Armagh  they  stated  that  there  were 
many  flax  mills,  and  that  the  district 
they  had  included  in  the  North  was 
more  identical  with  the  pursuits  of  the 
Northern  than  the  Southern  part  of  the 
county.  The  Southern  part  of  the 
county,  they  said,  was  entirely  agricul- 
tural.   The  determination  of  the  Com- 
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misaioners  was  suggested  by  the  pursuits 
of  the  population.  Now,  as  to  the  indig- 
nation which  this  arrangement  would 
create  in  Armagh  or  elsewhere,  he  must 
say  he  thought  the  inhabitantsof  Armagh 
would  admit,  when  they  came  to  consider 
the  matter  coolly,  that  the  general  result 
of  the  arrangement  would  be  to  give 
fair  and  proportional  representation  to 
the  county,  ULOugh  a  slight  advantage 
might  be  given  to  the  Protestants. 
Turning  from  the  question  of  popula- 
tion, he  thought  that  anyone  who  looked 
at  the  map  would  acknowledge  that  no 
county  was  more  naturally  and  sensibly 
divided  than  Armagh.  North  Armagn 
consisted  of  the  genuine  Northern  part 
of  the  county;  Mid  Armagh  was  the 
middle  of  the  oounty,  and  South  Armagh 
was  not  only  the  Southern  part  of  the 
county,  but  it  was  the  Southern  part  of 
the  county  which,  from  its  physical  ap- 

Eearance,  bore  the  marks  of  being 
omogeneous.  He  had  studied  very 
carefiuly  the  statistics  of  the  relative 
populations — Catholic  and  Protestant — 
in  the  different  oounties  of  Ireland ;  and 
he  was  certainly  very  much  struck  by 
the  manner  in  which  the  probable  elec- 
toral advantages  would  be  distributed 
between  those  counties.  He  believed 
diat  result  had  been  attained  by  the 
Oommissioners  following  the  admirably 
dear  and  perfectly  impi^tial  Instructions 
which  were  laid  down  in  their  charter 
of  appointment.  He  was  satisfied  that 
any  slight  advantage  which  the  Pro- 
testants might  have  obtained  in  Armagh 
would  be  compensated  for  in  other  coun- 
ties ;  and  he  could'not  but  believe  that 
the  expressions  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Ikfember  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton) 
about  the  action  of  the  Oommissioners 
would,  on  the  whole,  be  found  to  be  as 
exaggerated  as  the  counter  charges 
brought  against  Catholics  in  other  di- 
visions. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  had  referred 
to  counter  charges.  Who  brought  them  ? 

Mb.  trevelyan  said,  he  referred 
to  other  counties  in  which  complaints 
were  made. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  that,  unfortunately 
for  the  contention  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, the  only  case  in  which  it  was 
proposed  to  change  a  division  of  Ulster 
was  that  of  Fermanagh.  The  noble 
Yisoount  the  Member  for  Fermanagh 
(Viscount  Crichton)  was  the  only  person 

Mr,  li'evelyan 


of  distinction  in  the  Conservative  Party 
who  proposed  to  make  a  change  in  a 
division.  The  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Coleraine  (Sir  Hervey  Bruce)  at- 
tempted to  get  another  Member  for 
Derry;  but  that  was  another  matter. 
The  noble  Viscount  was  the  only  person 
who  had  any  faxdt  to  find  with  any  di- 
vision in  Ulster.  But  in  Fermanagh 
there  were  56  per  cent  of  Catholics; 
therefore  the  noble  Viscount's  proposal 
was  absurd.  When  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Trevelyan)  attempted  to 
ride  off  on  the  pretence  that  some  of  the 
Tory  Party  objected  to  this  scheme,  he 
could  not  have  examined  the  Amend- 
ments which  had  been  put  upon  the 
Paper.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  the  divisions  had  been  arrived  at 
because  the  Commissioners  followed  the 
admirable,  clear,  and  impartial  Instruc- 
tions of  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  Why,  the 
complaint  of  the  Irish  Members  was 
that  the  Oommissioners  had  not  followed 
the  Lord  Lieutenant's  Instructions ;  and 
in  no  county  were  there  more  glaring  or 
more  bare-faced  instances  of  a  disregard 
of  those  Instructions  than  in  Armagh. 
One  of  the  Instructions  of  His  Excellency 
was — 

*'  Subject  to  this  important  role,  eaoh  division 
shall  b«  as  compact  as  possible  with  respect  to 
geographical  position,  and  shall  be  based  upon 
well-known  existing  areas  such  as  baronies, 
townlands,"  &c. 

In  the  original  scheme  regard  was  had 
to  well-known  existing  areas;  but  in 
the  scheme  adopted  parishes  and  town- 
lands  had  been  split  up.  Armagh  af- 
forded a  very  gross  case.  In  some  cases 
where  jerrymandering  had  been  resorted 
to  something  like  decency  had  been  ob- 
served ;  but  there  were  more  gross  cases 
of  splitting  up  baronies  and  even  parishes 
in  Armagh  than  in  any  other  county  in 
Ireland.  It  would  have  been  bad 
enough  if  the  Commissioners  had  split 
up  baronies;  but  they  had  not  been 
content  with  that,  for  they  had  split  up 

Sarishes,  a  thing  which  had  only  been 
one  in  one  other  county  —  namely, 
Tyrone.  If  that  was  such  a  fine  and 
delicate  matter,  he  would  like  to  know 
why  it  was,  if  Mid  Armagh  was  short 
originally,  it  was  now  2,000  plus — ^the 
population  of  Mid  Armagh  was  now 
2,000  more  than  that  of  South  Armagh, 
and  1,000  more  than  that  of  North 
Armagh  ?  It  was  this  2,000  which  made 
all  the   difference;  for  there  wore  in 
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the  district  exactly  2,000  more  Pro- 
testants than  Catholics.  The  arrange- 
ment was  so  beautiful  that  it  was  to 
be  admired.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Treyelyan)  had  said  the  Com- 
missioners had  had  regard  to  the  pursuits 
of  the  population.  The  Irish  Members 
did  not  believe  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man made  his  remarks,  of  course,  in  good 
faith;  but  he  had  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  arrangement  of  the  divisions. 
He  (Mr.  Healy)  could  understand  the 
GoTemment  saying — "  We  appointed  as 
Commissioners  men  of  character  and  of 
the  greatest  ability ;  we  entrusted  them 
with  plenary  powers ;  and  we  promised 
the  Marquess  of  Salisbury  we  would 
stick  to  everything  they  did."  That  was 
the  defence  one  Minister  had  made.  But 
another  Minister  had  said  that  in  the 
arrangement  of  the  boimdaries  the  Com- 
missioners had  had  regard  to  the  pur- 
soits  of  the  population,  while  a  third 
IGnister  had  said — **  Oh,  this  barony 
had  too  much,  and  this  had  too  little." 
It  was  appalling  to  think  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers haa  been  treated  in  this  manner, 
night  after  night,  under  the  pretence  of 
furness.  When  the  Government  in- 
sisted upon  adding  hypocrisy  to  their 
other  sins,  it  was  a  Httle  more  than  he 
and  his  hon.  Friends  could  stand.  Be- 
ference  had  been  made  by  an  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  above  the  Gangway 
Uiat  the  Party  led  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell)  relied  on  the  Catholics, 
but  could  not  rely  on  the  Protestants. 
Why,  he  (Mr.  Healy)  would  not  be 
in  the  House  if  he  had  not  received  many 
Protestant  votes.  The  Catholics  of  Mo- 
naghan  did  not  command  a  majority  on 
the  electoral  roll  when  he  was  elected ; 
but  he  was  elected  by  a  majority  of  865 
votes.  It  was  nonsense  to  talk  about 
religious  denominations.  It  was  like 
the  Pyrenees — ^it  no  longer  divided  the 
people,  and  the  Government  would  find 
that  out  before  long.  The  Government 
had  made  two  populations,  one  having 
a  very  narrow  majority ;  they  had  thrown 
such  a  bone  of  contention  into  Ulster  by 
this  jerrymandering  scheme  that  at  the 
next  General  Election  they  would  be  re- 
quired, in  all  probability,  to  incur  an  out- 
lay of  £100,000  for  extra  police.  All  the 
Orangemen  were  armed,  and  Party  riots 
and  tumults  would  occur.  By  this  scheme 
a  virulent  poison  was  put  into  the  bowels 
of  Ulster ;  and  at  every  (3«neral  Election 


until  the  Nationalists  got  the  upper 
hand,  as  they  would,  there  would  be 
disorders  and  tumults.  Every  one  of  the 
Ulster  counties,  one  after  another,  would 
drop  into  the  National  phalanx.  The 
fact  that  in  the  next  Parliament  there 
would  be  85  Nationalists  returned  would 
be  a  great  magnet  to  the  people  of 
Ulster.  They  would  not  care  to  be  left 
out  in  the  cold,  and  therefore  they  would 
fiock  to  the  one  fold.  He  trusted  the 
Government  would  see  the  propriety  of 
making  the  arrangements  in  County 
Armagh  provisional  until  it  was  seen 
which  Party  got  the  upper  hand.  If  it 
was  seen  that  the  Nationalists  gained 
the  ascendancy  let  them  have  the  ad- 
vantage ;  if  the  Tories  gained  that  posi- 
tion let  them  have  the  advantage.  He 
and  his  hon.  Friends  objected  to  have 
their  baronies  and  parishes — Lower  and 
Upper  Orior,  Lower  and  Upper  Fews, 
and  O'Neiland  West — split  up  contrary 
altogether  to  the  Instructions  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant.  Finally,  let  him  point  out 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Mr. 
Trevelyan),  who  had  said  that  in  the 
original  scheme  there  was  in  one  division 
an  overplus  of  6,000,  that  the  Na- 
tionalist Party  proposed  a  scheme  which 
would  have  equalized  the  population 
without  touching  the  baronies  to  the 
same  extent  as  the  Commissioners  had 
done  ;  and  it  was  a  very  remarkable 
thing  that  the  Commissioners,  in  their 
Eeport  to  Parliament,  omitted  all  refer- 
ence to  that  scheme.  It  was  scarcely 
fair  to  the  Nationalists.  The  pledge  was 
obtained  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  that  he 
would  present  a  Paper  showing  the 
reasons  why  the  Commissioners  'Lade 
alterations  in  the  original  schemes  re- 
specting the  counties  of  Armagh,  Done- 
gal, Kerry,  and  Tyrone,  and  the  City 
of  Dublin.  It  was  very  strange  that  in 
that  Paper  there  was  no  mention  of  the 
fact  that  a  scheme  which  would  have 
equalized  the  population  without  cutting 
up  the  baronies  was  laid  before  the  Com- 
missioners by  the  Nationalists. 

Me.  PLUNKET  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr. 
Healy)  seemed  rather  to  call  upon  some- 
one on  the  Conservative  Benches  to  enter 
into  this  debate.  He  (Mr.  Plunket)  did 
not  wish  to  enter  into  the  discussion  in 
a  more   heated  or  controversial  spirit 
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than  was  absolately  neoeasaiy.  Thehon. 
and  learned  Member  had  ohailenged  the 
Opposition  why  they  did  not  put  down 
Amendments  in  the  same  proportion 
that  he  and  his  hon.  Friends  nad  done. 
There  was  one  very  good  reason  to  be 
given  for  it ;  and  that  was  that  in  order  to 
give  the  Amendment  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  had  put  down,  in  this 
instance,  a  colour  of  support,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  had  been  obliged, 
with  ail  his  great  ability  and  ingenuity, 
to  have  recourse  to  the  most  extraor- 
dinary series  of  arguments  he  (Mr. 
Plunket)  ever  heard.  Amongst  other 
things  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  said  there  was  a  meeting  of  Whigs 
and  Tories,  and  they  tried  to  invent  some 
more  favourable  scheme ;  but  they  had 
to  give  up  the  task  as  impossible.  There 
might  have  been  such  a  meeting ;  but  he 
could  assure  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman that  that  was  the  first  time  he 
had  heard  of  it.  Well,  what  was  an- 
other ground  on  which  the  hon.  and 
leamea  Gentleman  objected  to  the 
Oommissioners'  scheme?  He  said  it 
was  a  violent  attempt  to  produce 
something  like  equality  in  the  various 
parts  of  Ulster,  and  that  if  they  suc- 
ceeded in  doing  that  they  would  pour 
a  most  deadly  poison  into  the  bowels  of 
the  PK>vince.  He  (Mr.  Plunket)  did 
not  understand  what  was  the  alternative 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  sug- 
gested, because  it  was  perfectly  plain 
that  if  they  were  not  to  equalize,  as  far 
as  they  could,  the  Protestant  and  Ca- 
tholic populations,  they  must  give  pre* 
ponderance  to  one  or  the  other.  If 
they  were  to  give  preponderance,  to 
which  Party  ought  it  to  be  given  ? 
He  should  say  to  that  Party  which 
was,  on  the  whole,  in  a  majority.  Ac- 
cording to  the  reasoning  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member,  it  was  the  duty  of 
the  Oommissioners  to  give  the  prepon- 
derance to  the  PK>testants,  who  were  in  a 
very  considerable  majority  in  the  county. 
He  did  not  think  that  argument,  if  the 
effect  he  had  stated  were  given  to  it, 
would  be  exceedingly  satii^actory  to 
most  of  thehon.  Member's  Friends.  The 
fact  of  the  matter  was  that  there  was  a 
very  plain  and  good  reason  given  by  the 
Oommissioners  for  what  they  had  done, 
a  reason  not  resting  on  any  question  of 
equalizing  the  Protestant  or  Oatholio 
populations.  The  OommissionerB  re- 
ported— 

Mr.  Fhmket 


**  In  thii  partioiilar  instanoa  we  havd  been 
obliged  to  depart  from  the  ordinary  proceae  of 
going  by  bonndariea  of  baroniei  and  pariahee, 
becaaie  in  thia  particular  county  aome  of  the 
baroniea  are  very  irregular  in  ahape,  and 
pariahea  in  a  gi^  many  oaaea  overlap  the 
boondariei,  ao  we  muat  fall  back  on  the  town- 
land  areaa  to  a  oonaiderable  extent,  ao  aa  to 
get  the  diyiaiona  aa  compact  aa  poaaible,  and 
containing  populationa  aa  nearly  equal  and  aa 
inpnmiitaaa 


They  went  on  to  say  that  in  each  of  the 
three  divisions  they  had  succeeded  in 
making  the  boundaries  compact.  He 
submitted  that  the  Commissioners  had 
not  founded  their  decision  on  any  such 
ground  as  that  of  giving  preponderance 
to  one  Party  or  the  other;  and  therefore 
the  Oommittee  were  bound  to  support 
the  conclusion  arrived  at. 

Ma.  SEXTON  said,  it  was  quite  un- 
necessary for  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Plunket)  to  explain 
why  his  Party  had  not  put  down  Amend- 
ments to  the  proposals  of  the  Commis- 
sioners. The  Tory  Party  had  got  all 
they  could  expect  to  get,  tiieref  ore  there 
was  no  reason  why  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  should  elaborately 
explain  why  that  Party  had  not  proposed 
to  amend  the  scheme.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  (Gentleman  had  suggested 
that  as  the  Protestants  were  in  a  con- 
siderable majority  in  Armagh  they 
ought  to  have  two  seats,  and  that  the 
Catholics  ought  to  be  content  with  the 
one  seat  whi<m  remained.  But  wherever 
the  Catholics  had  an  overwhelming 
majori^  the  same  argument  did  not 
apply  in  the  view  of  ue  Tory  Party. 
No  matter  how  small,  how  numerically 
trivial,  the  Protestant  minority  in  any 
place  might  be,  it  was  argued  that  they 
ought  to  have  a  Member.  The  argu- 
ment which  was  considered  very  good 
by  the  co-religionists  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  when  applied 
to  the  counties  of  Ulster,  was  considered 
by  them  worthless  when  it  was  applied 
to  other  counties  of  Ireland.  After  all, 
the  Protestants  had  only  a  slight  majo- 
rity in  Armagh — there  were  72,000 
Catholics  and  something  over  80,000 
Protestants.  He  thought  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  would  agree 
with  him  that  it  would  have  been  more 
absolutely  fair,  and  more  in  accordance 
with  the  principles  of  equity,  if  his  co- 
religionists— the  Catholics — had  had  an 
equal  chance  in  the  Mid  Division  of  the 
county.     It  was  not  fair  that  such  a 
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dmrion  should  have  been  artifioially 
procured  as  to  give  one  creed  a  domi- 
naoce,  especially  when  the  members  of 
the  two  weeds  in  the  division  were  ordi- 
narily equal.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster  (Mr.  Treyelyan)  had  greatly 
gimj^ified  the  case.  He  had  argued  the 
matter  with  a  frankness  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Local  Ooyemment  Board  (Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke)  might  be  inclined  to  call  ex- 
cessive. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Ohancellor  of  the  Duchy  had  said  that 
it  was  necessary  to  equalize  the  popu- 
lation, and  to  have  regard  to  the  pursuits 
of  the  people,  and  had  pleaded  those 
two  facta  in  justification  of  the  scheme 
now  before  the  Committee.  What  did 
he  say  to  the  arrangement  of  his  (Mr. 
Sexton's)  hon.  and  learned  Friend  ?  It 
was  true  that  the  middle  division  would 
have  6,000  less  of  a  population  than 
the  upper  division  in  the  scheme  of  the 
Commissioners.  Why,  then,  in  order  to 
adjust  the  balance,  had  they  started  by 
taking  a  number  out  of  the  middle  divi- 
sion ?  An  easy  way  to  adjust  the  balance 
of  population  would  have  been  to  take 
3,000  people  out  of  the  Northern  Divi- 
sion, Uiere  being  a  difference  of  6,000 
between  the  Northern  and  the  middle. 
But  that  would  not  have  answered  the 
porpose.  It  was  necessary  to  take  a 
neat  number  of  Catholics,  and  he,  there- 
lore,  said  that  in  the  alleged  pursuit  of 
equality  of  population  the  Commis- 
sioners had  been  guilty  of  a  manifest 
absurdity,  for  in  order  to  increase  the 
population  of  a  division  they  had  taken 
a  large  population  out  of  it.  He  chal- 
lenged contradiction  when  he  said  that 
fudi  manufactures  as  there  were  in 
Armagh  did  not  exist  in  the  Northern 
Division  and  in  Newry.  Except  in 
Newry,  the  North  Armagh  manufactures 
did  not  exist  in  any  part  of  the  county. 
North  Armagh  was  a  manufacturing 
division,  and  Mid  Armagh  was  agricul- 
tnraL  The  principle  of  the  identity  of 
pnrsuits  of  the  population  had  been 
flanantiy  outraged.  The  Government 
took  a  lajrge  body  of  artizans  out  of  the 
only  artizan  division  of  the  county,  and 
threw  them  in  amongst  the  farmers,  with 
whom  they  had  no  community  of  in- 
terest, and  in  like  manner  they  took 
Csffmers  from  agricultural  districts  and 
threw  them  amongst  artizans. 


Mb.  small  said,  he  was  glad  to 
have  the  opportunity  of  taking  part  in 
the  discussion,  as  he  possessed  an  inti- 
mate local  knowledge  of  the  county  of 
Armagh,  and,  moreover,  had  the  advan- 
tage of  having  been  present  at  the 
boundary  inq^uiry  held  by  Major 
Macpherson.  When  the  original  boun- 
dary scheme  for  the  coimty  was  issued, 
it  was  generally  considered  a  very  fair 
one.  It  divided  only  one  barony, 
O'Neiland  West — which  from  its  large 
size  would  have  to  be  intersected,  and 
very  slighdy  another.  The  Commis- 
sioners stated  that  the  population  of  the 
Northern  Division  would  be  55,083,  of 
the  Mid  Division  51,166,  and  of  the 
Southern  Division  51,033.  However,  at 
the  inquiry  it  was  annoimced  that  the 
Commissioners  had  made  a  serious 
error  in  stating  these  figures,  and  that 
they  ought  to  have  been  for  North 
Armagh  56,233,  for  Mid  Armagh  49,966, 
and  for  South  Armagh  51,033.  There 
would,  therefore,  have  been  a  dilPerence 
of  6,267  between  the  highest  and  lowest 
division,  and  it  became  necessary  to 
make  some  alteration  in  the  scheme.  At 
the  inquiry  he  (Mr.  Small)  had  proposed 
an  alteration  to  equalize  the  population, 
which  would  have  necessitated  the  trans- 
fer of  parts  of  two  parishes  only — ^the 
transfer  of  the  part  of  Loughgall  which 
lay  in  the  barony  of  O'Neiland  West 
and  had  a  population  of  3,302,  from 
North  Armagh  to  Mid  Armagh,  and  the 
transfer  of  the  part  of  MuUaghbrack,  in 
the  same  barony,  with  a  population  of 
1,339,  horn  Mid  Armagh  to  South 
Armagh.  These  changes  would  not 
have  divided  any  baronies  beyond  those 
intersected  in  the  original  scheme,  and 
they  would  have  left  the  populations  of 
the  three  divisions  as  follows: — ^North 
Armagh  52,931,  'Mid  Armagh  51,929, 
and  South  Armagh  52,372.  The  Con- 
servatives proposed  an  utterly  absurd 
scheme,  which  would  have  intersected  no 
less  than  six  baronies  out  of  a  total  of 
eight.  Now,  what  had  the  Boundary 
Commissioners  done  in  the  revised 
scheme,  for  the  division  of  the  county  ? 
They  had  divided  four  baronies  and 
seven  parishes.  In  dividing  two  of  those 
parishes  they  had  adhered  to  barony 
Unes  which  already  intersected  those 
parishes ;  but  in  dividing  the  remaining 
five  they  had  not  done  that,  but  had 
aotu^y  divided  the  parishes  by  town- 
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lands,  and  that  although  some  of  those 
parishes  laid  in  two  baronies.  They 
had  joined  together  parts  of  the  county 
which  had  no  connection,  either  legal, 
business,  or  social,  with  each  other,  and 
people  who  had  no  interests  in  common. 
As  regarded  the  question  of  equality  of 
population,  the  plan  which  he  (Mr. 
Small)  put  forward  at  the  inquiry  would 
have  left  a  difference  of  1,002  people 
between  the  highest  and  lowest  division, 
the  Commissioners  left  a  difference  of 
2,213.  Then,  as  to  compactness,  the 
Commissioners  had  framed  the  Mid 
Division  so  that  a  line  drawn  due  North 
and  North  through  it  at  a  certain  point 
would  be  about  15  miles  long;  but  a 
line  due  North  and  South,  a  couple 
of  miles  east  of  that  point,  would 
be  only  about  four  miles  long.  It 
might  be  considered  that  Lurgan  and 
Portadown  would  be  the  principal 
political  centres  in  the  North  Division, 
Armagh  City  in  the  Mid  Division,  and 
Newry  in  the  South  Division  ;  yet  the 
Commissioners  had  put  into  the  South 
Division  some  places  which  were  about 
three  and  a-half  miles  from  Armagh 
and  12  miles  from  Newry.  The  parish 
of  Lisnadil  seemed  to  have  been  par- 
ticularly hardly  treated.  It  laid  in  two 
baronies,  and  had  now  been  so  cut  and 
carved  that  it  was  almost  impossible  to 
know,  at  first  sight,  in  which  division 
any  townland  was.  In  one  case  the 
Commissioners  had  transferred  the  four 
townlands  of  Cashel,  Foley,  Segahan, 
and  Bally macn  abb  from  Mid  to  South 
Armagh.  They  were  very  near  to  Ar- 
magh City  in  the  Armagh  Union,  and 
Armagh  was  their  market  town.  It  was 
rather  curious  that  in  three  of  those 
there  was  not  a  single  Protestant  house- 
holder, and  in  the  fourth  very  few.  He 
presented  some  days  ago  a  Petition, 
which  he  understood  was  signed  by 
every  householder  in  the  four  town- 
lands,  protesting  against  the  change. 
The  Commissioners  at  first  put  the 
entire  barony  of  Lower  Orior  into  the 
Southern  Division.  Now,  they  had  put 
into  the  Middle  Division  that  very  con- 
siderable portion  of  the  barony  which 
was  comprised  in  the  parishes  of  Kil- 
more  and  Ballymore.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
(Mr.  Trevelyan)  had  said  that  the  Com- 
missioners stated  that  the  Tanderagee 
district,  which  consisted  of  Kilmore  and 
Ballymore,    was    connected  with    the 
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North  of  the  county.  Then,  why  did  they 
not  put  it  into  the  Northern  Division? 
Along  the  Eastern  side  of  the  county  and 
through  this  district  there  ran,  from 
North  to  South,  the  Great  Northern 
Eailway,  which  gave  the  people  facili- 
ties of  direct  access  to  Lurgan  aud  Por- 
tadown in  the  North,  and  to  Newry  in 
the  South.  Anyone  from  the  district 
desiring  to  go  to  the  City  of  Armagh 
had  to  make  a  considerable  detour  by 
rail,  or  else  to  drive  by  road  across  the 
entire  county.  The  Commissioners  had 
taken  this  district  from  the  South,  with 
which  it  had  some  connection  and  direct 
intercourse.  They  had  not  added  it  to 
the  North,  with  which  it  had  also  some 
connection  and  direct  intercourse;  but 
they  had  added  it  to  the  Middle  Divi- 
sion, with  which  it  had  not  any  connec- 
tion or  intercourse  whatever.  He  (Mr. 
Small)  had  presented  Petitions  from  al- 
most every  parish  in  the  county  which 
was  affected  by  the  alterations  in  the 
boundaries,  complaining  of  them.  He 
was  not  aware  that  any  Petitions  had 
been  presented  on  the  opposite  side.  In 
fact,  arguments  to  insert  in  any  such 
Petitions  could  not  have  been  found. 
He  did  not  see  any  XJlster  Members 
present  who  would  oppose  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy); 
and  he  hoped  the  right  hon.  Baronet  in 
charge  of  the  Bill  would  accept  it. 

Mb.  BIQGAR  said,  the  discussion 
had  spread  over  a  very  considerable 
amount  of  space  in  point  of  time,  and 
also  a  very  considerable  amount  of 
space  in  the  way  of  arg^ument.  As  to 
the  influences  which  were  supposed  to 
have  been  brought  to  bear  upon  the 
Boundary  Commissioners,  and  also  as  to 
what  ought  to  be  the  decision  of  the 
Committee,  he  thought  himself  that  it 
was  rather  unfortunate — indeed,  that  it 
was  very  unfortunate — that  the  Com- 
mittee should  be  called  upon  to  decide 
a  question  of  this  sort  on  the  ground 
of  the  religious  Parties  who  were  affected 
by  the  boundaries  of  the  particular  di- 
visions. But,  at  the  same  time,  he 
thought  it  was  legitimate,  for  the  op- 
ponents of  the  scheme  as  it  now  stood, 
to  endeavour  to  find  out  some  reason 
why  the  Boundary  Commissioners  had 
changed  the  plans  so  very  much  from 
those  originally  supplied  to  them  as  the 
provisional  proposition  upon  which  to 
base  their  inquiry.  Hewishedtosaythis— 
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that  lie  bad  Iiad  an  opportunity  of  see- 
ing the  boundaries,  not  of  very  many 
ooontiesin  Ireland,  but  of  some  of  them, 
and  that  he  thought  the  original  plans 
were  superior  in  point  of  impartiality 
and  sound  judgment  to  the  boundaries 
which  were  uitimatelj  decided  upon. 
He  said  that  because  he  thought  the 
reason  was  that  the  parties  who  drew 
up  the  plans  originally  were  the  Ord- 
nance Survey  officers,  who  had  practical 
and  great  personal  knowledge  of  the  maps 
of  those  places — and  not  only  of  the  maps, 
but  also  of  the  natural  configuration  of 
the  land.  They  knew  what  the  real  boun- 
daries ought  to  be  very  much  better 
than  anyone  coidd  who  simply  took 
their  Tiews  from  the  plan  of  the  Surveys, 
Buch  as  hon.  Members  were  obliged  to 
do,  by  means  of  the  information  sup- 
plied them  for  their  guidance.  He  be- 
Heved  the  great  complaint  in  connection 
with  the  decision  the  Boundary  Com- 
missioners had  come  to  in  connection 
with  this  county  of  Armagh  was  that 
they  entirely  ignored  the  written  In- 
structions given  to  them  by  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland.  The  Instructions 
of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  were  that  so  far 
as  possible  the  Boundary  Commissioners 
should  conform  to  the  local  boundaries, 
baronial  parishes,  and  town  lands.  They 
had  not  the  power  to  divide  the  town 
lands,  but  they  had  the  power  to  divide 
other  districts.  He  must  say  that  the 
light  hon.  Baronet  the  President  of  the 
Local  Qovemment  Board  (Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke)  had  seemed  to  him  to  very 
much  undervalue  the  importance  of  a 
barony  in  Ireland  as  a  local  description 
of  a  particular  district,  and  for  this 
reason.  They  knew  that  in  Ireland  a 
barony  was  a  local  area,  which  was  es- 
pecially used  for  taxation  purposes  by 
the  Grand  Juries — ^for  laying  on  the 
taxation  in  respect  to  new  roads,  new 
bridges,  and  so  forth.  Nothing  was 
more  common  than  to  lay  a  particular 
rate  upon  a  particular  barony,  and  in 
other  places  to  levy  it  on  the  county  at 
large.  So  that,  in  point  of  fact,  the 
baronies  were  important  areas  in  con- 
nection with  the  taxation  of  Ireland  and 
in  connection  with  the  local  county  go- 
Temment  of  Ireland  as  it  at  present 
szisted.  More  than  that,  they  had 
bodies  of  local  taxpayers  in  Ireland 
who  met  together  in  the  baronies  to  de- 
cide upon  certain  local  repairs  to  be 
effected,  and  which  were  afterwards  au- 
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thorized  by  the  Grand  Juries.  Those 
baronies  were  much  more  important 
areas  than  the  right  hon.  Baronet  and 
the  Government  seemed  to  think  them, 
or  that  Major  Macpherson  had  seemed 
to  think  them.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
Major  Macpherson  seemed  to  know  very 
little  about  the  wishes  of  the  Irish  people 
in  the  counties.  The  Instructions  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  had  been  so  fla- 
grantly set  at  defiance  in  this  instance 
that  they  had  good  reason  to  ask  why 
the  Boundary  Commissioners  had  so 
acted.  The  only  explanation  they  could 
arrive  at  was  that  Major  Macpherson 
had  adopted  the  course  he  pursued  in 
order  to  favour  one  particular  party  at 
the  expense  of  another.  If  the  boun- 
daries had  been  impartially  drawn  up, 
nobody  would  have  known  anjrthing 
about  the  question  of  religion — certainly 
the  Boundary  Commissioners  would  have 
known  nothing  about  it,  and  would  not 
have  taken  it  into  account.  As  had  been 
shown  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Wex- 
ford (Mr.  Small),  in  some  places  dis- 
tricts had  been  put  in,  and  in  other 
places  taken  out — place  after  place  had 
been  treated  in  that  way  in  the  county 
of  Armagh — so  as  to  reverse  the  effect 
of  the  original  scheme.  In  districts 
where,  if  the  original  scheme  had  been 
adopted,  there  would  have  been  a  sub- 
stantial majority  of  Catholics,  alterations 
had  been  made,  the  result  of  which 
would  be  to  g^ve  a  substantial  majority 
of  non-Catholics.  If  it  had  not  been 
that  the  Commissioners  had  investigated 
the  religious  opinions  of  the  inhabitants, 
instead  of  acting  altogether  impartially, 
the  result  would  have  been  much  more 
favourable  to  the  Nationalist  Party.  He 
did  not  himself  value  to  a  very  enor- 
mous extent  the  difference  between 
non-Catholics  and  Catholics,  because 
they  knew  very  well,  as  had  been  proved 
in  the  county  of  Monaghan  by  tne  fact 
that  a  large  number  of  non*  Catholics 
must  have  voted  for  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  who  at  present  sat  for  that 
county  (Mr.  Healy),  that  the  Nationalist 
Party  would  get  the  votes  of  non-Catho- 
lics almost  as  readily  as  they  got  those 
of  Catholics.  What  they  had  seen 
taking  place  at  the  Monaghan  Election, 
no  doubt  would  occur  in  other  places. 
With  regard  to  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  who  represented  County 
Dublin  (Colonel  King-Harman),  he  now 
posed    as    anti-Gat£olic,    anti  -  Home 
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Baler,  and  anti-Nationalist ;  but  he  (Mr. 
Biggar)  could  remember  the  time  when 
the  hon.   and  gallant  Gentleman  was 
elected  as  a  Home  Euler.    He  remem- 
bered that  at  the  first  great  political 
meeting  he  (Mr.  Biggar)  had  ever  at- 
tended, the  hon.  and  gaUant  Member 
was  one  of  the  leadiug  speakers  of  the 
Nationalist  Party.     As  to  Irish  land, 
he  (Mr.  Biggar)  certainly  held  a  very 
strong  opinion  that  it  would  be  ex- 
tremely difficult  to  bring  up   a    non- 
Gatholic  tenant  farmer  to  vote  against 
an  Irish  Nationalist,  seeing  the  advan- 
tage he  had  to  get  from  his  support  of 
the  Nationalist  Party  compared  with 
what  was  likely  to  result  from  his  sup- 
port of  one  or  the  other  of  the  English 
Parties.    But,  be  those  things  as  they 
might,  the  fact  still  remained  that  the 
question  of  religion  had  been  taken  into 
account  in  the  county  of  Armagh,  and 
alterations  had  been  made  in  the  original 
scheme  which  should  not    have   been 
made.    The  hon.  Member  for  Wexford 
was  the  Ooroner  for  one  of  the  districts 
of  the  county,  and  he  knew  a  great  deal 
that  the  Committee  was  not  acquainted 
with  in  regard  to  those  particular  trans- 
actions.    He  (Mr.  Biggar)  thought  the 
Committee  should  be  guided   by  such 
Gentlemen,  for  they  had  good  oppor- 
tunities of  forming  accurate  opinions, 
and  were  well  possessed  of  every  local 
knowledge.  He  thought  that  they  should 
agree  to  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member   for  Monaghan,    and 
show  that  the  Committee  was  guided  by 
strict  rules  of  impartiality,  and  not  by 
the  principles  which  had  evidently  actu- 
ated Major  Maopherson,  and  which  had 
influenced  him  in  his  decisions  when 
dealing  with  the  county  of  Armagh. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  70; 
Noes  22  :  Majority  48.— (Div.  List, 
No.  110.) 

Mb.  BIOGAB  said,  that  in  line  14  he 
wished  to  move  to  omit  the  word  '*  The." 

Mr.  WABTON  said,  that  if  he  might 
be  allowed,  before  that  Question  was 
put,  he  should  like  to  protest  against 
what  took  place  that  momiog.  Some 
hon.  Members  would,  no  doubt,  remem- 
ber the  circumstances,  which  were  these. 
After  a  great  many  hon.  Gentlemen  had 
left  the  House,  particularly  among  the 
Tories  and  Liberals,  that  part  of  the 
Schedule  affecting  Antrim,  and  particu- 1 

Mr.  Biggar 


larly  those  divisions  in  which  the  Con- 
servative Members  were  most  interested, 
had  been  considered.  Liberal  and  Con* 
servative  Members,  to  whose  absence  he 
was  referring,  had  gone  away  under  the 
impression  that  the  Committee  would 
not  proceed  beyond  the  Scotch  part  of 
the  Schedule,  and  that  County  Antrim, 
therefore,  would  not  be  considered.  He 
wished  to  elicit  now  some  sort  of  pro- 
mise, pledge,  or  assurance  from  the  Go- 
vernment that  they  would  consult  the 
wishes  of  those  Members  before  Beport 
as  to  the  naming  of  the  divisions.  He 
did  not  know  what  names  would  be 
preferred  by  those  hon.  Members  who, 
as  he  said,  were  most  interested  in  the 
county  of  Antrim;  at  any  rate,  he  did 
not  wish  that  their  silence  should  give 
consent  to  what  had  taken  place  that 
morning  in  their  absence.  He  under- 
stood that  some  of  those  hon.  Members 
were  horrified  that  morning  when  they 
were  informed  as  to  what  had  taken 
place  at  the  late  Sitting  some  hours 
previously.  The  hon.  Members  for  Car- 
rickfergus  (Mr.  Greer)  and  Lisbum  (Sir 
Bichard  Wallace)  had  been  especially 
disgusted  when  they  understood  that  the 
case  of  their  county  had  been  brought 
on,  when  they  had  been  told  that  the 
Committee  would  not  proceed  beyond 
the  Scotch  part  of  the  Schedule 

Mb.  CALLAN  said,  thatif  any  answer 
to  the  censure  now  uttered  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  upon  the  GK>vem- 
ment  for  proceeding  with  the  Irish  part 
of  the  Bill  last  night  were  neoeesary,  it 
would  be  found  in  the  condition  of  tiie 
Committee  at  that  moment.  Notwith- 
standing that  full  Notice  had  been  given 
of  the  part  of  the  Schedule  which  was 
to  be  considered,  there  was  not  a  single 
Irish  Tory  or  Whig  Member  present  to 
obj  ect  to  the  alterations.  Though  Notice 
had  been  g^ven  for  a  fortnight,  there 
was  not  a  single  Irish  Tory  or  Whig 
Member  present,  showing  that  those 
hon.  G^ndemen  had  given  it  up  as  a 
bad  game. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  that  perhaps  he 
might  say,  to  ease  the  mind  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member,  that  he  (Mr. 
Healy)  had  taken  the  trouble  to  consult 
two  hon.  Members— namely,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  and  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Tipperary  (Mr. 
J.  O'Connor),  who  was  also  a  Cork  man, 
and  a  third,  he  himself  (Mr.  Healy) — 
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being  a  Cork  man — had  carefully  con- 
sidered the  question.  The  result  of  their 
meeting  and  consultation  had  been  the 
Amendments  that  were  put  on  the 
Paper.  He  thought  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  might  feel  perfectly  sure  that 
all  scruples  in  the  case  had  been  met. 

Mb.  WAETON  said,  he  did  not 
complain  of  that;  but  what  lie  com- 
plained of  was  that  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Commissioners  in  regard 
to  Conservative  districts  had  been  ex- 
tinguished in  the  absence  of  Conservative 
Members. 

8iK  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
had  answered  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman on  that  point  yesterday. 

Mb.  WARTON  said,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet's  answer  had  simply  been  that 
he  had  declared  that  he  had  privately 
intimated  that  it  was  his  intention  to 
proceed  with  the  Schedule  so  far  as  it 
affected  the  county  of  Antrim.  But  the 
right  hon.  Baronet's  public  announce- 
ment had  been  that  he  should  proceed 
with  the  Schedule  until  that  part  affect- 
ing Scotland  had  been  disposed  of.  The 
private  announcement  was  given  after 
the  public  announcement. 

8m  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  that 
he  had  said  what  had  taken  place  be- 
tween himself  and  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Plunket). 

Mb.  WARTON  again  rose. 

Thb  chairman  :  I  must  point  out 
to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  that 
he  is  entirely  out  of  Order  in  the  course 
he  is  adapting.  He  has  addressed  the 
Committee  three  times,  although  there 
is  really  no  Question  before  it. 
'  Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  wished  to 
move,  on  page  94,  line  4,  to  leave  out 
"Youghal,"  and  insert  **  South-East 
Cork."  He  admitted  that  there  was 
extreme  difficulty  in  dealing  with  the 
divisions  of  Cork.  The  county  con- 
sisted of  seven  divisions,  and  any  hon. 
Member  who  had  taken  the  trouble  to 
examine  the  map  would  see  that  it  was 
only  after  most  mature  consideration 
that  the  subject  could  be  satisfactorily 
dealt  with.  A  meeting  of  the  Irish 
Party  had  been  held  upon  the  subject, 
and  they  had  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
it  was  impossible  to  deal  with  the  matter 
in  any  other  way  than  that  proposed  in 
the  Amendment. 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
should  have  suggested  a  transposition. 


The  most  Eastern  part  of  Cork  was  in 
Youghal ;  therefore  he  shouldbe  inclined 
to  call  Youghal  ^^East,"  and  Bandon 
*  *  South-East  Cork. "  He  would  suggest 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
should  put  down  his  Amendment  for 
Report. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  it  was  quite  imma- 
terial to  the  Irish  Members  how  that 
was  done ;  but  if  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
would  consider  the  advisability  of  doing 
as  was  proposed,  they  would  be  satis- 
fied. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  would, 
no  doubt,  see  the  reasonableness  of  the 
proposition. 

The  CHAIRMAN  said,  that  if  the 
matter  were  discussed,  it  must  be  on  a 
formal  Motion.  As  yet  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  had  not  moved  any- 
thing. 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  We  will 
discuss  the  matter  privately. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  in  moving  the 
Amendment  standing  in  his  name,  he 
wished  to  take  the  same  course  as  he 
had  taken  in  the  case  of  the  county  of 
Armagh.  He  should  confine  himself  to 
moving  the  omission  of  lines  5  to  10,  in- 
clusive, which  embraced  the  names  of 
the  baronies  and  parishes  which  the  Go- 
vernment proposed  to  include  in  the 
Northern  Division  of  the  county  of 
Donegal,  and  it  was  upon  that  part  of 
the  Schedule  that  he  would  take  the  dis- 
cussion. He  regretted  that  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  .Dublin  (Mr. 
Plunket)  was  not  in  his  place ;  but  he 
would  be  extremely  well  represented 
during  the  discussion  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Middlesex  (Lord  George 
Hamilton),  who,  of  course,  took  a  deep 
interest  in  everything  concerning  the 
county  of  Donegal.  He  had  to  consider 
the  way  in  which  the  Commissioners  had 
dealt  with  constituencies  in  which  Catho- 
lics were  in  the  majority  as  compared 
with  places  in  which  they  were  in  the 
minority.  For  his  own  part  he  was  in 
favour  of  the  fullest  and  fairest  repre- 
sentation of  all  parties  and  all  religions 
in  the  county ;  he  thought  the  more 
fully  they  were  represented  the  better 
it  would  be  for  the  general  interest. 
But  a  moment  or  two  ago,  on  his 
Amendment  in  connection  with  Armagh, 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Dub- 
lin (Mr.  Plunket)  said  that  as  the  Pro- 
testants were  in  a  large  majority  in 
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Armagh,  surely  it  was  only  fair  tliat  they 
should  have  two  seats  out  of  the  three 
that  were  given  to  the  county,  and  that 
argument  would  have  been  admirable  if 
a  similar  course  were  pursued  in  coun- 
ties in  which  Catholics  were  in  the  ma- 
jority. But  let  the  Committee  observe 
the  way  in  which  the  Government  dealt 
with  the  Irish  counties.  In  every  county 
in  which  Catholics  were  in  the  minority 
no  representation  bad  been  given  to 
them  whatever  except  in  the  two  in- 
stances where  it  could  not  be  avoided — 
that  was  to  say,  in  the  county  of  Down, 
which  had  four  Members,  and  in  the 
county  of  Armagh,  which  had  three.  In 
the  county  of  Antrim,  where  there  were 
55,000  Catholics,  who  were  clearly  en- 
titled to  a  seat,  there  would  be  no  Catho- 
lic representation  at  all;  in  Belfast, 
where  the  Catholics  were  in  similar  pro- 
portion, there  would  be  no  Catholic  re- 
presentation; and  in  Derry — the  most 
shameful  case  of  all — there  would  be 
neither  Catholic  nor  Nationalist  repre- 
sentation. In  Donegal  and  Tyrone  the 
most  shameful  jerrymandering  had  been 
resorted  to  for  the  representation  of  the 
minority.  They  had  heard  a  good  deal 
from  the  noble  Lord  the  other  night, 
upon  the  debate  about  Liverpool,  of 
the  proposal  to  give  special  represen- 
tation to  Catholics — he  ''greatly  depre- 
cated the  severing  of  the  interest  of 
Catholics  from  that  of  Protestants.",  He 
(Mr.  Healy)  would  remind  the  noble 
Lord  of  that  now  that  they  had  come  to 
discuss  the  case  of  Donegal.  And  what 
had  the  Commissioners  done  there  ? 
They  had  departed  from  all  rules— 
geogpraphical  and  common  sense — as 
well  as  the  Instructions  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  for  the  purpose  of 
securing  Protestant  representation  in  one 
of  the  divisions  of  the  county.  He  should 
not  complain  of  that  at  all ;  he  should 
rejoice  to  have  his  Protestant  fellow- 
countrymen  receive  the  fullest  amount 
of  representation  in  that  House,  pro- 
vided the  same  rule  were  applied  to 
Catholics.  But  there  was  no  repre- 
sentation for  them  in  Antrim,  Belfast, 
and  Derry,  and  only  one  out  of  three 
in  Armagh.  In  Tyrone  the  Qovemment 
had  g^ven  two  Bepresentatives  to  the 
minority,  although  the  Catholics  were 
75  per  cent  of  the  population,  and, 
accepting  the  correction  of  the  noble 
Lord,  they  were  endeavouring  to  give 
the  minority  representation  in  the  county  I 


of  Donegal,  where  the  Catholics  were  76 
per  cent  of  the  population.  But  why 
was  that  rule  entirely  departed  from  by 
the  Government  when  they  came  to  deal 
with  Catholic  minorities  ?  Why  was  the 
Protestant  minority  in  Donegal  to  be  re- 
presented at  the  expense  of  everything  in. 
the  shape  of  log^c  and  common  sense, 
and  in  spite  of  the  Instructions  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  ?  The  In- 
structions of  Earl  Spencer  had  been 
trampled  under  foot  by  the  Commis* 
sioners  wherever  it  was  necessary  to  do 
it  in  order  to  give  the  Whigs  or  Tories 
a  Member.  The  barony  of  Kilmacrenany 
as  was  well  known,  fulfilled  all  the  con- 
ditions entitling  it  to  a  Member,  and  in 
the  first  scheme  of  the  Commissioners  it 
was  to  have  a  Member  allotted  to  it.  He 
maintained  that  this  barony  was,  on  the 
showing  of  the  Commissioners  them- 
selves, entitled  to  a  Member.  Why,  then, 
was  that  barony  not  allowed  to  stand  as 
the  Commissioners  placed  it  ?  Because, 
if  Kilmacrenan  were  not  split  up,  it 
would  be  impossible  to  have  the  two 
Baphoes  together,  and  the  Gt>vemment 
considered  it  far  more  important  to  meet 
Tory  prejudice  in  Donegal,  than  to 
f  oUow  the  Instructions  of  the  Lord  lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland.  The  barony  of  Kil- 
macrenan, as  he  had  shown,  was,  by  the 
first  scheme  of  the  Commissioners,  to  get 
a  Member,  as  it  was  entitled  to  do ;  but 
the  Commissioners  went  down  to  Done- 
gal and  met  the  noble  Lord,  or  his  re- 
presentatives if  he  was  not  there  in 
person,  and  the  noble  Lord's  brother, 
who  hoped  to  be  Member  for  the  consti- 
tuency, and  the  representatives  of  the 
rest  of  the  family ;  those  gentlemen  got 
at  the  Commissioners,  they  made  their 
representations,  and  the  barony  of  Kil- 
macrenan was  now  split  up,  and  the  two 
Eaphoes,  hitherto  separated,  were  now 
united — the  Government  had  crossed 
Lough  Swilly  in  order  to  divide  the 
Inishowens ;  they  split  up  Kilmacrenan 
and  united  the  two  Baphoes,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  giving  the  Tories  a  Member. 
Under  what  pretences  had  that  been 
done  ?  The  right  hon.  Baronet  would, 
no  doubt,  say  that  there  was  an  extreme 
similarity  of  pursuits  on  both  sides  of 
the  lough,  and  Irish-speaking  people 
also  on  both  sides.  He  had  taken  the 
trouble  to  ascertain  exactly  how  the 
matter  stood.  The  Gbvernment  had 
taken  three  parishes  out  of  Kilmacrenan 
and  put  them  with  Inishowen,  under  the 
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pretence  tbat  the  people  of  those  places 
were  all  fishermen.     But  the  fact  was 
that  had  thej  heen  left  where  thej  were 
they  would  have  been  united  to  an  Irish- 
speaking  and  a  fishing  population,  be- 
cause more  fishing  was  done  there  and 
more  Irish  spoken.     So  the  Government 
had  violated  their  own  Instructions,  and 
had  taken  out  of  Kilmacrenan  the  three 
parishee  of  Clandavaddog,  Killygaran, 
and  Tulljfem,  and  classed  them  with 
Inishowen,    because   the    people    were 
supposed  to  be  fishermen.    But  he  had 
ascertained  that  there  were  no  fishermen 
and  no  fish  to  be  caught  in  them  but 
salmon,  and  his  informant  said    that 
Killygaran  was   agricultural  with  the 
exception  of  two  or  three  spots,  and  that 
Glandavaddog  was    more    agricultural 
still.    There  were  631  families  in  Glan- 
davaddog, not  one  of  which  fished ;  in 
Killygaran  there  were  474  families,  of 
which  63  fished  ;  and  in  TuUyfem  there 
were  1,126  families,  of  whom  112  lived 
by  fishing.    Therefore,  it  was  absurd  to 
eo  to  the  pursuit  of  fishing  as  a  reason 
for  splitting  up  those  parishes.    If  the 
Government  had  taken  firm  ground  and 
said — *'  We  are  ready  to  g^ve  the  Tories 
a  seat  in  Donegal  on  general  principles," 
he  could  have  understood  the  position 
they  took  up  in  regard  to  that  county. 
But  the  right  hon.  Baronet  said — '*  All 
the  people  live  by  fisbiog,  and  are  Irish- 
spei^ing,   and  therefore  we  cross  over 
a  distance  of  three  miles  to  unite  them 
with  people  of  the  same  language  and 
pursuits."     But    he    had    shown    that 
that  was    not   the  case,  and  therefore 
he  said  that  to  unite  them  with  the 
people  on    the    other    side    of  Lough 
owilly  would  be  about    equivalent  to 
uniting  the  people  of  Kingstown  with 
those  of  Holyhead — there  would  be  just 
as  much  similarity  of  pursuits  and  in- 
terest in  the  two  cases.     He  repeated 
that  he  could  understand  the  Govern- 
ment saying  that  they  would  g^ve  the 
Tories  a  seat  in  the  county;    but  this 
peddling  fallacy  about  an  Irish-speaking 
ind  fishing  population  would  not  bear  a 
moment's  investigation.  Then,  as  to  cross- 
ing the  lough.    When  Irish  Members 
proposed  that  the  lake  in  County  Down 
should  be  crossed  where  it  was  only  half- 
a-mile  wide,  and  there  was  a  half-penny 
ferry,  they  were  snubbed  and  laughed  at 
for  the  notion  of  people  crossing  that  half- 
Bule  of  water ;  but  when  it  was  a  ques- 
tion of  crossing  Lough  Swilly  with  its 


four  miles  of  sea  and  a  ferry  that  was, 
so  to  speak,  only  crossed  once  in  1,000 
years,  so  far  as  the  pursuits  of  the  people 
were  concerned,  why  then  in  the  eyes  of 
the  Government  the  Swilly  was  a  baga- 
telle, a  cypher,  a  mere  drop  of  water. 
He  did  not  know  why  if  the  Govern- 
ment wanted  to  swindle  the  Irish  people 
they  should  not  do  so  openly,  and  not 
add  hyx>ocrisy  to  their  acts.  They  gave 
a  seat  to  the  Tories,  who  were  not 
entitled  to  it;  while  the  Nationalists 
of  Antrim,  Belfast,  Derry,  Central  Ar- 
magh, and  Tyrone  were  not  getting  the 
full  share  of  representation  to  which  they 
were  entitled.  As  he  had  said  before,  the 
combinations  of  [the  Government  should 
have  the  word  "partiality"  stamped 
upon  them,  and  so  long  as  the  name  of 
Donegal  remained  so  long  would  its 
divisions  be  remembered  with  contempt 
for  the  Government  who  sanctioned 
them. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  95, 
leave  out  lines  6  to  10,  inclusive. — {Mr* 
Healy,) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Schedule." 

Lord  GEOEGE  HAMILTON  said, 
that  his  family  took  a  great  interest  in 
the  divisions  of  this  county,  and  he  and 
other  members  of  it  were  present  and 
heard  what  took  place  when  the  Com- 
missioners came  to  inquire  into  the  wants 
of  the  locality  in  question.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Monaghan 
(Mr.  Healy)  had  stated  what  at  first 
sight  seemed  to  be  a  great  objection 
to  the  scheme  with  reference  to  Donegal 
— namely,  that  certain  parishes  had 
been  cut  up ;  and  he  had  particularly 
referred  to  the  case  of  one  barony  whicn 
seemed  to  have  a  population  which,  in 
respect  of  numbers,  entitled  it  to  one 
Member.  He  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
felt  sure  that  if  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  had  been  sent  down  to  Donegal 
as  one  of  the  Commissioners,  he  would 
have  arrived  at  the  very  same  decision 
as  that  arrived  at  by  the  Commissioners. 
He  agreed  that  there  were  altera- 
tions in  the  schemes  of  the  Commis- 
sioners. In  this  case  he  believed  they 
took  the  Ordnance  map  and  marked  out 
the  districts  where  they  were  contiguous 
one  to  the  other ;  but  when  they  got  to 
the  mountainous  parishes  they  found 
there  wore  insuperable  difficulties  in  the 
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way,  and  that  some  places  apparently 
contiguous  had  little  or  no  means  of 
communication.  In  the  case  of  Baphoe 
they  proposed  to  cut  the  bai'ony  in 
two  and  join  the  two  districts  with 
Inishowen.  Under  the  other  arrange- 
ment the  connection  would  have  been 
by  raQway,  and  persons  passing  from 
one  part  to  another  would  have  had 
to  pass  through  two  or  three  coun- 
ties ;  that  was  to  say,  they  would  have 
to  go  by  the  railway  which  started  from 
Donegal  to  Tyrone  and  Fermanagh. 
Now,  there  was  an  unanimous  objection 
to  that  in  the  locality,  and  it  was  pro- 
posed to  associate  the  barony  as  ap- 
peared in  the  Schedule.  Now,  the  ob- 
jection raised  to  that  was  that  there  was 
an  arm  of  the  sea  between  the  parishes. 
Mr.  Dogherty  argued  the  case  of  the 
NationaUst  Party  with  great  ability ;  but 
he  not  only  asserted,  but  brought  wit- 
nesses to  prove,  that  the  sea  was  the 
only  means  of  communication  in  that 
part  of  Donegal,  and  that  the  arm  of  the 
sea  did  not  constitute  any  objection  to 
the  connection  proposed.  Later  on,  when 
it  was  proposed  to  connect  certain  dis- 
tricts in  the  Northern  Division  with 
those  on  the  East  side  of  Lough  Swilly, 
the  Nationalist  Party  changed  their 
front,  and  said  that  the  lough  con- 
stituted an  insuperable  obstacle.  Of 
course,  no  one  could  take  that  as  a  rea- 
sonable objection.  Now  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  had  not  moved  the  sub- 
stitution of  the  original  scheme  of  the 
Commissioners  for  that  which  was  em- 
bodied in  the  Bill,  but  he  proposed 
to  substitute  the  scheme  put  forward 
by  the  Nationalists  for  the  revised 
scheme  of  the  Commissioners.  The 
county  of  Donegal  was  a  very  remark- 
able county;  there  being  an  inner  and 
an  outer  Donegal,  as  everyone  would 
know  who  had  passed  any  time  there. 
The  outer  Donegal  was  inhabited  chiefly 
by  Boman  Catholics,  many  of  whom 
spoke  nothing  but  Irish ;  it  was  a  poor 
district;  the  farms  were  very  small, 
the  people  very  poor,  and  a  considerable 
proportion  of  them  were  occupied  in 
fishing  pursuits.  But  the  inner  Done- 
gal was  quite  distinct  and  separate  in 
its  character  from  the  outer  Donegal; 
there  were  better  farms  there  than  in 
any  other  part  of  the  country,  the  people 
were  Protestants,  and  were  quite  distinct 
from  the  neighbouring  population  of  the 
county.    Therefore,  if  ever  there  was  a 
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case  in  which  the  single-Member  prin- 
ciple ought  to  be  applied  it  was  in  re- 
spect of  this  portion  of  Donegal.  He 
thought  the  Commissioners  in  every 
single  instance  had  tried  to  assimilate 
as  far  as  they  could  the  popula- 
tion of  each  county,  but  there  had 
been  immense  difficulties  in  the  way 
of  doing  so.  Now,  the  Commissioners 
in  their  desire  to  equalize  had,  as  far  as 
they  could,  preserved  existing  bound- 
aries. But  they  had  in  the  case  of  the 
two  Baphoes  added  two  towns  which 
most  resembled  them  in  respect  of  pur- 
suits and  numbers  of  population.  The 
Commissioners  had  undoubtedly  split 
up  a  barony ;  but  on  the  Nationalists' 
own  showing  it  was  immaterial  how 
those  baronies  were  cut  up,  because  the 
interests  and  political  opinions  of  the 
people  were  almost  identical  in  every 
case,  and  that,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
boundaries  were  more  artificial  than 
natural.  Therefore,  he  was  convinced 
that  any  impartial  man  would  have 
arrived  at  the  same  result  in  this  case  as 
that  in  the  revised  scheme  of  the  Com- 
missioners. But  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  proposed  to  substitute  for  that 
the  Nationalist  scheme,  which  was  the 
association  of  the  barony  of  Baphoe 
South  with  the  barony  of  Boylagh. 
But  Boylagh  was  probably  one  of  the 
most  Boman  Catholic  districts  in  the 
North  of  Ireland,  and  the  efiect  of  add- 
ing to  its  population  that  of  the  two  Bap- 
hoes would  be  at  once  to  submerge  the 
Protestants.  The  baronies  were  neither 
geographically  nor  socially  connected. 
There  was  a  high  range  of  hills  between 
the  Baphoes  and  Boylagh.  But  this 
scheme  of  the  Nationalists  had  been 
practically  put  out  of  court  by  a  speech 
made  by  Mr.  Patrick  Gallagher,  one  of 
the  most  prominent  supporters  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member,  and  who  had 
been  the  representative  of  a  certain  dis- 
trict at  the  National  Convention  in  the 
days  of  the  Land  League.  Mr.  Gal- 
lagher spoke  to  the  e£Eect  that  the  ques- 
tion they  had  to  consider  was,  what  was 
best  for  the  Nationalist  Party ;  that  they 
wanted  to  promote  the  cause ;  that  they 
did  not  care  a  twopenny  ticket  if  they 
could  jerrymander  the  district,  and  that 
they  wanted  to  join  South  Baphoe  to 
Boylagh.  That  was  the  report  in  a 
Conservative  orsan,  and  he  might  men- 
tion that  while  the  other  papers  reported 
the  proceedings  there  was  no  report  of 
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Mr.  Patrick  Gallagher's  speech.    The 
scheme  of  Mr.  Gallagher  was  to  dissect 
or  cat  up  one   Protestant  barony  and 
tack  it  on  to  the  Catholic  baronies  of 
the  county  with  which  it  had  no  connec- 
tion.   Now,  so  far  as  Donegal  was  con- 
cerned, he  contended  that  the  scheme  of 
the  Commissioners  was  a  perfectly  fair 
one.    The  Nationalist  Party  had  75  per 
cent  of  the  population^  and  certainly 
they  would  carry  75  per  cent  of  the  re- 
presentation of  the  county.    He  thought 
it  very  doubtful  that  the  Loyalist  Party 
would  carry  Eaphoe ;  but  still,  whatever 
the  result  mighk  be,  the  object  was  to 
give  the  minority  a  chance  of  represen- 
tation, and  this  scheme  gave  them  that 
chance.    The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man showed  gpreat  skill  in  putting  for- 
ward all  these  instances  in  which  he 
thought  his  friends  were  unrepresented ; 
but  he  had  omitted  to  mention  all  those 
cases  in  which  the  Loyalists  would  get 
no  representation  at  all.  It  was  probable 
that  in  all  the  other  three  divisions  the 
Loyalists  would  have  no  representation. 
In  Armagh,  the  Party  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  represented  would  have  a 
majoiity  of  three  to  one,  and  therefore 
he  thought  he  had  rather  weakened  his 
case  by  bringing  this  charge  of  jerry- 
mandering and  unfair  treatment  against 
the  Government.    "Whatever  the  Com- 
missioners did,  the  hon.   and  learned 
Gentleman  and  his  Friends  tried  to  make 
out  some  charge  of  unfair  play  against 
them.    But  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber himself,  a  shrewd  politician,  showed 
that  he  hardly  believed  those  charges. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Parnell),  speaking  of  the  BiU,  had 
said  that  the  result  of  the  alterations  in 
the  schemes  as  to  the  North  of  Ireland 
would  be  that  the  political  Parties  op- 
posed to  him  would  retain  23  out  of  33 
Acats ;  but  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy)  said  now  that 
the  Nationalists  would  hold  83  out  of 
the  103  seats.     [Mr.  Healt:  I  said  83 
in  Ireland  and  two  or  three  in  England.] 
He  thought  he  had  shown  that  this 
scheme  with  regard   to    Donegal    was 
adopted   by  the  Commissioners  on  its 
merits ;  he  did  not  believe  that  any  other 
scheme  was  practicable ;  and  he  was  quite 
sore  that  to  substitute  for  a  scheme 
which  had  been  considered  by  a  judicial 
body,  a  scheme  declared  by  one  of  its 
most  prominent  supporters  to  be  a  jerry- 
mandering scheme,  was  a  proposal  to 


which  the  Committee  would  never  con- 
sent. 

Sir   CHAELES   W.    DILKE  said, 
there  was  very  little  for  him  to  add.   The 
real  contest  in  Donegal  had  turned  upon 
whether  Boylagh  and  Raphoe  should  be 
thrown  together  or  kept  separate.    The 
argument  of    the    noble    Lord    (Lord 
George  Hamilton)  on  this  subject  was  • 
a  very  strong  one.     Boylagh  was  ad- 
mittedly a  very  poor  district,  whereas 
Eaphoe  was  a  wealthy  district.    Boy- 
lagh was  a  district  of  160,000  acres,  but 
its  rateable  value  was  only  £10,000; 
Eaphoe,  however,   had  an  acreage  of 
223,000,  andarateablevalueof  £100,000, 
1 0  times  the  wealth  of  Boylagh .   He  (Sir 
Charles  "W.  Dilke)  was  not  one  of  those 
who  believed  in  distinctions  being  made 
with  regard  to  the  pursuits  of  the  popula- 
tion ;  but  it  was  part  of  the  agreement 
which  was  made  between  the  Leaders  of 
the  two  Parties   that  divisions  should 
proceed  on  that  principle,  and  therefore 
he  found  himself  bound  to  support  such 
distinctions.    If  regard  was  had  to  the 
pursuits  of  the  population  the  divisions 
which  had  been  drawn  in  the  case  of 
Boylagh  and  Eaphoe  was  a  good  one. 
Now,  great  objection  had  been  raised  to 
the  Northern  Division  of  Donegal,  on 
the  ground  that  it  was  crossed  by  a 
lough.    Mr.  White,  the  Boundary  Com- 
missioner, held  the  local  inquiry,  and, 
in  the  Eeport  he  had  laid  before  Parlia- 
ment, he  stated  that  he  did  not  attach 
any  serious  importance  to  the  fact ;  and 
he  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  was  bound  to 
say,  after  the  most  careful  examination 
he  had  been  able  to  give  the  matter,  that 
the  difficulty  of    this  lough  had  been 
greatly  exaggerated.    In  County  Down 
there  was  a  lough  which  was  crossed, 
and  it  was  much  wider  than  the  lough 
crossed  in  Donegal.     He  was  sorry  that 
they  were  obliged,  in  dealing  with  these 
Irish  cases,  to  refer  to  questions  of  re- 
ligion ;  but  as  reference  to  such  ques- 
tions had  been  made  during  the  debate, 
it  was  just  as  weU  he  should  mention 
the  result  of  the  Eeligious  Census  in 
Donegal.    The  Catholic  population   of 
Donegal  was  127,000,  and  the  Protestant 
47, 000.    The  Eoman  Catholic  population 
was  in  a  considerable  majority  in  all  the 
divisions,  as  the  divisions  had  been  set 
out  by  the  Commissioners ;  and,  there- 
fore, if  it  was  true,  as  stated,  that  the 
Nationalist  Party  were  likely  to  com- 
mand all  the  Catholic  votes,  that  Party 
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would  win  all  the  seats  in  Oounty 
Donegal.  Even  in  tlie  division  in  which 
they  had  some  doubt  of  carryiDg  the 
seat  there  were  upwards  of  31,000  Ca- 
tholics and  20,000  and  odd  Protestants. 
He  was  bound  to  say  that  those  who 
had  published  in  Nationalist  newspapers 
forecasts  of  the  results  of  the  elections  in 
County  Donegal,  and  also  those  who  had 
made  speeches  on  the  subject,  had  esti- 
mated that  all  the  four  seats  would  be 
carried  by  the  Nationalist  Party.  The 
Catholic  Bishop,  who  took  a  very  active 
part  in  the  inquiry,  and  who  was  the 
first  to  take  exception  to  the  Commis- 
sioners' scheme,  had  said  the  Nationalists 
would  carry  all  the  four  seats  in  that 
county,  although,  as  had  been  pointed 
out,  the  Protestants  were  more  than 
one-fourth  of  the  population.  ["No, 
no !  "]  Well,  there  were  76  per  cent  of 
Catholics.  There  was  this  security 
that  fairness  was  done  as  between 
religion  and  religion — ^namely,  that  the 
Commissioner  who  held  the  inquiry  was 
himself  a  Catholic,  and  that  the  Chair- 
man of  the  Commission,  to  whom  the 
matter  was  referred  in  London,  was  also 
a  Catholic.  That  being  the  case,  he 
hardly  thought  that  any  unfairness 
would  be  done  to  those  who  belonged  to 
the  Catholic  religion.  He  was  sorry 
that  questions  of  religion  were  raised  in 
this  matter;  he  certainly  was  not  the 
first  to  raise  them. 

Mr.  SEXTON  said,  he  could  not 
agree  with  any  man  on  any  subject 
more  heartQy  than  he  agreed  with  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke)  in  the  concluding  part  of  his 
speech.  It  was  not  only  disagreeable, 
but  painful  in  the  extreme,  whenever 
he  (Mr.  Sexton)  had,  in  arguing  political 
questions,  to  refer  to  religious  differ- 
ences. He  could  not  conceive  why  re- 
ligion ought  to  prevent  men  who  were 
bom  in  the  same  country  from  acting 
together.  But  if  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
did  not  begin  the  reference  to  the  dif- 
ferences of  creed  in  Ireland,  he  (Mr. 
Sexton)  could  plead  that  neither  did  the 
Members  of  the  Irish  popular  Party. 
[Sir  Charlks  W.  Dilke  :  I  did  not  say 
you  did.]  The  reference  was  begun  by 
the  landlord  party  in  the  North  of  Ire- 
land when  they  raised  the  cry  that  the 
Protestant  creed  would  not  have  ade- 
quate representation  under  the  Bill. 
The  landlord  party,  it  appeared,  would 
not    be  satisfied  unless  representation 
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was  given  to  the  Protestant  population 
proportionate  to  their  numbers,  without 
re|2^ird  as  to  whether  the  Protestants 
did  or  did  not  live  in  one  part  of  the 
county.  He  did  not  see  any  other  way 
in  which  the  claims  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Middlesex  (Lord  Gheorge 
Hamilton)  could  be  met  than  by  placing 
the  Protestants  of  a  county  in  one  divi- 
sion, and  thus  assuring  them  of  a  Be- 
presentative.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  amused  him 
very  much  when  he  said  that  the  Com- 
missioner who  held  the  inquiry  in 
Donegal  was  a  Catholic,  and  when  he 
seemed  to  infer  from  that  fact  that  any 
decision  aiiived  at  by  that  gentieman 
would  be  or  ought  to  be  satisfactory  to 
Catholics.  There  was  nothing  more 
familiar  to  those  acquainted  with  Ire* 
land  than  that  a  Government  having  the 
power  of  the  purse  and  the  power  of 
administration  in  any  country  could  get 
men  to  do  just  what  they  pleased.  He 
need  simply  remind  the  Committee  that 
when  the  Government  found  it  necessary 
to  attack  and  insult  and  defame  and 
injure  the  Catholic  priesthood  in  Ire- 
land, it  was  a  CathoHo  Judge,  the  late 
Mr.  Justice  Keogh,  who  did  so.  Now» 
the  Commissioners  had  admitted  that 
they  had  made  certain  errors ;  but  they 
endeavoured  to  make  a  point  against 
the  Nationalist  Party  by  saying  that, 
whilst  they  were  in  favour  of  uniting 
in  South  Donegal  two  baronies  which 
had  an  area  of  the  sea  between  them,  in 
North  Donegal  they  disapproved  of  a 
similar  state  of  things.  Now,  the  Bay 
of  Donegal  did  not  run  to  any  consider- 
able extent  into  South  Donegal,  or,  at 
least,  when  it  ceased  to  be  a  broad  inlet 
it  became  exceedingly  narrow  and  threw 
no  difficulty  in  the  way  of  communica* 
tion.  The  Bay  of  Donegal,  in  respect 
to  width,  was  not  to  be  compared  with 
Lough  Swilly.  Lough  Swilly  ran  into 
the  very  heart  of  County  Donegal,  as 
far  as  the  town  of  Letterkenny,  and  it 
attained  a  width  of  no  loss  than  four 
miles  at  one  part  of  it.  In  point  of 
fact,  he  was  assured  by  a  gentleman 
who  well  knew  the  county  of  Donegal, 
that  there  was  no  communication  be- 
tween the  western  and  eastern  sides  of 
the  lough.  Touching  the  question  of 
similarity  of  pursuits,  he  might  say  that 
there  was  really  a  fishing  industry  in 
South  Donegal.  He  saw  by  the  last 
Beport  of  the  Inspectors  of  Fisheries 
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tliat  in  and  around  the  town  of  Donegal 
there  were  about  1,000  men  and  boys 
engaged  in  the  fisheries ;  so  that  if  there 
was  any  force  to  be  attached  to  the 
argument  that  Donegal  Bay  had  a 
diriding  influence,  it  was  more  than 
compensated  for  by  the  fact  that  the 
fishing  industry  was  very  large.  The 
case  was  entirely  diiferent  in  Lough 
SwiUy.  The  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Middlesex  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
made  a  point  at  the  expense  of  Mr. 
Patrick  Qallagher,  who  was  reported  by 
a  Tory  gentleman  to  have  said  he  did  not 
care  for  the  Instructions  of  the  Qt>yem- 
ment ;  all  he  wanted  was  to  jerrymander 
the  division.  He  (Mr.  Sexton)  was  not 
aware  that  Mr.  Patrick  Gallagher  made 
the  observations  attributed  to  him ;  but, 
assuming  that  he  did,  it  appeared  to 
him  that  Mr.  Patrick  Gallagher  was  ex- 
ceedingly frank.  He  (Mr.  Sexton)  did 
not  suppose  that  any  Nationalist  in  Ire- 
land had  any  other  desire  than  that  the 
Nationalists  should  return  as  many  Mem- 
bers as  it  was  possible  for  them  to  do ; 
and,  on  the  other  hand,  he  did  not  sup- 
pose that  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  George 
Hamilton),  or  any  of  his  hon.  Friends, 
desired  that  the  number  of  Tory  seats 
should  be  diminished  if  any  possible 
means  could  secure  the  retention  of  the 
present  number.  The  only  difference 
between  the  noble  Lord  and  Mr.  Patrick 
Cbllagher  was  that  Mr.  Patrick  Gal- 
lagher said  what  he  meant,  and  the 
noble  Lord  abstained  from  going  through 
that  operation.  What  was  the  argu- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord  2  He  stated 
that  one-fourth  of  the  people  of  Donegal 
were  of  the  Protestant  creed.  He  (Mr. 
Sexton)  had  just  pointed  out  to  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  President  of  the  Local 
GoTemment  Board  (Sir  Charles  W. 
Bilke)  that  they  were  not.  The  Oatholics 
of  Donegal  numbered  157,000,  and  the 
Protestants  47,000.  It  followed  there 
would  have  to  be  4,000  more  Protestants 
in  the  county  to  give  them  one-fourth  of 
the  poptdation,  and  thus  entitle  them  to 
one  seat.  But  wherever  the  Catholics 
were  massed  together  in  such  numbers 
as  to  entitle  them  to  return  a  Member 
the  Commissioners  divided  them  here 
and  divided  them  there,  even  to  throw- 
ing them  over  a  range  of  mountains ;  in 
fact,  everything  that  was  possible  was 
done  in  order  to  procure  a  division  in 
which  the  natural  predominance  of  the 
Catholics  should  be  neutralized.    What 


was  done  in  Donegal  ?  The  Protestants 
were  nowhere  in  sufficient  numbers  to 
entitle  them  to  a  Member;  but  the 
Commissioners  took  the  barony  in  which 
they  existed  in  the  greatest  numbers, 
and  disregarding  all  the  conditions  of 
compactness,  pursuits  of  the  population, 
and  weU-known  areas,  they  sent  out 
scouts  in  every  direction  and  took  in 
from  every  quarter  of  the  county  such 
districts  as  contained  large  bodies  of 
Protestants  in  order  to  swell  the  total 
number  in  the  given  division.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  in  speak- 
ing of  the  creeds  in  the  barony  of 
Raphoe,  showed  that  ignorance  of  Irish 
affairs  which  made  it  exceedingly  diffi- 
cult to  discuss  such  affairs  in  the  House 
of  Commons.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
said  that  the  Catholics  in  Eaphoe  num- 
bered 31,000,  and  the  Protestants  up- 
wards of  20,000.  He  (Mr.  Sexton) 
thought  the  figures  were  incorrect ;  but, 
assuming  them  to  be  correct,  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  drew  from  them  an  un- 
justifiable inference.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  seemed  to  think  that  *  the 
political  power  of  the  Catholics  of 
Eaphoe  would  be  according  to  those 
numbers.  That  was  altogether  contrary 
to  the  fact.  The  Catholics  in  Baphoe 
occupied  the  position  of  domestic  and 
farm  servants.  The  land  was  held  by 
Protestant  farmers,  who  were  the  in- 
heritors of  the  policy  of  plantation,  and 
the  descendants  of  the  planters  in 
Ulster.  Many  of  the  Catholics  were  the 
servant  boys  and  girls  whose  parents 
lived  in  other  counties  in  Ulster ;  in  fact, 
a  very  gpreat  part  of  the  80,000  Catholics 
in  that  district  was  made  up  of  those 
who  occupied  the  position  of  servants 
who  had  not  votes.  The  30,000  Ca- 
tholics, therefore,  would  not  exercise 
political  power  at  all  proportionate  to 
their  number.  The  20,000  Protestants 
inhabiting  the  homesteads  of  the  divi- 
sion would  count  among  them  a  greater 
number  of  Parliamentary  voters  than 
the  30,000  Catholics,  who  were  accurately 
described  as  ''  hewers  of  wood  and 
drawers  of  water."  If  there  was  any 
county  in  Ireland  the  natural  configura- 
tion of  which  dictated  the  divisions  for 
Parliamentary  purposes,  it  was  the 
county  of  Donegal.  Let  them  glance  at 
North  Donegal.  The  premonitory  of 
Inishowen  was  separated  by  Lough 
Swilly  from  the  rest  of  the  county.    It 
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contained  within  10,000  of  the  number 
of  people  necessary  to  form  a  Parlia- 
mentary division  itself,  and  the  Com- 
missioners in  their  first  scheme  thought 
it  a  reasonable  and  sensible  course  to 
regard  Inishowen,   shut  off  as  it  was 
from  the  rest  of  the  county,  as  the  basis 
of  the  unit,  adding  to  it  a  part  of  the 
barony  of  Baphoe  to  bring  the  popula- 
tion up  to  the  required  number.     Then 
with  regard  to  Kilmacrenan.     That  was 
a   barony  which  contained  the  precise 
number    of  people  to  entitle  it  to    a 
Member.    It  was  a  division  formed  by 
nature  on  the  western  side  of  Lough 
S willy.    It  was  separated  from  the  dis- 
trict of  Inishowen  by  Lough  Swilly,  and 
from  Boylagh  in  the  South  by  an  almost 
impassable  range  of  mountains.     In  the 
South  the    baronies  of   Tirhugh    and 
Banagh  were  separated  from  the  rest  of 
the  county  by  mountains.    Thus  there 
were  three  natural  divisions — Inishowen, 
Kilmacrenan,  and  the  baronies  of  G[?irhugh 
and  Banagh.     It  was   plain  that  the 
Commissioners  should  have  accepted  the 
divisions  which  Nature  had  made  for 
them,  and  then  to  have  added  a  fourth 
division  in  the  shape  of  the  baronies  of 
Boylagh  and  Baphoe.     Both  of  those 
baronies  were  agricultural.     There  was 
certainly  in  Baphoe  a    small    flax  in- 
dustry, but  agriculture  was   the  chief 
industry ;  Boylagh  was  purely  agricul- 
tural.   The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Middlesex    (Lord    George    Hamilton) 
made  a  great    deal    of   the  range  of 
mountains  which  he  said  ran  between 
Boylagh  and    Baphoe.     There  was   a 
range  of  mountains  there,  but  it  was  a 
range  which    had   passes    through  it. 
Between    Boylagh    and    Kilmacrenan, 
however,  there  was  an  impassible  range 
of  mountainR ;  no  one  ever  passed  over 
it  except  occasionally  at    one    remote 
point    where    there    was    a    footroad. 
There  was    no    practical  thoroughfare 
between  the  baronies  of  Boylagh  and 
Kilmacrenan,  which  the  Commissioners 
had  put  in  one  division ;  so  that  when 
the  noble  Lord  spoke  of   a  range  of 
mountains  as   a  very  good  reason  for 
shutting  off  a  division  which  had  many 
Catholics  in  it,  he  should  bear  in  mind 
that  there  was  a  bigger  range  of  moun- 
tains separating  Boylagh   and  Kilma- 
crenan  baronies,  which    the    Commis- 
sioners had  linked  together.    Instead  of 
taking  the  divisions  formed  by  Nature, 
the    Commissioners    started    with    the 

Mr,  Sexton 


barony  of  Baphoe,  making  that  the 
unit.  The  barony  of  Baphoe  was  the 
ground  of  the  old  plantation  of  Ulster. 
It  was  divided  between  the  people  of 
the  imported  and  favourite  creed,  and 
the  Catholics  were  driven  to  the  out- 
skirts of  the  mountains  of  Inishowen 
and  Kilmacrenan.  The  CommissionerB 
had  added  to  the  barony  of  ]^phoe 
those  parts  of  the  baronies  of  Inishowen 
and  Kilmacrenan  which  contained  the 
Protestant  population.  They  had  actually 
pursued  in  1885  the  policy  of  the  old 
plantation  of  200  years  ago ;  they  had 
shut  off  the  Catholic  population,  and  had 
taken  into  the  barony  of  Baphoe  all 
those  parts  of  other  baronies  where  a 
majority  of  Protestants  could  be  found, 
without  having  any  regard  to  the  well- 
known  boundaries  of  baronies,  or  the 
natural  configuration  of  the  country. 
To  such  an  extent  had  the  Commis- 
sioners carried  out  that  policy  that  the 
chief  town  of  Kilmacrenan  was  actually 
taken  away  from  that  barony  and  added 
to  the  barony  of  Baphoe.  The  inhabit- 
ants of  Boylagh  knew  as  little  of  Kil- 
macrenan as  they  knew  of  the  most 
distant  parts  of  Ireland.  Mr.  White, 
the  learned  Commissioner,  in  endeavour- 
ing to  account  for  the  union  of  placee 
upon  both  sides  of  Lough  Swilly,  had 
delivered  himself  of  a  very  extraordinary 
argument.  Mr.  White  said  he  did  not 
place  any  serious  importance  to  the  fact 
that  Lough  Swilly  ran  in  through  the 
Northern  Division ;  that  fact  was  counter- 
balanced by  the  consideration  that  the 
riparian  inhabitants  on  both  sides  were 
of  a  homogeneous  class.  He  (Mr.  Sexton) 
might  say,  in  passing,  that  he  had  always 
understood  tiiat  riparian  inhabitants 
were  persons  living  on  the  side  of  a 
river.  Lough  Swilly  was  not  a  river, 
but  an  arm  of  the  sea,  four  or  five  miles 
wide.  Now,  was  it  a  fact  that  there 
was  any  intercourse  between  the  in- 
habitants of  both  shores  of  Lough 
Swilly  ?  The  fact  was  this — that  Lough 
Swilly  formed  as  absolute  a  division 
between  Kilmacrenan  and  Inishowen  as 
the  Atlantic  Ocean  formed  between  Ire- 
land and  America.  Lough  Swilly  was 
four  miles  wide,  it  was  an  inlet  of  the 
sea,  even  visited  by  storms,  and  the 
only  means  of  safe  transit  across  it  was 
one  ferry.  They  were  told  that  the 
people  had  to  cross  Lough  Swilly  be- 
cause they  had  fishing  oooupations. 
Now,  some  of  the  parishes  which  had 
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been  cut  off  from  Kilmaorenan  and 
added  to  Inishowen  were  parishes  not 
bordering  on  the  lough  at  all;  they 
vere  parishes  in  which  there  were  no 
fish,  and  consequently  where  there  were 
no  fishermen.  And  with  reference  to 
the  parishes  beside  the  lake,  he  said  that 
the  fishing  industry  was  more  active 
upon  the  western  side  than  upon  the 
eastern  side.  And  if  the  fishing  industry 
were  to  bo  considered  at  all,  it  would  be 
better  served  by  allowing  the  inhabit- 
ants to  go  over  to  the  western  side  of 
the  lough.  Again,  it  was  true  that  the 
people  along  the  shores  of  the  lough 
spoke  the  Irish  language ;  but  they 
spoke  the  Ehiglish  languase  also,  and 
therefore  there  was  no  peculiarity  estab- 
lished in  that  regard.  The  fact  was, 
that  in  the  barony  of  Kilmaorenan  and 
along  the  shore  there  was  a  considerable 
number  of  people  who  spoke  the  Irish 
language  ^one.  Therefore,  if  there 
was  any  force  in  the  argument  of  the 
Commissioners  with  regard  to  uniting 
the  Irish-speaking  populations  of  this 
part  of  the  county,  it  was  a  force  which 
told  against  their  own  decision.  Now, 
when  they  found  officials  driven  to 
such  extremes  as  these  in  order 
to  find  a  colourable  reason  for  a 
scandalous  division  of  the  county, 
he  thought  it  was  time  to  say  that  all 
argument  was  at  an  end.  -  The  more  he 
looked  at  the  question,  the  more  clear 
it  appeared  to  him  that  the  Oommis- 
sioners,  who  had  at  first  made  a  tolerably 
honest  scheme,  and  who  only  departed 
from  it  when  they  found  there  was  per- 
fect unity  with  regard  to  it,  had  violated 
every  one  of  the  Instructions  given  them 
by  the  Gt)vemment — the  Instructions  as 
tocompactnessof  boundary  and  similarity 
of  pursuits — and  that,  in  order  to  justify  I 
their  scheme,  they  set  up  an  illusive  ar- 1 
gument  as  to  the  identity  of  pursuits 
of  the  people  which  had  no  foundation. 
The  county  of  Donegal  was  agricul- 
tural; there  was  no  independent  in- 
dustry, and  no  extensive  fishing  popula- 
tion, the  number  of  those  who  fished 
being  only  about  3,000.  The  argument 
of  identity  of  pursuits  had,  therefore, 
00  application  to  Donegal  except  in  the 
Soauiem  Division,  where,  perhaps,  the 
mam  part  of  the  fishing  industry,  slight 
as  it  was,  would  be  found.  No ;  the 
Commissioners  started  from  the  areas  in 
which  English  Kings,  200  years  ago, 
founded  Oolonies  for  the  benefit  of  Pro- 


testants, and  they  cast  out  from  the  di- 
visions the  Oatholios,  and  added  to  them 
as  many  Protestants  as  they  could.  They 
scorned  the  Instructions  given  to  them 
by  the  Government,  and  they  exerted 
themselves  to  form  a  scheme  which 
would  enable  a  member  of  the  house  of 
Hamilton  to  find  a  seat  for  the  county. 
That  was  the  object  they  had  in  view. 
But  he  did  not  believe  that  a  member  of 
that  family  would  sit  for  Donegal,  be- 
cause the  people  at  the  next  General 
Election  would  have  learnt  that  their 
interest  did  not  lie  in  returning  a  Tory 
to  Parliament.  Finally,  he  said  that, 
for  the  purpose  of  preventing  a  political 
result  in  Donegal  which  both  they  and 
the  Government  desired  to  avoid,  the 
Commissioners  had  violated  all  the  In-' 
structions  distinctly  laid  down  for  their 
guidance  in  respect  of  this  Bill. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  Conmiittee  counted,  and  40 
Members  found  being  present, 

Mr.  small  said,  it  was  difficult  to 
understand  why,  if  the  Commissioners 
had  kept  in  view  the  conformation  of 
the  County  Down,  they  should  have 
given  to  the  four  divisions  the  designa- 
tions which  appeared  on  the  Schedule. 
He  thought  it  would  be  more  correct  to 
call  the  2nd  Division  the  North-West 
Division,  or  it  should  be  called  the 
West  Down  Division ;  that  No.  3  should 
be  called  the  East  Down,  and  No.  4 
the  South  Down  Division ;  and,  there- 
fore, he  would  move  to  leave  out  the 
word  **  The  "  from  line  4. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  96, 
line  4,  to  leave  out  the  word  **  The." — 
(1/r.  Small) 

Amendment  negatived, 

Mr.  'SMALL  said,  at  the  inquiry  a 
large  body  of  evidence  was  given  before 
the  Commissioners  to  show  that  the 
inhabitants  of  Upper  Ards  were  much 
more  closely  connected  with  the  people 
of  No.  3  Division  than  they  were  with 
Lower  Ardo  and  Castlereagh  Upper. 
The  proposed  arrangement  of  the  Go- 
vernment was  most  inconvenient,  and 
the  suggestion  he  made  would  render 
more  equal  the  populations  of  the  diffe- 
rent divisions  of  the  county — that  was  to 
say,  that  the  entire  of  Upper  Ards,  with 
the  exception  of  one  parish,  should  be 
joined  to  the  3rd  Division. 
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Amendment  proposed,  in  page  96, 
line  7,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  Upper 
Ards."— (i/r.  Small.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
*  Upper  Ards '  stand  part  of  the  Sche- 
dule." 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  said,  that 
the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  ap- 
peared to  be  one  of  the  proposals  made 
at  the  inquiry,  respecting  which  the 
Commissioners  reported  to  the  effect 
that  there  was  no  ground  in  favour  of 
it.  It  had  not  been  shown  that  there 
was  any  advantage  in  the  arrangement 
proposed ;  and,  in  view  of  the  Beport, 
he  could  not  agree  to  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  that  the  proposal 
of  his  hon.  Friend  was  in  no  sense  a 
political  one,  and,  therefore,  he  thought 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  do 
well  to  consider  the  matter.  The  Party 
to  which  he  belonged  had  got  all  they 
could  extract  out  of  County  Down; 
that  was  to  say,  they  had  one  seat — 
namely,  for  the  Lower  Division ;  and 
they  would  have  had  that  in  any  case, 
even  if  the  Commissioners  had  not 
changed  their  original  plan.  He  did 
not  think  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
quite  appreciated  the  local  feeling  in 
regard  to  Lower  Ards.  He  found  that 
at  the  time  there  was  only  one  indi- 
vidual who  opposed  the  plan  put  for- 
ward by  his  hon.  Friend ;  and  the  fact 
that  the  Tory  Party  had  shown  no  op- 
position whatever  with  regard  to  the 
change  now  proposed  was  a  proof  that 
the  Tory  Party  were  better  served  in 
County  Down  than  anywhere  else  in 
Ireland.  Their  representative,  Mr. 
Finigan,  was  a  gentleman  who  pos- 
sessed a  good  deal  of  the  stMviter  in 
modOf  and  he  remained  perfectly  silent 
throughout  the  proceedings,  and,  as  he 
had  said  before,  only  one  gentleman  op- 

§osed  the  arrangement  suggested.  He 
id  not  agree  with  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net that  it  would  have  the  effect  of  un- 
shaping  the  entire  county.  If  he  looked 
at  the  map  he  would  see  that  it  was  not 
BO.  On  the  other  hand,  the  feeling  at 
Upper  Ards  was  very  strongly  opposed 
to  the  Government  proposal;  the  in- 
habitants had  to  go  to  Downpatrick  on 
business  connected  with  the  Police,  Poor 
Law,  and  County  Court,  as  they  were  in 
the  Downpatrick  Union,  and,  therefore, 
they  found  it  hard  to  be  divorced  from 
the  district  with  which  they  were  fa- 


miliar. He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net would  reconsider  this  reasonable 
proposal  of  his  hon.  Friend.  He  would 
point  out  also  that  the  entire  population 
of  Lower  Ards  were  engaged  in  market- 
gardening,  and  only  went  to  BeUast 
with  their  goods ;  whereas  he  had  shown 
that  the  people  of  Upper  Ards  all  went 
to  Downpatrick,  and,  therefore,  there 
was  no  connection  between  them.  As 
a  politician,  he  assured  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  that  the  Nationalists  could  not 
gain  anything  by  this  proposal. 

Me.  PLUNKET  said,  he  was  dis- 
posed  to  agree  with  the  finding  of  the 
Commissioners  in  this  case  unless  some 
stronger  arg^uments  were  forthcoming 
than  those  yet  brought  forward.  He 
accepted  the  statement  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr. 
Healy)  that  there  was  no  political  object 
underlying  the  Amendment ;  but,  as  the 
matter  now  stood,  he  should  certainly 
vote  in  favour  of  the  conclusion  arrived 
at  by  the  Commissioners,  which  ap- 
peared to  offer  the  most  satisfactory 
mode  of  settlement. 

Mb.  BIOGAB  said,  he  should  support 
the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend,  on 
the  ground  that  they  would  probably 
have  a  Government  Bill  in  a  short 
time  dealing  with  local  matters ;  and  he 
thought  it  desirable  that  the  centres  of 
localities  should  be,  as  far  as  possible, 
the  centres  of  the  Poor  Law  Unions. 

Mr.  healy  said,  that  whatever  were 
the  arguments  which  he  and  his  hon. 
Friends  brought  forward,  they  received 
no  consideration  from  the  Government. 
The  opinions  of  the  Commissioners,  who 
spent  half-an-hour  in  these  places,  were 
more  important  in  the  eyes  of  the  Go- 
vernment than  the  opinions  of  Irish 
Members  who  had  been  in  them  all 
their  lives;  the  Commissioners  went 
down  by  one  train  and  returned  by 
another,  and  their  opinion  was  regarded 
by  the  Government  as  final.  If  they 
had  had  the  County  Government  Bill, 
it  would  have  dealt  with  the  county  in 
the  way  his  hon.  Friend  proposed ;  but 
this  scheme  of  the  Commissioners  abso- 
lutely wrenched  the  people  asunder,  so 
far  as  concerned  the  natural  boundaries, 
and  he  was  really  surprised  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  was  unwilling  to 
g^ve  Irish  Members  satisfaction  on  this 
matter.  Under  the  circumstances,  he 
thought  they  were  justified  in  dividing 
the  Committee,  although,  whatever  they 
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might  do,  he  knew  that  they  coiild  get 
nothing  whatever  from  the  Government 
in  respect  of  these  arrangements. 

Mr.  KENNY  said,  the  Amendment 
before  the  Committee  would  have  the 
effect  of  making  the  population  of  the 
division  equal,  and  generally  of  cover- 
mg  the  main  points  on  which  the  Qo- 
vemment  had  instructed  the  Commis* 
aloners.  He  thought  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  would  admit  that  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  hon.  Friend  had  much  to 
recommend  it  in  the  fact  that  it  was  not 
due  to  any  political  motive.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Plunket)  had  reconmiended  his  hon. 
Friend  not  to  go  to  a  division,  but  to 
raise  the  question  again  on  the  Be- 
port. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  51 ; 
Noes  23:  Majority  28.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  111.) 

Mb.  SMALL  moved  to  leave  out 
lines  12  to  16,  inclusive,  in  order  that 
they  might  be  inserted  after  line  21. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  96,  to 
leave  out  lines  12  to  15,  inclusive. — {Mr. 
8maU.) 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  the  proposal  was 
of  a  kind  that  would  affect  a  good  many 
counties  besides  County  Down,  and  he 
would  suggest  that  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
tonet  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  should 
consider  the  matter  between  now  and 
the  Report,  and  endeavour  to  arrange 
the  different  parts  of  the  divisions  in  a 
more  orderly  manner. 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
ihould  be'glad  to  do  whatwas  suggested, 
if  that  were  thought  the  best  way ;  but 
he  did  not  think  it  would  matter  whe- 
ther they  took  that  course  or  dealt  with 
the  question  at  once.  He  was  quite 
willing  to  allow  the  alteration  now  pro- 
posed, and  as  the  Committee  had  already 
agreed  to  make  certain  alterations  in 
legard  to  this  county,  perhaps  it  would 
be  better  to  take  the  Amendments  in 
Older,  and  deal  with  them  now. 

Mb.  SMALL  said,  as  he  understood 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  offer 
any  opposition  to  his  proposal  to  alter 
the  order  in  which  parts  of  the  divisions 
▼ere  placed  in  the  Schedule,  he  would 
•sk  the  Chairman  to  put  his  Amend- 
ment 


Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  I  do 
not  object. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said, 
line  16  came  next,  and  he  supposed  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Small)  would  pro- 
pose to  leave  out  the  figure  3  in  that 
line. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Smixl,  the  fol- 
lowing Amendment  made: — Page  96, 
line  16,  leave  out  3,  insert  2. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Sbxton,  the 
following  Amendment  made : — Page  96, 
line  16,  leave  out  "Mid  Down,"  insert 
♦'East  Down." 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Healy,  the  fol- 
lowing Amendment  made: — ^Page  96, 
leave  out  lines  20  and  21,  insert  **  No.  3, 
West  Down." 

Mr.  healy  wished  to  eall  the  at* 
tention  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke)  to  the  fact  that,  in 
all  the  divisions  of  the  Schedule,  there 
were  dashes  running  on  the  paragraphs, 
which  was  a  mere  printer  s  mode  of 
setting  out  the  lines.  He  would  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he 
would  not  have  those  dashes  omitted  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  :  Yes, 
Sir. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Healy,  the  f ol« 
lowing  Amendment  made: — ^Page  96, 
line  22,  leave  out  "  South  West  Down," 
insert "  South  Down." 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  97,  line  4,  to  Isave  out  the  word 
'*  Ballbriggan,"  and  insert  the  words  "  North 
Dublin/'— (Jfr.  Sexton,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
'Balhriggan'  stand  part  of  the  Sche* 
dule." 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  desired 
to  call  the  hon.  Member's  attention  to 
the  fact  that  the  proposed  alteration  of 
the  title  of  the  1st  Division  of  County 
Dublin  might  tend  to  create  confusion 
as  between  the  divisions  of  Dublin  City 
and  Dublin  County. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  it  would  be  in 
the  recollection  of  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net that  at  a  previous  stage  of  the  Bill 
he  had  proposed  to  amend  the  divisions 
of  the  City  of  Dublin,  as  recommended 
by  the  Commissioners  and  as  fixed  in 
the  Schedule  defining  the  borough 
divisions,  by  calling   them   after   me 
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historio  sites  or  areas  of  the  city, 
and  one  of  the  reasons  he  then  gave 
was  that  he  was  desirous  of  preventing 
confusion,  and  of  haying  the  points  of 
the  compass  inserted  as  the  titles  of  the 
county  divisions. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  they  had  the  ad^ 
vantage  of  the  presence  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Oounty  of  Dublin  (Colonel  King-Har- 
man);  perhaps  he  would  favour  the 
Committee  with  his  views  on  this  pro- 
posal? 

Colonel  KmG-HAEMAN  said,  he 
had  not  the  slightest  objection  to  it. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  he  had  now  to 
move  the  next  Amendment.  He  desired 
to  express  the  extremely  strong  objec- 
tions felt  by  himself  and  his  hon. 
Friends  to  the  division  of  the  county  of 
Dublin  proposed  by  the  final  scheme  of 
the  Boundary  Commissioners.  This  was 
another  case  in  which  they  were  obliged 
to  appeal  from  the  Commissioners  to  the 
Commissioners  themselves.  The  first 
scheme  proposed  by  the  Commissioners 
was  just  as  satisfactory  to  the  public  as 
the  second  scheme  was  faidty  and  objec- 
tionable. In  other  cases,  it  could  be 
alleged  that  the  Boundary  Commis- 
sioners had  discharged  their  duties  in 
the  most  thorough  manner,  although 
they  had  not  very  much  time  for  con- 
sideration ;  and  it  might  also  be  said  of 
them  that,  in  preparing  their  first 
schemes,  they  had  to  deal  with  matters 
with  which  they  were  not  perhaps  very 
well  acquainted,  and  that,  therefore, 
they  fell  into  certain  errors,  which  they 
were  obliged  to  correct  when  they  were 
called  upon  to  frame  their  final  schemes. 
But  with  regard  to  the  county  of  Dublin, 
he  had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  the 
Commissioners  had  had  plenty  of  time 
to  consider  their  original  scheme,  and 
that  two  of  the  Commissioners  perma- 
nanently  resided  in  Dublin,  and  were 
therefore  dealing  with  a  county  and  a 
population  with  the  circumstances  and 
pursuits  of  which  they  were  perfectly 
well  acquainted.  The  first  scheme  the 
Commissioners  had  presented  met  with 
the  complete  approval  of  the  Bepresen- 
tatives  of  the  National  Party,  as  ex- 
pressed at  the  public  inquiry ;  but  he 
had  to  note,  as  a  very  extraordinary 
fact,  that  whenever  the  Bepresentatives 
of  the  National  Party  in  Lreland  offered 

.  Mr.  Seatm 


any  objection  to  a  particular  scheme, 
the  points  objected  to  were  sure  to  be 
upheld  against  them;  while,  on  the 
other  hand,  whenever  the  Hepresenta- 
tives  of  that  Party  agreed  to  the  general 
features  of  a  scheme  framed  by  the 
Boundary  Commissioners  and  declared 
it  a  satisfactory  one,  the  chances  were 
that  the  scheme  was  sure  to  be  so  altered 
as  to  render  it  unsatisfactory  in  almost 
all  those  respects  wherein  it  had  received 
their  approval.  He  wished  to  point  out 
that  the  first  scheme  of  the  Commis- 
sioners in  relation  to  the  division  of 
Dublin  County  was  a  oonvenient  one, 
and  one  which  satisfied  the  Instructioiis 
given  by  the  Government  for  the  guidance 
of  the  Commissioners.  For  instance,  it 
fully  satisfied  the  Instruction  that  &ey 
should  have  regard  to  the  principle  of 
equality  of  population,  because  in  the 
Northern  Division  of  the  county  of 
Dublin — the  Malahide  Division — the 
population  was  put  down  as  73,100, 
while  the  population  of  the  Southern 
Division  was  estimated  at  72,400;  so 
that  the  Commissioners  had  divided  a 
county  with  a  population  of  145,600 
into  two  divisions  so  equally  that  the 
disparity  between  the  two  was  only  700. 
This  result  was  accepted  as  a  satisfactory 
discharge  of  the  obligations  imposed  on 
the  Commissioners  by  the  Instructions 
of  the  Government  that  they  were  to 
have  due  regard  to  equality  of  popula- 
tion. He  had  next  to  inquire  whether 
the  first  scheme  suggested  by  the  Com- 
missioners satisfied  the  Instructions  &ey 
had  received  with  regard  to  oompaotnesi 
of  area  and  with  respect  to  the  preser- 
vation, as  far  as  possible,  of  well-known 
existing  boundaries?  The  map  which 
he  then  held  in  his  hand  offered  a  view 
of  the  four  divisions  of  the  oounty  as 
recommended  by  the  Commissioners  be- 
fore their  scheme  had  come  under  the 
influence  of  the  agents  of  the  Tory 
Party.  A  glance  at  that  map  would 
suffice  to  show  that  in  the  first  division 
the  Commissioners  proposed  to  take  four 
baronies  also  to  the  North  of  the  city,  and 
to  add  to  them  five  parishes  to  the  North 
of  the  city,  and  form  them  into  the  North- 
em  Division  of  the  county,  the  Southern 
Division  being  formed  of  the  whole  of 
the  remaining  area.  Under  that  scheme 
the  county  was  divided  into  two  nearly 
equal  parts;  the  baronial  boundanes 
were  respected  and  preserved  intact  with 
the  exception  only  of  five  parishes,  and 
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in  the  fixing  of  these  equal  areas  security 
was  taken  in  regard  to  the  future  increase 
of  population ;  for  it  was  obvious  that 
when  lai^e  equal  areas  were  included 
in  divisions  the  fluctuations  of  popula- 
lation  would  in  all  probability  be  equal- 
ized, not  only  with  regard  to  the  present 
time  but  in  time  to  come.    The  first  of 
the  Commissioners'  schemes  having  been 
one  of  so  satisfactory  a  character  in  re- 
gard to  equality  of  population  and  com- 
pactness of  areas,  it  might  b^  asked  how 
had  it  come  to  pass  that  the  Commis- 
sioners had  been  induced  to  alter  the 
scheme  ?   The  alteration  they  had  made 
was  one  which  might  have  been  satisfac- 
tory to  the  Commissioners  themselves, 
bat  it    certainly  failed  to  satisfy  the 
people.    He  was  sure  the  Committee 
womd  be  puzzled  to  imagine  any  reason 
why  the  Commissioners,  having  formu- 
lated a  scheme  such  as  he  had  just 
described,  should  afterwards  have  de- 
parted from  their  original  plan  in  so 
fimdamental  and  objectionable  a  manner. 
Upon  this  point  he  should  like  to  quote 
a  few  expressions  of  public  opinion  in 
reference  to  the  second  scheme  of  the 
Commissioners.   The  Kingstown  branch 
of  the  National  Association  had  charac- 
terized the  proposal  of  the  Qovemment 
as  a  flagrant  departure  from  the  Instruc- 
tions they  had  given  to  the  Commis- 
sioners, and  as  an  attempt  to  deprive 
the  National  Party  of  their  legitimate 
share  of  the  representation.    The  Rath- 
mines  branch  of  the  Association  had 
described  the  proposed  division  under 
the  second  scheme  as  most  absurd  and 
vnfiEdr,  and  a  palpable  concession  to  the 
Conservative  minority.    Other  branches 
of  the   Association    had    characterized 
tiie  scheme  as  utterly  at  yariance  with 
every  principle  of  justice,  as  well  as  with 
the  Instructions  given  by  the  Qovem- 
ment, and  had  asserted  that  the  Com- 
missioners had  in  the  most  degrading 
manner  abrogated  their  functions.    The 
Oommittee  had  already  had  the  oppor- 
tanity  of  seeing  that  the  two  divisions 
of  the  county  as  proposed  by  the  first  of 
the  Commissioners'  schemes  were  equal. 
lot  them  now  glance  at  the  divisions 
recommended  by  the  Commissioners  in 
their  second  scheme.     One  of  those  di- 
^ons  was  formed  from  a  small  segment 
of  the  county,  which  in  point  of  area 
vaa  only  l-2ath  of  the  whole,  while  Ihe 
other  division  contained  the  remaining 
19-20tiis  of  the  coonly  area.    The  right 


hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Mr.  Trevelyan) 
seemed  to  think  that  examples  of  a 
similar  kind  could  be  f oimd  elsewhere ; 
but  he  (Mr.  Sexton)  should  be  very  glad 
if  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  would  point 
out  to  him  a  single  instance  in  which, 
where  there  were  only  two  divisions,  one 
of  them  occupied  an  area  of  19-20ths, 
while  the  other  contained  only  the 
remaining  l-20th.  The  solicitor  to  the 
Emergency  Association  had  appeared 
before  the  Commissioners  at  Eathminee. 
He  had  represented  that  Eathmines  was 
an  urban  district,  and  ought  not  to  be 
thrown  into  the  county. 

Ma.  ION  HAMILTON  asked  who 
was  the  solicitor  referred  to  ? 

Mb.  sexton  said,  the  solicitors  to 
the  Emergency  Association  were  Messrs. 
Dudgeon  and  Emerson. 

Ma.  ION  HAMILTON  asked  who  was 
the  counsel  ? 

Mb.  sexton  replied,  that  the  counsel 
was  Mr.  John  Gibson.  Their  objection 
to  the  first  scheme,  which  had  been 
shown  to  be  so  rational  and  convenient, 
was  that  part  of  Bathmines  was  taken 
into  the  North  of  the  county  of  Dublin, 
and  that  it  was  an  urban  district  and 
ought  to  be  formed  into  an  urban  di- 
vision. He  should  not  greatly  object  to 
the  inclusion  of  Bathmines  in  an  urban 
division,  if  it  could  be  shown  that  that 
object  could  be  really  efiPected,  or  that 
that  purpose  was  really  held  in  view  by 
those  who  advanced  the  plea.  But  it 
was  a  very  strange  fact  that  while  the 
Commissioners  of  Bathmines  refused  to 
have  the  place  attached  to  the  City  of 
Dublin  and  strove  to  show  that  it  was  of 
a  rural  character,  they  also  urged  that 
it  was  an  urban  district.  When  they 
wanted  to  utilize  all  the  Tory  votes  it 
was  an  urban  district;  but  when  they 
wanted  to  escape  the  taxes  of  the  city  it 
was  a  rural  district.  It  was  true  that 
in  the  Southern  Division  of  the  county 
of  Dublin  the  townships  of  Blackrock, 
Kingstown,  Killiney,  and  Bray  were 
included,  and  the  viUaholders  of  Black- 
rock  were  to  be  found  in  the  same 
division  with  the  quarrymen  and  farmers 
of  Tallaght.  That  was  not  an  urban 
district  at  all.  It  included  a  large  pro- 
portion of  the  agricultural  population, 
and  it  shut  out  the  urban  population  of 
all  the  seaboard  towns  from  Balbriggan 
in  the  North  down  to  the  City  of  Dub- 
lin.    The  whole  arraiigem«[it  of  this 
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soheme  rested  upon  a  sham  and  a  pre- 
tence. The  Oommissioners  had  acted 
on  the  suggestion  of  the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury  that  they  should  divide  the 
counties  in  a  spirit  layourable  to  the 
Tory  Party.  They  had  taken  three  or 
four  townships  chiefly  inhabited  by  per- 
sons who  were  supposed  to  have  Tory 
predilections  and  proclivities,  and  had 
thrown  them  into  one  division,  and  all 
the  rest  into  another.  The  divisions 
were  different  in  point  of  area,  in  reg^ard 
to  boundary,  and  in  regard  to  the  pro- 
bable increase  of  popmation  ;  and  the 
Commissioners  had  entitled  themselves 
to  be  branded  with  the  imputation  of 
gross  partiality.  He  '  asked  the  Com- 
mittee to  assent  to  the  first  scheme  of 
the  Commissioners,  which  would  still 
include  a  great  portion  of  the  urban 
population,  which  woidd  have  regard  to 
the  baronial  baronies,  and  which  would 
give  an  equal  population.  He  could 
not  imagine  what  argument  could  be 
advanced  against  it. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  97,  to  leave  out  from  the  words 
"  Balrothery  West,"  in  line  6,  to  the  words 
"herein  described,"  in  line  16,  inclusiye,  and 
insert  the  words, — 

"  Barony  of  Netheroross, 
Barony  of  Gooloc^ 
Barony  of  Uppercrots  (parishes  of   Saint 

Catherine's,  Saint  James's,  Saint  Jade's, 

and  St.  Peter's), 
Barony  of  Rathdown  (parish  of  Bathfam- 

ham.)"— (Jfr.  Sexton.) 

Question  proposed,  <'  That  the  words 
'Castlenock,  Coolock,  Nethercross,  and 
Newcastle '  stand  part  of  the  Schedule." 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  said,  the 
case  of  the  county  of  Dublin  had  been 
raised  on  more  than  one  occasion.  It 
was  said  that  what  was  proposed  for 
that  county  did  not  follow  any  of  the 
precedents,  and  he  had  been  asked  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just 
spoken  to  produce  precedents.  The 
hon.  Qentleman  had  now  narrowed  his 
question  to  the  case  of  counties  with 
two  Members ;  but  even  when  thus  nar- 
rowed, there  were  other  oases  very 
similar  to  this.  One  was  the  case  of  the 
area  around  Newcastle,  where  the  divi- 
sion was  extremely  small.  That  was  a 
veiy  striking  case  to  which  no  objection 
had  been  taken.  Other  cases  were  those 
of  Perth  and  Benfrew,  where  the  Li- 
beral Party  had  raised  just  the  same 
objection  as  was  raised  here.  The  ooun- 
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ties  of  Perth  and  Henfrew  were  counties 
with  two  Members,  divided  into  one 
very  large  and  one  very  small  division — 
the  small,  a  populous  division;  the 
large,  a  rural  division.  In  the  present 
case  there  was  a  very  dense  population 
in  one  part  of  the  county,  and  a  thin 
population  elsewhere.  Of  course,  the 
Commissioners  had  endeavoured  to  put 
the  dense  population  together  and  the 
scattered  population  together,  and  if  he 
had  been  the  Commissioners,  acting 
under  the  Instructions  which  were  given 
to  them,  he  should  have  taken  the  very 
same  course.  The  question  was  whe- 
ther, given  that  course,  the  Commis- 
sioners had  acted  rightly,  and  there 
might  be  more  doubt  about  that,  owing 
to  the  fact  that  there  were  urban  dis- 
tricts not  included  in  the  small  division, 
but  included  in  the  agricultural  division. 
But  that  objection  applied  more  to  the 
first  scheme  of  the  Commissioners  than 
to  the  present  one.  If  it  was  an  ob- 
jection to  the  scheme,  it  had  been 
greatly  diminished  indeed,  if  not  re- 
moved, by  the  later  changes  in  the 
scheme.  If  the  Commissioners  had  tried 
to  make  the  urban  division  oontain  the 
whole  of  the  urban  population,  they 
would  have  made  a  district  in  the  form 
of  a  ring  right  round  Dublin.  He  was 
not  going  to  arg^e  that  they  might  not 
have  taken  that  course.  It  had  been 
taken,  in  the  case  of  the  Bootle  Divi- 
sions, right  round  Liverpool ;  but  it  had 
not  been  very  successful,  so  far  as  local 
feeline  went,  and  there  had  been  con- 
siderable opposition  to  that  narrow  strip 
around  the  town.  He  was  not  sure 
whether  it  was  not  wise  to  adopt  a  more 
ooncentrated  form.  He  thought  the 
Commissioners  had  interpreted  their  In- 
structions rightly  in  forming  one  very 
small  and  one  very  large  division  in  the 
county  of  Dublin,  and  with  less  cer- 
tainty he  imagined  that  they  were  pro- 
bably right  in  forming  the  divisions  in 
this  particular  way ;  but,  as  to  that,  he 
should  not  like  to  speak  positively. 

Mr.  ION  HAMILTON  said,  that  when 
the  Conmussioners  were  sitting,  there 
was  a  very  strong  feeling,  and  all  the 
parties  interested  were  in  favour  of  some 
scheme  like  that  now  adopted  by  the 
Commissioners.  He  himself  had  repre- 
sentations from  people  representing  all 
classes — not  merely  his  own  Party,  but 
others — in  favour  of  the  scheme.  There 
was  not  a  doubt  that  when  the  scheme 
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waa  first  proposed  by  the  Commissioners 
on  going  to  Dublin,  it  was  one  which 
startled  a  great  many  persons,  for  it 
brought  together  a  g^at  many  people 
who  were  thoroughly  inharmonious,  and 
who  could  not  have  established  any  con- 
cert at  all.  But,  by  the  present  arrange- 
ment, it  was  evidently  intended  that  the 
agricultural  population  should  be  left  to 
itself,  and  the  urban  population  to  itself. 
He    thought    the   Oommissioners    had 
acted  with  discretion.     He  certainly  did 
feel  that  the  Metropolitan  county  ought 
to  have  had  an  addition  to  its  repre- 
sentation— ^he  should  have  liked  to  have 
seen    it    with    a    third  Member.    But 
taking  things  as  they  were,  he  thought 
no  better  apportionment  of  the  popu- 
lation could  have  been  made;  and  he 
trusted  the  Government  would  adhere 
to  the  last  scheme  of  the  Oommissioners. 
Mb.  HKALY  said,  he  did  not  care  a 
straw  about  this  division  one  way  or  the 
other.     He  was  only  sorry  that  the  Tory 
Party  had  been  played  upon  with  such 
false  hopes,  for  they  would  not  carry 
either  division — they  would  not  come 
within  a  mile  of  it.    His  only  regret 
was  that  the  Government  were  giving 
them  double  votes — one  in  the  Oity  of 
Dublin,  where  they  carried  on  business, 
and  one  in  the  country  where  they  lived. 
But  they  might  jerrymander  as  much 
as  they  pleased — ^they  could  not  carry 
the    county    of  Dublin    if  they  jerry- 
mandered ten  times  worse  than  they  had 
done.     It  was  a  sad  thing  that  the  Com- 
mittee should  now  be  taking  almost  its 
last  look  at  Gentlemen,  the  Tory  Mem- 
bers for  the  county  of  Dublin,  who  had 
so  distinguished  themselves  in  Church 
and  State.     Their  complaint  about  the 
Dublin  boundaries  was  that  a  resident 
in  Kathmines,  which  was  part  of  the 
city,  was  technically  in  the  county,  and 
thereby  acquired  a  double  vote  because 
he  carried  on  business  in  the  city.     He 
did  not  think  it  was  a  proper  thing  that 
those  people  should  have  this  advantage, 
for  they  had  no  superior  claims,  and  were 
not  entitled  to  more  consideration  than 
anybody  else.     They  were  just  ordinary 
mortals  like  other  people,  and  it  was 
hardly  fair  to  imbue  them  with  this  tre- 
mendous political  preponderance.    Al- 
though the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Government  Board 
had  declared  that  it  was  not  unusual  to 
pick  out  bits  of  urban  population  and 
form  them  into  separate  divisions,  so  far 

YOKOCXCVn.      [THIBD  SEEIB8.] 


as  Ireland  was  concerned,  this  was  the 
only  ease  in  the  entire  country  in  which 
it  had  been  done.     On  reference  to  the 
English  maps,  it  would  be  found  that 
the  case  of  Tyneside  showed  no  parity 
whatever.    He  knew  the  Tyneside  Divi- 
sion perhaps  better  than  the  right  hon. 
Baronet.  But  Northumberland  possessed 
10  Members  for  the  county,  and  that  en* 
tirely  destroyed  the  possibility  of  jerry- 
mandering   the    divisions   in  the  way 
which  had  been  done  here,  for  it  became 
absolutely    necessary  to    pick  out  the 
suburban  districts  from  the  rest.     But 
the  case  of  Dublin  was  quite  different. 
There  were  these  litlle  bits  of  villa  areas 
which  had  been  treated  by  themselves 
without  any  necessity  or  excuse  what- 
ever, and  this  was  the  only  case  in  the 
whole  country  in  which  the  thing  had 
been  done.  How  had  it  been  done  ?  He 
knew    the    hon.    Member    for  Dublin 
County  (Mr.  Ion  Hamilton)  was  at  the 
county  inquiry  ;  but  was  he  at  the  city 
inquiry?  [Mr.  Ion  Hamilton  dissented.] 
The  hon.  Gentleman  was  not  present,  so 
he  (Mr.  Healy)  would  ask  his  attention 
and  that  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  to 
what  occurred.     At  the  inquiry  for  the 
county  of  Dublin,  where  he  (Mr.  Healy) 
represented  the  National  Party,   there 
was  not  one  word  about  this  present 
proposal ;  but  next  day,  when  they  were 
holding  the  inquiry  into  the  case,  not  of 
the  county,  but  of  the  city,  a  very  dis- 
tinguished and  able  lawyer — Mr.  Jack- 
son— representing  the  Emergency  peo- 
ple, came  in  and  held  up  a  map,  and 
said  to  the  Commissioners — **  I  was  too 
late  yesterday,  I  did  not  get  my  map  pre- 
pared in  time."     (He  Mr.  Healy)  would 
not  pledge  himself  to  the  exact  excuse 
made,  but  it  was  some  excuse  of  that  kind. 
Mr.  Jackson    went   on — **  Would   you 
kindly  look  at  this  map  ? ' '  Everybody  in 
Court  roared,  it  seemed  so  extraordinary 
a  proposal.    But  that  was  the  proposal 
of  the  Government.      No  chance  was 
even    given    for  debating  it,    and  he 
thought   it    was   most   unfair    that    it 
should  have  been  adopted  by  the  Com- 
missioners.   It  was  not  a  fair  thing  to 
propose  that  scheme  on    a  day    when 
nobody  knew  that  it  would   come  on, 
and  to  adopt  it  without  discussion.     It 
was  never  supposed  that  the   city  in- 
quiry would  take  up  the  county  scheme ; 
and  when  the  map  was  handed  in,  nobody 
ever  dreamed  that  it  would  receive  any 
attention  —  the  thing  seemed  so  idiotic. 

E  ^Sixteenth  Night.'] 
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Me.  ion  HAMILTON  said,  that  was 
the  first  time  lie  had  heard  of  the  cir- 
cumstances described  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  everything  had 
occurred  just  as  he  had  stated  it ;  and 
he  asked,  when  Mr.  Jackson  handed  in 
the  scheme — ^*  Is  that  the  scheme  of  the 
Emergency  Association?"  In  other 
words,  he  made  a  joke  of  it,  for  he  did 
not  think  for  a  moment  that  it  could  be 
adopted.  But  the  Govemment  had 
adopted  it ;  and  by  so  doing  they  had 
put  another  nail  into  the  coffin  of  ascen- 
dancy in  Ireland,  because  those  things 
always  impressed  the  minds  of  the 
people  better  than  anything  else.  The 
Goyemment  were  playing  tiie  game  of 
the  Nationalists — they  could  not  do  it 
better — for  they  were  making  the  people 
believe  that  they  could  have  no  fair  play 
on  any  subject  whatsoever.  Let  the  €h>- 
vemmont  appoint  a  Oommission  on  any 
subject  whatever,  and  the  Nationalists 
were  bound  to  get  no  show  upon  it. 
The  loss  of  three  seats  was  a  small 
matter  compared  with  the  fact  which 
would  be  fixed  on  the  hearts  of  the 
people  who  were  to  be  crucified  under 
these  divisions — that,  so  far  as  the  Go- 
vernment could  manage  it,  they  had 
been  cheated  of  their  rights.  This  was 
a  matter  of  very  great  importance  to 
have  fixed  upon  the  minds  of  the  people ; 
and  he  was  sure  that  every  man  in 
the  Kingstown  Division  would  believe 
that  he  was  being  unjustly  treated — 
every  man  in  the  Northern  Division 
would  believe  that  he  had  been  juggled. 
He  congratulated  the  Government  on  the 
way  in  which  they  had  played  into  the 
hands  of  the  Nationalists.  The  loss  of 
three  or  four  seats  was  a  small  matter 
when  compared  with  the  hatred  and  con- 
tempt which  would  be  stored  up  in  the 
minds  of  the  people  of  Ireland  by  their 
conduct  on  the  Seats  BilL 

Mb.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  wished  for 
some  explanation  of  a  curious  and  re- 
markable fact.  How  in  the  world  had 
it  happened  that  the  Tory  proposidons 
in  every  borough,  whenever  Uiey  had 
made  any  proposal  to  amend  the  ori- 
ginal scheme  of  the  Commissioners,  had 
been  adopted  ?  How  had  it  happened 
that  the  moment  the  To^  and  Orange 
Party  placed  before  the  6ommissioners 
their  arguments,  schemes,  and  facts,  the 
Commissioners  were  converted,  and  all 
that  was  propoeed  was  done  ?    If  that 


had  happened  in  only  one  |or  two  cases 
it  might  be  supposed  that  it  was  the 
superior  merits  of  the  Tory  scheme  that 
went  home  to  the  hearts  of  the  Commis- 
sioners ;  but  when  it  was  found  that  the 
same  thing  had  happened  all  along  the 
line  the  matter  really  required  an  ex- 
planation. The  simple  facts,  which 
were  patent  to  every  man  who  looked 
calmly  at  them,  were  these — that  the 
first  schemes  of  the  Commissioners  were 
made  and  drawn  up  irrespective  of  Party 
considerations,  because  the  Commis- 
sioners did  not  know  the  lines  and  loca- 
tions of  the  political  Parties  in  Ireland. 
But  no  sooner  were  they  informed  by  the 
agents  of  the  Tory  Party  than  they  gave 
way  to  them.  He  had  heard  no  defence 
to  that,  and  he  wished  hon.  Members 
would  take  the  trouble  to  look  at  a  map 
of  the  county  of  Dublin,  and  at  the  ori- 
ginal and  ike  present  scheme  of  the 
Commissioners,  and  they  would  find 
that  there  was  nothing  elsewhere  to 
compare  with  the  jerrymandering  which 
had  been  going  on  in  that  county.  The 
first  proposal  made  a  somewhat  equal 
division  of  the  county,  which  was  ap- 
parent on  the  face  of  the  map ;  but  no 
sooner  did  the  Tory  gentlemen  go  before 
the  Commissioners  and  open  their  eyes 
and  show  where  the  Party  advantage 
lay  than  the  whole  scheme  was  wiw- 
drawn,  and  another  one  forming  a 
little  Tory  preserve  in  a  comer  of  the 
county  was  constructed.  That  was  mani- 
festly unfair ;  and  not  only  there,  but 
all  over  Ireland,  North  and  South, 
had  the  Commissioners  yielded  to  the 
Tory  representations,  except  in  those 
parts  where  the  Tories  had  nothing 
whatever  to  represent,  because  their 
case  was  hopdess.  Wherever  they 
could,  by  any  trick  or  stratagem,  add  to 
the  advantage  of  the  Tories  they  had 
done  BO.  They  had  gone  Ncuih,  South, 
East,  and  West  to  pick  up  bits  and 
scraps  of  territory  wherever  it  would 
suit  the  purposes  of  the  Tory  Party,  and 
had  yielded  to  the  representations  made 
to  them  in  this  unfair,  irreg^ar,  and 
improper  manner.  He  had  heard  the 
Tory  Party  jocosely  spoken  of  as  the 
stupid  Party ;  but  in  this  matter  they 
had  shown  themselves  a  very  wide-awake 
Party  indeed.  No  doubt  it  was  very 
right  and  proper  on  their  part  so  to  do ; 
but  what  right  had  the  Commissioners 
or  the  GoTemment  to  play  into  the  hands 
of  thoae  gentlemen,  and  to  make  them- 
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selves  politioal  partizans  ?  They  had  a 
certain  line  of  instructions;  but  they 
evaded  them  and  did  not  abide  by  them, 
and  they  had  strained  everything  in 
order  to  concede  all  that  those  Tory 
gentlemen  could  possibly  demand.  There 
was  only  one  instance  in  Ireland  in 
which  they  had  not  conceded  everything 
that  the  Chrange  and  Tory  Party  asked 
for.  But  the  whole  of  this  debate  was  a 
sham.  What  was  the  use  of  argument  ? 
All  that  the  Nationalist  Party  could  do 
was  to  make  a  protest.  As  to  any  effect 
upon  this  Committee,  they  did  not  ex- 
pect to  produce  any.  The  Committee 
were  nominally  free  to  do  as  they  liked, 
but  practically  the  whole  thing  had  been 
settled — the  bargain  had  been  made, 
and  he  and  his  Friends  were  only  talk- 
ing to  the  empty  air,  because  freedom 
of  discussion  in  this  instance  was  only  a 
sham  and  a  farce.  Nothing  was  to  be 
liad  from  it  except  the  gratification  of 
showing  that  they  understood  the 
game,  and  complained  of  it  to  the 
people  of  Ireland,  who  also  imderstood 
the  whole  matter,  and  who  would,  at 
the  Qeneral  Election,  show  their  appre- 
ciation of  the  scandalous  way  in  which 
they  had  been  treated. 

Mb.  PLUNKET  said,  he  thought  it 
only  fair,  after  what  had  been  said  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  hadjust  sat  down 
about  this  being  an  attempt  to  play  into 
the  hands  of  the  Tories  and  Orangemen, 
that  he  should  say  a  word  or  two  upon 
that  charge.  He  could  speak  of  one 
gentleman  who  took  a  principal  part  in 
this  inquiry — Mr.  Pjers  White,  one  of 
the  most  distinguished  Queen's  Counsel 
at  present  at  the  Irish  Bar,  a  Bom  an 
Catholic  in  religion,  and  a  gentleman 
who  had  been  all  his  life  a  decided 
Liberal  in  politics.  [Several  hon.  Mem- 
bers :  No,  no !]  He  begged  pardon  of 
hon.  Members  who  denied  that  state- 
ment. He  was  sorry  to  say  that  his 
public  life  had  been  much  longer  than 
that  of  some  of  them  ;  and  he  could  state 
of  his  own  knowledge  that  Mr.  Piers 
White  had  always  been  a  decided  Liberal 
in  politics  as  well  as  a  Boman  Catholic. 
Therefore,  he  said  that,  so  far  as  he 
was  concerned,  it  was  absurd  to  charge 
against  him  any  connection  with  the 
Orange  Tory  faction.  He  had  lived  at 
Kingstown  all  his  life,  and  knew  every 
inch  of  the  district  as  well  as  he  knew 
the  interior  of  that  House,  and  he  would 
state  to  the  Committee  what  was  really 


the  condition  of  the  problem.  It  was 
perfectly  true  that  if  they  looked  at  the 
map  of  the  county  as  it  had  been  left  by 
the  decision  of  the  Commissioners,  they 
would  see  that  the  Kingstown  Division, 
or,  as  it  was  to  be  called  in  the  future, 
the  Southern  Division  of  the  county, 
was  contained  within  very  narrow  limits. 
That  was  true.  It  was  the  South- 
Eastern  corner  of  the  county.  It  con- 
tained a  population  of  72,000,  and  the 
division,  so  far  as  the  rest  of  the  county 
was  concerned,  was  exactly  equal ;  but 
it  was  almost  impossible  for  the  Com- 
missioners to  avoid  making  one  a  very 
small  division  and  the  other  a  large  one. 
It  would  have  been  impossible  to  avoid 
some  such  division  as  that  which  had 
been  chosen.  Why  was  it  that  the  Com- 
missioners had  chosen  this  particular 
way  of  producing  the  inequality  of 
population  ?  It  was  because  they  were 
instructed,  rightly  or  wrongly,  to  have 
regard  to  the  pursuits  of  the  people. 
All  those  who  lived  in  the  South- 
Eastem  District  had  the  same  pursuits. 
[Mr.  Sbxton:  What  are  they?]  A 
certain  number  of  them  were  profes- 
sional men,  some  were  landlords,  and 
some  were  merchants.  At  any  rate, 
they  were  all  of  the  same  avenue  of  life, 
so  to  speak.  With  regard  to  the  rest  of 
the  county,  it  had  a  much  more  rural 
population.  He  knew  there  would  be 
some  voters  in  the  South-Eastern  Dis- 
trict who  would  be  what  they  might  call 
thoroughly  agricultural  people — rural 
people,  in  the  ordinary  sense — just  as 
in  Youghal  or  Balbriggan  they  would 
have  a  certain  number  of  urban  resi- 
dents. It  was  obvious  to  everyone  who 
knew  the  county  that,  in  the  course  the 
Commissioners  had  adopted,  they  had 
done  their  best  to  carry  out  their  In- 
structions. It  was  true  that  the  Bal- 
briggan District  was  much  larger  and 
much  more  sparsely  populated.  He 
should  not  have  thought  it  necessary 
to  intrude  in  the  debate  if  it  had  not 
been  for  the  charge  of  parti zan ship 
advanced  against  the  Commissioners, 
which,  60  far  as  the  gentleman  of  whom 
he  had  been  speaking  was  concerned, 
was  as  baseless  as  it  could  be. 

Mr.  JOHN  BEDMOND  said,  that  he 
must  say  he  failed  to  see  the  applicability 
of  the  remarks  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down  with  reference  to  one  of  these  Com- 
missioners.     After    all,   what  did  the 
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statement  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  amount  to  ?  He  told  them 
that  Mr.  Piers  White  was  an  intimate 
friend  of  his  own.  That  was,  no  doubt, 
a  testimony  to  the  character  of  Mr. 
White ;  but  it  did  not  affect  the  ques- 
tion at  all.  Then  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  told  them  that  Mr. 
Piers  White  was  a  Boman  Catholic  and 
a  Liberal.  How,  in  the  name  of  good- 
ness, did  that  contravene  the  contention 
of  the  Irish  Members  ?  Their  contention 
was  that  this  jerrymandering  had  been 
carried  on  with  the  consent  of  the  Libe- 
ral Government  as  a  part  of  a  bargain 
which  they  had  made  with  the  Tories. 
\A  laughJ^  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  laughed.  It  was  easy  to  do 
that ;  but  no  one  knew  better  than  he 
did  what  the  full  extent  of  that  bargain 
between  the  two  great  English  Parties 
really  was.  No  one  knew  better  than 
he  that  a  large  part  of  that  bargain  was 
based  upon  a  certain  arrangement  being 
made  in  Ireland,  so  as  to  facilitate  the 
return  of  Tory  Members  in  certain  cases 
where,  if  the  rules  of  fairness  had  been 
observed,  those  Members  would  have 
had  no  chance.  So  that  the  fact  of  Mr. 
Piers  White  being  a  Liberal  in  no  way 
exonerated  him  from  the  blame  which 
the  Irish  Members  justly  attached  to 
him  for  carrying  on  a  policy  of  conced- 
ing what  he  could  to  the  demands  of 
the  Liberal  Party.  The  excuse  which 
had  been  repeatedly  put  forward  for  the 
Commissioners,  that  they  had  made  their 
division  in  order  to  keep  together  as  far 
as  possible  those  engaged  in  the  same 
pursuits,  did  not,  to  his  mind,  apply  to 
this  case  at  all.  It  was  absurd  to  talk 
of  one  of  those  divisions,  the  smaller 
one,  as  being  in  an  urban  part  of  the 
county,  and  the  other  being  in  an  agri- 
cultural part.  The  Northern  Division 
was  not  an  agricultural  division.  As 
had  been  pointed  out,  it  included  a 
number  of  suburban  districts,  such  as 
Malahide,  Swords,  and  Skerries,  to  the 
North  of  Dublin.  That  was  no  more 
agricultural  in  reality  than  the  Southern 
District.  This  was  almost  the  first  time 
that  he  (Mr.  J.  Bedmond)  had  taken 
part  in  any  of  these  discussions.  He 
had  listened  most  attentively  to  almost 
all  of  them,  and  had  certainly  brought 
to  bear  upon  the  subject  a  thoroughly 
impartial  mind.  He  had  been  impressed 
night  after  night,  more  and  more,  with 
the  conviction  that  these  Commissioners 

Mr,  John  Redmond 


had  acted  unfairly  in  forming  these  divi- 
sions in  Ireland,  and  that  they  had  acted 
unfairly  with  deliberation.  He  agreed 
with  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy)  when  he  said 
that  after  all,  though  the  Nationalists 
might  lose  some  seats  through  this 
jerrymandering,  they  would  yet  have 
substantial  consolation  in  the  knowledge 
that  the  more  such  jerrymandering  went 
on,  and  the  more  instances  were  recorded 
of  the  influence  upon  popular  represen- 
tation of  the  English  Government  in  Ire- 
land, the  stronger  would  the  National 
cause  become,  and  the  more  inevitable 
would  be  the  failure  of  that  power  which 
had  been  from  the  very  commencement, 
and  which  was  that  day  in  Ireland, 
founded  on  injustice  and  trickery. 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  said,  that 
what  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  just  said 
showed  the  tone  that  had  been  adopted 
by  hon.  Members  below  the  Gangpnray. 
The  hon.  Member  presumed  upon  a 
geographical  ignorance  on  the  part  of 
English  Members  when  he  tried  to  im- 
press upon  them  that  a  large  population 
had  been  included  in  the  Northern  Di- 
vision. The  hon.  Member  said  that  the 
Balbriggan  Division  was  not  a  rural 
constituency  at  all,  and  that  it  included 
such  important  places  as  Skerries  and 
Swords.  Well,  he  (Colonel  King-Har- 
man)  should  like  to  ask  how  many 
people  were  included  in  that  way  ? 
Those  places  were  nothing  but  wretched 
villages,    as    the    hon.    Member    well 

know 

Mb.  JOHN  BEDMOND  said,  he  men- 
tioned other  instances.  He  did  not  men- 
tion those  two  alone. 

Colonel  KING-HABMAN  said,  that 
Malahide  was  the  other — a  town  which 
in  the  summer  season  contained  a  cer- 
tain population  who  went  down  for  the 
sea-bathing.  At  other  times  the  place 
could  hardly  be  called  a  town  at  all, 
certainly  not  a  town  of  any  importance. 
With  regard  to  other  towns  which  had 
been  mentioned  in  the  course  of  the  de- 
bate, they  could  be  easily  disposed  of. 
The  first  Amendment  moved  as  to  County 
Dublin  constituency  was  moved  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton), 
who  preferred  that  the  name  **  North 
Dublin ''  should  be  used  instead  of  Bal- 
briggan, and  yet  he  wished  to  see  a  part 
of  the  county  included  in  the  Southern 
Division. 
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Me.  sexton  said,  he  had  never 
made  any  attempt  of  that  kind  at  all. 

Colonel  KING-HAEMAN  said,  he 
did  not  say  that  the  hon.  Member  had 
made  any  attemjit  in  the  matter ;  but  he 
had  moved  that  Balbriggan  should  be 
called  North  Dublin,  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr. 
Healy)  had  complained  that  townships 
included  in  the  North  should  be  included 
in  the  South  Dublin  Division.  It  was 
impossible  to  separate  the  language  of 
one  hon.  Member  from  that  of  the 
other.  Then  the  hon.  Member  for 
Westmeath  (Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan),  in 
common  with  other  hon.  Members, 
spoke  a  great  deal  about  the  Orange 
Tory  Party.  They  had  spoken  about 
the  collapse  of  the  Government,  and  of 
the  surrender  of  the  Government  to  the 
Tory  Party.  It  was  said  that  these  de- 
mands were  made  by  the  Orange  Tory 
Party,  and  no  one  but  the  Orange  Tory 
Party,  whoever  those  unfortunate  people 
were,  had  anything  to  do  with  it,  and 
that  a  shrinking  and  trembling  English 
Government  had  had  to  give  in  to  that 
Party.  The  remarks  to  which  he  was 
referring  were  equally  correct  with  the 
statement  which  he  was  sure  was  not 
made  with  an  intention  to  mislead  the 
Ck>mmittee,  but  which  would  mislead 
the  Committee — ^namely ,  that  a  certain 
scheme  had  been  put  forward  by  the 
solicitor  to  the  Emergency  Committee. 
Hon.  Members  would  lead  the  Commit- 
tee to  imagine  that  this  Emergency 
Committee  was  a  body  of  men  banded 
together  for  the  suppression  of  all  Ire- 
land ;  and  certain  hon.  Members  below 
the  Gangway  especially  would  have  it 
thought  ^at  those  people  had  employed 
some  diabolic  firebrand  for  the  purpose 
of  blowing  from  the  breach  certain  gen- 
tlemen, and  misleading  the  Commis- 
sioners, and  bringing  in  some  dreadful 
scheme.  But  it  happened  that  the 
emergency  Committee  had  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  the  county  of  Dub- 
lin as  a  political  body,  and  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  any  of  the  schemes 
which  had  been  put  before  the  Commis- 
sion. He  was  absent  from  Ireland  at 
the  time,  but  he  believed  it  was  a  fact 
that  the  solicitors  to  the  Emergency 
Committee  did  instruct,  on  behalf  of 
certain  ratepayers  who  were  not  in  any 
way  connected  with  the  Committee,  and 
who,  to  the  best  of  his  belief,  were  not 
subscribers  to  the  Committee,  and  never 


had  been — did  instruct  Mr.  Jackson  to 
bring  in  a  certain  scheme  ;  but  the  fact 
that  he  happened  to  be  a  solicitor  to  the 
Emergency  Committee  was  taken  hold 
of  by  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gang- 
way, and  the  scheme  was  put  before  the 
Committee  as  being  that  of  the  Emer- 
gency Committee,  whereas  that  Com- 
mittee had  had  nothing  whatever  to  do 
with  it.  That  was  an  instance  of  the 
manner  in  which  hon.  Gentlemen  below 
the  Gangway  strove  by  innuendo  to  mis- 
lead the  Committee  as  to  what  was  being 
done  by  the  Orange  Tory  Party  and 
the  Emergency  Committee — GenUemen 
who  did  not  happen  to  agree  with 
him  (Colonel  King-Harman)  in  poli- 
tics. He  did  not  think  that  the  state- 
ment's of  those  hon.  Gentlemen  below 
the  Gangway  deserved  much  reply,  be- 
cause their  statements  were  not  argu- 
ments. He  merely  wished  to  point  out 
that  their  innuendoes  about  the  Orange 
Tory  Party  were  a  sort  of  bluster,  to 
give  the  Committee  a  wrong  idea,  to 
impress  upon  the  Committee  that  the 
Qommissioners  had  either  been  Orange 
Tories  themselves,  or  fools  enough  to 
be  misled  or  coerced  by  them.  He  knew 
something  about  the  solicitors  to  the 
Emergency  Committee,  and  he  was 
aware  that  they  had  submitted  a  scheme 
totally  different  from  the  one  propounded 
by  Mr.  Jackson,  and  who  would  have 
brought  before  the  Commissioners  a 
scheme  to  which  he  (Colonel  King- 
Harman)  could  have  consented.  [Mr. 
Healt  :  What  was  it  ?]  It  was  one 
that  would  not  have  improved  his 
(Colonel  King-Harman's)  position  in 
the  county  of  Dublin. 

Mr.  GEAY  said,  that  he  did  not 
think  that,  under  all  the  circumstances, 
even  the  indignation  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down  would  have  supported  his  posi- 
tion in  the  county  of  Dublin  very  ma- 
terially. That  position  was  so  strong 
and  so  unassailable  at  present  that  it 
did  not  require  that  to  strengthen  it. 
He  took  it  that  if  any  doubt  existed  in 
the  minds  of  the  Committee  as  to  the 
connection  between  the  Orange  Tory 
Party  and  the  scheme  which  was  put 
forward  by  Mr.  Jackson,  solicitor  to  the 
Emergency  Committee,  and  adopted  by 
the  Commissioners,  that  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  had  com- 
pletely set  all  doubt  in  that  respect  at 
rest. 

[^Sixteenth  Night."] 
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Colonel  KING-HARMAN  :  I  never 
saw  the  scheme  in  my  life  until  now. 

Mr.  GRAY:  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  has  satisfied  us  on  that  head, 
and  has  told  us  what  the  scheme  is. 

Colonel  KING-  H  ARMAN :  I  did  not. 

Mr.  HEALY:  What  do  you  know 
about  it  ? 

Mr.  gray  :  He  told  us  that  an 
orif2^nal  scheme  had  been  propounded. 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN :  I  rise  to 
explain.  What  I  said  was,  that  I  knew, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  what  the  scheme 
propounded  by  the  two  gentlemen,  the 
solicitors  to  the  Emergency  Committee, 
happened  to  be.  Whether  they  pro- 
pounded that  scheme  or  not  before  the 
Commissioners  I  cannot  say.  I  do  not 
know  whether  that  was  the  original 
scheme,  and  I  never  saw  it  before  two 
days  ago. 

Mr.  gray  :  That  was  what  I  said. 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN:  You 
said  the  original  scheme. 

Mr.  gray  :  That  is  now  one  of  the 
amended  schemes  that  they  adopted  on 
further  consideration. 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN :  No. 

Mr.  gray  said,  that  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  acknowledged  that  they 
were  the  same  people ;  but  his  contention 
was  that  their  two  capacities  had  no 
connection  whatever.  He  (Mr.  Ghray) 
took  it  that  innuendo  was  not  required 
under  any  circumstances,  and  that  as- 
sertion must  take  the  place  of  innuendo. 
He  was  satisfied  that  those  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  had  listened  to  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  had 
had  all  the  doubts  in  their  minds  now 
set  at  rest.  The  senior  Member  for  the 
county  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Ion  Hamilton) 
in  his  speech  had  said  that  he  was  sorry 
that  three  Members  had  not  been  given 
to  the  county  of  Dublin ;  and  he  (Mr. 
Gray)  quite  agreed  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber that  in  view  of  the  population  very 
nearly  approaching  to  the  number  which 
would  have  secured  three  seats  in  the 
scheme,  and  in  view  of  the  character  of 
the  Metropolitan  county,  that  three 
Members  might  very  well  have  been 
given  to  it.  But  what  was  the  nature 
of  the  scheme  as  it  stood  ?  The  real 
effect  of  it  was  to  give  to  the  county 
only  one  Member.  The  arrangement 
which  had  now  been  adopted  for  the 
Southern  Division — what  was  called  the 
Kingstown  Division — ^he  did  not  know 
what  its  ultimate  name  would  be — did 


not  look  like  a  division  of  the  county  at 
all.  It  was  simply  a  group  of  boroughs. 
The  Committee  had  decided  that  they 
would  not  adopt  the  system  of  grouping 
boroughs,  the  Government  having  said 
that  their  experience  of  it  led  them  to 
conclude  that  it  was  not  desirable.  The 
Committee  were  of  opinion  that  it  was 
an  arrangement  they  should  not  attempt 
to  adopt ;  but  in  the  present  case  they 
had  grouped  certain  boroughs  under  the 
name  of  a  county  constituency,  and  given 
to  Dublin  County  one  Member.  No 
one  oould  contend  for  a  moment  that 
the  Kingstown  Division,  with  Blackrock 
and  Rathmines  included  in  it — no  one 
could  conclude  that  the  legitimate  and 
proper  name  for  such  a  division  could 
be  other  than  "  Kingstown,"  "  Black- 
rook,"  or  "Rathmines."  It  was  not  a 
county  division  at  all.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Plunket) 
had  said  that,  in  order  to  comply  with 
the  requirements  of  the  directions  given 
to  the  Commissioners  to  secure  equal 
population,  it  was  almost  impossible  to 
adopt  any  scheme  but  that  which  was 
now  before  the  Committee.  Well,  how 
was  it  that  the  Commissioners  had,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  adopted  a  totally  different 
scheme?  Remember,  they  were  not 
promulgating  a  scheme  of  their  own. 
They  said  that  the  original  scheme  of 
the  Commissioners  was  the  better  of  the 
two— namely,  the  scheme  which  divided 
the  county — ^he  did  not  say  into  abso- 
lutely equal  divisions,  but  into  practi- 
cally equal  divisions.  It  woula  have 
given  two  constituencies  to  the  county 
of  Dublin.  What  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  thought  was  out  of  the 
question  in  regard  to  forming  two  equal 
divisions  was  actually  done  until  this 
solicitor — whether  he  was  a  Tory  solicitor 
or  a  solicitor  for  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  did  not  matter  —  came  in 
with  his  pet  scheme.  When  this  pet 
scheme  was  brought  forward  the  Com- 
missioners adopted  it  right  off.  He  (Mr. 
Gray)  felt  the  hopelessness  of  arguing 
this  question.  They  all  knew,  of  course, 
that  the  Government  were  not  going  to 
modify  the  scheme  in  any  way ;  but  let 
them,  at  any  rate,  have  the  effects  of  it 
put  plainly  before  the  Committee.  What 
it  would  really  do  was  this — ^No  matter 
what  the  political  character  of  hon.  Gren- 
tlemen  who  were  returned  to  that  Hoase 
for  the  Kingstown  Division  might  be» 
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he  would  not  in  any  sense  be  a  County 
Member.  He  would  be  a  Metropolitan 
Member.  Tbis  diyision,  witb  its  large 
number  of  inbabitants,  would,  to  a]l 
intents  and  purposes,  have  a  single 
County  Member  representing  it.  If  tbe 
Gk)yemment  had  intended  to  do  tbat  it 
would  have  (been  better  to  have  made 
this  division  the  borough  of  Kingstown. 
He  could  then  have  understood  what  it 
meant.  If  it  had  been  proposed  to  asso- 
ciate a  Member  withKingstown — ^Kings- 
town having  certain  townships  added  to 
it  to  bring  the  population  up  to  the  re- 
quired number — everything  would  have 
been  above-board ;  but  if  that  had  been 
done  it  would  have  then  been  impos- 
sible to  resist  the  claim  of  Dublin 
County  for  another  Member.  He  thought 
the  scheme  of  the  Government  was  ob- 
jectionable, and  that  if  the  Committee 
were  left  to  form  a  free  decision  upon 
the  matter,  they  would  be  likely  to  go 
back  to  the  original  scheme  of  the  Com- 
missioners. He  would  urge  all  who 
could  possibly  do  so  to  protest  against 
the  proposal  of  the  Government.  It  was 
only  necessary  to  glance  at  the  matter 
to  see  its  absurdity ;  and  it  only  required 
the  slightest  knowledge  of  the  neigh- 
bourhood and  of  the  character  of  the 
constituency  to  convince  anyone  that 
what  he  (Mr.  Ghray)  stated  was  really  a 
fact.  The  Government  had  practically 
manufactured  a  borough  constituency 
out  of  one  comer  of  Dublin  County;  and 
anyone  who  had  the  slightest  knowledge 
of  the  neighbourhood  could  see  that  the 
scheme  practically  left  only  one  County 
Member  for  Dublin. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  was 
sure,  from  the  character  of  the  speech 
they  had  heard  from  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman   the  Member   for   the 
county  of  Dublin(Colonel  King-Harman), 
it  would  be  easily  understood  with  what 
joy  they     all    welcomed     his    coming 
amongst  them  in  that  House.    The  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  had  spoken  with  a 
certain  amount  of  heat.     In  fact,  to  say 
that  he  had  spoken  was  to  imply  that 
he  had  spoken  with  a  certain  amount  of 
heat     With  regard    to  the  statement 
made  as  to  the  Emergency  men,  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member    had  thought  it 
necessaiy  to  repudiate  it  very  warmly. 
Sorely  the  hon.  and    gallant  Member 
Tepresented  the  whole  of  the  Irish  people 
on  this  matter.      He   (Mr.    O'Connor) 
had  listened  with  great  interest  to  the 


speech   of  tbe  senior  Member  for  the 
University   of  Dublin    (Mr.   Plunket) ; 
and  he  was  surer^no  better  case  could  be 
made  out  for  the  proposal  of  the  Com- 
missioners than  had  been  made  out  in 
that  speech.     The  case  was  a  bad  one ; 
but  to  his  mind  it  had  been  made  out  by 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
as  well  as  it  was  possible  to  make  it  out. 
What  did  the  case  amount  to?     The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
said  that  the  people  in  this  Kingstown 
Division  were  all  of  similar  pursuits. 
Well,  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton),  who  had  rather 
a  Socratic  method  of  dealing  with  falla- 
cies, had  interjected  a  question  to  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  as  to 
what  were  the  similarities  of  pursuit, 
and  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man had  said — "  Oh,  some  are  profes- 
sional men,  some  are  landlords,  and  some 
are  merchants."    Well,  he  (Mr.  O'Con- 
nor) had  yet  to  learn  that  in  Ireland 
persons  who    belonged  to  the  trading 
classes  were  persons  in  a  similar  class  of 
life  to  the  landed  aristocracy.    He  knew 
that  in  England  nothing  would  be  more 
resented  by  the  county  families  than 
the  insinuation  that  they  belonged  to 
the    same    class    as    the    xmfortunate 
wretches  who  got  their)  living  by  trade. 
If  a  clear  distinction  between  the  county 
gentry  and  tradespeople  had  been  dis- 
tinctly kept  in  England,  d  fortiori  it  had 
been    maintained    with    much   greater 
clearness  in  Ireland,  where  the  landed 
aristocracy  had  such  a  high  regard  for 
the  privileges  of  caste.    The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  meant,  no 
doubt,  that  there  were  large  classes  of 
persons  who  had  their  business  or  occu- 
pation in  other  parts  of  the  county,  and 
went  out  to  Kingstown  for  private  resi- 
dence. But  let  them  examine  that  state- 
ment for  a  moment.  He  knew  very  well 
that  it  was  a  habit  of  very  many  people 
in  Dublin  who  pursued  their  trades  in 
the  city  to  spend  their  nights  outside  the 
city.    In  fact,  when  an  unfortunate  per- 
son like  himself  went  over  to  Dublin, 
the  first  thing  he  noticed  was  the  facility 
which  the  people  of  Dublin  enjoyed  for 
getting  out  of  the  smoke  and  turmoil  of 
Qie  city,  by  paying  a  small  fare  and 
taking  a  short  railway  journey  to  the 
sea  or  into  the  country.     He  would  call 
the  attention  of  those  familiar  with  the 
county  of  Dublin,  or  that  part  imme- 
diately adjacent  to  Dublin,  to  the  fact 
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that  Kingstown  was  only  one  of  many 
places  outside  Dublin  which,  the  citizens 
resorted  to  for  their  residences.     Some 
went  to  Clontarf,  some  to  Drumcondra, 
some   to  Howth.     In  fact,  Kingstown, 
Blackrock,  and  Bray  were  only  some 
three,  with  a  dozen  or  score  of  health 
and   seaside    and    country    resorts,    to 
which  the  citizens  of  Dublin  were  ac- 
customed to  go    for  their    residences. 
Another  argument  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  was  that  the  popula- 
tions of  the  two  divisions  were  closely 
alike  in  numbers.     So  they  were.     In 
the    Balbriggan    Division    there    were 
72,992,  while  in  the  Kingstown  Divi- 
sion there  were  72,636.     No  doubt,  as 
far  as  the  equalization  of  the  population 
was  concerned,  the  present  scheme  was 
as  good  a  one  as  could  be  devised ;  but 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
forgot  to  inform  the  Committee  of  the 
most  important  fact  that  the  original 
scheme  of  the  Boundary  Commissioners 
approached  as  nearly  as  this  final  scheme 
of  theirs  to  that  desirable  and  necessary 
equalization  of  population.      The  fact 
that  the  Boundary  Commissioners  them- 
selves put  forward  the  original  scheme 
showed  that  they  thought  that  an  equali- 
zation of  population  was  fairly  reached. 
He  had  not  the  exact  numbers  by  him 
at  the  present  moment;   but  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sex- 
ton) informed  him  that  the  difference 
between  the  populations  of  the  two  dis- 
tricts in  the  original  scheme  was  only 
700.     The  difference  in  the  population 
in  the  present  scheme  was  354 ;  in  other 
words  the  two  schemes  w'ere  alike  in 
this — that  the  Boundary  Commissioners 
were  able  to  reach  a  degree  of  equali- 
zation in    population  which  was    un- 
paralleled in  any  of  the  divisions  of  any 
other  county  in  any  of  the  three  coun- 
tries.  Now,  wherein  did  the  old  scheme 
differ  from  the  new  one?     His  hon. 
Priend  the  Member  for  County  Carlow 
(Mr.  Ghray),  whose  acquaintance  with 
County  Dubhn  was  not  surpassed  by 
any  Member  of  the    Committee,   had 
pointed  out  the  very  important  fact  that 
the  scheme  with  which  they  were  now 
dealing   was  one  not  for   giving  two 
county  Members  to  the  county  of  Dub- 
lin, but  practically  one  for  the  enfran- 
chisement of  the  town  of  Kingstown. 
The    enfranchisement    of    Kinestown 
might  or  might  not  be  a  desirable  pro- 
posal ;  if  the  proposal  were  put  to  the 

Mr.  T.P.  O'Connor 


Committee  the  Committee  would  deal 
with  it  on  its  merits,  and  he  had  no 
doubt  hon.  Members  sitting  above  the 
Gangway  would  find  many  good  reasons 
in  favour  of  it.  But  it  was  not  exactly 
the  enfranchisement  of  Kingstown  that 
had  been  secured  by  this  scheme,  be- 
cause Bathmines  had  been  torn  from 
the  bosom  of  the  city  to  which  it  be- 
longed, and  had  been,  so  to  speak,  pitch- 
forked to  Kingstown.  Bathmines  had 
a  greater  population  than  Kingstown, 
and  therefore  the  present  scheme  might 
fairly  be  described  as  one  for  the  enfran- 
chisement of  the  town  of  Kingstown, 
which  might  be  called  Bathmines-cum- 
Kingstown.  That,  again,  he  maintained 
was  a  proposition  which  could  have  been 
fairly  discussed  on  its  merits.  Some  of 
them  would  have  objected  to  the  ugli- 
ness of  the  name,  and  some  of  them 
would  say  that  Bathmines,  which  to  all 
intents  and  purposes  belonged  to  Dub- 
lin, should  not  be  separated  from  that 
city,  and  be  hung  on  to  another  town 
which  was  seven  miles  distant.  The 
present  proposal  was  one  for  the  enfran- 
chisement of  a  constituency  which  he 
would  call  Bathmines-cum-Kingstown ; 
in  other  words  it  was  a  proposal  for  the 
grouping  of  boroughs  of  different  cha- 
racter, a  system  to  which  all  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Gt>vernment  concerned  in 
this  Bill  had  declared  their  inveterate 
hostility.  In  one  of  the  first  speeches 
which  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  made 
upon  the  Bill,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
declared  that  the  Gt)vernment  were  dis- 
tinctly unfavourable  to  the  principle  of 
grouping  of  boroughs ;  he  said  that  the 

Elan  had  been  tried  in  former  Bedistri- 
ution  Bills,  and  it  had  not  been  very 
successful  in  its  results,  and  that  while 
the  Government  might  be  disposed  under 
the  stress  of  circumstances  to  permit  ex- 
isting groups  to  remain,  they  had  no  in- 
tention whatever  to  make  additions  to 
that  anomalous  and  unsatisfactory  state 
of  things.  When  the  right  hon.  G^- 
tleman  said  that  he  had  not  the  case  of 
Coimty  Dublin  in  his  mind,  he  could 
scarcely  have  contemplated  being  called 
upon  at  a  later  period  of  the  Bill  to 
stand  up  and  defend  a  scheme  which 
really  amounted  to  a  grouping  of  dif- 
ferent boroughs  in  one  constituency. 
No  doubt,  he  (Mr.  O'Connor)  and  his 
hon.  Friends  were  speaking  against  « 
foregone  conclusion ;    but  they  might 
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console  themselTes  with  the  reflection 
that  they  had  obtained  a  moral  victory. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  that  this  was  a 
matter  in  which  the  Tory  Party  were 
quite  as  much  interested  as  he  and  his 
hoD.  Friends.  He  asked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Postmaster  General  (Mr. 
8haw  Lefevre)  to  consider  for  a  moment 
the  figures  in  this  case.  Armagh,  as  he 
had  said,  was  the  only  constituency  in 
Ireland  which  was  to  have  three  Mem- 
bers. In  1841,  Armagh  had  a  popula- 
tion of  231,000;  in  1861,  180,000;  in 
1871,  179,000;  and  in  1881,  160,000— 
a  sinking  population  all  the  time.  What 
was  the  case  with  regard  to  Dublin  ?  In 
1S41,  Dublin  County  had  a  population 
of  140,000;  in  1861,  155,000;  in  1871, 
158,000;  and  in  1881,  170,000— arising 
population  all  the  time.  Now,  that  was 
a  yeiy  important  fact ;  and  he  asked  the 
GoTemment  whether,  as  the  Armagh 
population  was  always  falling  and  it 
had  three  Bepresentatives,  and  the 
Dublin  population  was  always  rising 
and  it  bad  only  two  Members,  he  and 
his  hon.  Friends  were  not  entitled  to 
some  reconsideration  of  the  matter  ?  Of 
course,  if  the  Bill  passed  in  its  present 
cast-iron  form  they  would  be  unable  to 
get  redress  when  the  population  of  one 
county  very  much  exceeded  that  of  the 
other.  The  Tories  were  interested  in 
this  matter,  for  he  imagined  that  out 
of  the  three  Members  they  would  cer- 
tainly be  entitled  to  one,  whereas  out 
of  the  two  Members  they  would  not  get 
one.  When  the  Irish  Land  Act  was 
under  consideration  the  Government 
were  willing  to  accept  a  proposal 
that  at  the  end  of  seven  years  a  Com- 
xniasion  should  issue  for  the  purpose  of 
taking  facts  into  consideration  as  to  the 
continuance  of  the  Land  Commission; 
and  he  thought  it  would  be  well  on  Be- 
port,  if  the  Government  were  unable  to 
do  so  now,  to  consider  whether  a  Com- 
mission should  issue  in  five  or  six  years' 
time  to  re- adjust  the  relative  represen- 
tation of  the  counties  of  Armagh  and 
Dublin.  This  was  not  a  small  matter. 
The  population  of  the  Metropolitan 
county  in  any  country  would  always 
rise,  whereas  a  rustic  population  like 
that  of  Armagh  would  in  Ireland  be  found 
to  decrease.  There  was  more  emigra- 
tion from  Ulster  than  from  any  other 
Province  in  Ireland.  The  population 
of  County  Dublin  had  increased  30 
or  40  per  cent  in  the    same    nimiber 


of  years.  Now,  if  this  Bill  was  to  last 
jor  20  or  30  years,  the  population  of 
County  Dublin  would  in  all  probability 
by  the  end  of  that  time  have  reached 
250,000.  The  population  of  Armagh, 
however,  would  have  sunk  to  perhaps 
120,000  or  130,000 ;  and  still,  by  reason 
of  the  fact  that  there  was  no  ad- 
justable principle  in  the  Bill,  Armagh 
would  have  three  Members  and  Dub- 
lin would  only  have  two.  An  addi- 
tional reason  why  a  reconsideration  in 
this  matter  should  take  place  was  that 
Dublin  City  had  been  very  badly  treated. 
He  would  be  quite  content  to  leave  it  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  say  that  when 
Armagh  had  sank  to  a  lower  popidation 
than  Dublin  a  Commission  should  issue 
to  adjust  the  representation.  This  was 
not  a  matter  upon  which  there  could  be 
any  political  feeling,  because  he  had  no 
doubt  that  in  course  of  time  the  Na- 
tionalists would  be  able  to  win  two  of  the 
three  seats  in  Armagh.  Catholics  were 
gradually  gaining  the  North  of  Ireland, 
and  in  a  short  time  they  would  equal, 
if  not  exceed,  the  Protestants.  Anyone 
who  knew  the  North  of  Ireland  knew 
that  in  certain  counties  when  there  was 
a  farm  for  sale  a  Catholic  always  stepped 
in  and  bought  it,  while  the  emigration 
amongst  Protestants  was  a  higher  per- 
centage. In  consequence  of  that  there 
would,  in  course  of  time,  be  a  much  larger 
Catholic  population  than  there  was  now. 
He  hoped  the  Postmaster  General  would 
be  able  to  see  his  way  to  provide  that 
in  a  given  time  there  should  be  a  re- 
consideration of  the  representation  al- 
lotted to  the  counties  of  Armagh  and 
Dublin. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVBE  said,  that 
the  question  of  a  third  Member  for 
County  Dublin  had  been  discussed 
several  times. 

Mr.  HEALY  :  Not  in  relation  to  this 
particular  point. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVBE:  No;  in 
relation  to  the  general  subject.  But  it 
had  never  been  stated  where  the  addi- 
tional Member  was  to  come  from. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  understood  him  pro- 
perly. What  he  asked  was  that  a  pro- 
vision should  be  put  in  the  Bill  by 
which,  when  the  population  of  Armagh 
sank  below  that  of  Dublin,  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  should  have  power  by  Com- 
mission to  allot  the  third  Member  from 
Armagh  to  Dublin. 

\_SUteenth  Night, "] 
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Me.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  said,  lie 
quite  understood  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member.  The  proposal  was  that  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  or  some  other  autho- 
rity should  have  the  power  when,  as  it 
was  expected  it  would,  the  population 
of  the  county  of  Dublin  became  greater 
than  that  of  the  county  of  Armagh,  to 
give  to  County  Dublin  the  third  Member 
now  allotted  to  County  Armagh.  Such 
a  proposal  seemed  to  him  (Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre)  to  introduce  a  very  extraordi- 
nary principle,  one  which,  if  adopted  in 
the  case  of  Dublin,  would  be  claimed 
for  a  great  many  other  constituencies 
with  an  increasing  population.  The 
principle  was  one  which  he  was  per- 
suaded the  Committee  would  not  accede 
to.  The  fact  was  that  the  Members  had 
been  allotted  to  the  various  counties 
upon  the  Census  of  1881,  and  quite  irre- 
spective of  the  question  whether  the 
population  was  an  increasing  or  de- 
creasing one.  After  a  certain  number 
of  years  there  would,  no  doubt,  be  a  dis- 
proportion between  the  various  con- 
stituencies— the  population  of  some 
would  be  lower  and  that  of  some  higher; 
but  that  was  a  matter  which  would  have 
to  be  determined  some  10  or  20  years 
hence,  when  the  question  of  redistri- 
bution came  up  again  for  consideration. 
The  immediate  question  before  the  Com- 
mittee was  whether  the  boundaries  now 
determined  upon  were  proper  ones  or 
not ;  whether  the  determinations  of  the 
Commissioners  were  or  were  not  in  con- 
formity with  their  Instructions.  That 
was  a  question  which  really  laid  in  a 
nut-shell.  In  his  opinion,  anybody  who 
looked  at  the  map,  and  at  the  condition 
of  the  population,  and  at  the  Instruc- 
tions given  to  the  Commissioners,  would 
admit  that  the  conclusions  come  to  were 
just  and  proper. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  70; 
Noes  19:  Majority  51. — (Div.  List, 
No.  112.) 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  that  before  they 
left  the  county  of  Dublin  he  should  like 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite 
why  Ballyrobe  was  omitted,  and  what 
precautious  were  being  taken  to  prevent 
mistakes  ? 

SirCHAELES  W.  DILKE  said,  that 
every  precaution  was  being  taken  which 
oould  be  taken.  The  Irish  part  of  the 
Schedule,  as  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 


ber would  notice,  had  not  been  printed 
with  the  same  care  as  the  Scotch  and 
English  portions.  That  was  owing  to 
the  fact  of  their  having  been  delayed  in 
their  Irish  work.  The  Scotch  work  had 
been  very  light ;  but  the  Irish  work  had 
been  very  heavy,  like  the  English.  The 
Irish  Schedules  had  been  printed  in  a 
great  hurry ;  but  every  care  had  been 
taken  to  amend  them  as  they  had  been 
going  along. 

Mb.  H^LLY  said,  he  shoidd  like  to 
say  a  word  by  way  of  caution.  It  would 
be  well  for  the  right  hon.  Baronet  not  to 
rely  too  much  on  discovering  mistakes 
in  connection  with  the  Irish  divisions 
through  the  agency  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers in  the  House,  because  the  Irish 
Members  had  been  directing  their  at- 
tention to  the  political  aspect  of  the 
matter ;  whereas  in  regard  to  the  Eng- 
lish part  of  the  Bill  hon.  Members  had 
been  looking  as  much  after  namee  as 
after  political  matter.  In  that  way 
many  glaring  mistakes  might  have 
escaped  the  Irish  Members.  He  would, 
therefore,  ask  that  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet would  pay  especial  attention  to 
this  point,  in  the  endeavour  to  be  accu- 
rate, and  to  make  the  Bill  so.  He  hoped 
that  before  Eeport  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet would  put  in  train  all  the  inquiries 
he  could  in  order  to  make  the  measure 
as  perfect  as  possible. 

Lord  GEOEGE  HAMILTON  said, 
that  his  noble  Friend  (Viscount  Crich- 
ton),  who  had  an  Amendment  on  the 
Paper,  had  been  called  away ;  and  he 
(Lord  George  Hamilton)  was  not  able 
to  make  the  proposal,  as  he  was  not 
sufficiently  acquainted  with  the  localities. 
He  woidd,  however,  give  Notice  that 
his  noble  Friend  would  move  an  Amend- 
ment on  Eeport. 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE :  And  I 
give  Notice  that  I  shall  be  obliged  to 
oppose  it. 

Mr.  KENNY  said,  he  had  a  Notice 
on  the  Paper  to  move,  in  page  98,  line  4, 
to  leave  out  **Connemara"  Division, 
and  to  insert  **  West  Galway"  Division. 
There  were  two  slightly  conflicting 
Amendments  on  the  Paper  in  the  name 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  the 
county  of  Gal  way  (Colonel  Nolan) ;  but 
he  might  say  that  he  substantially 
agreed  with  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman's proposals,  and  that  he  would 
therefore  modify  his  own  original 
Amendment,  and  would,  in  place  of  it, 
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the  right  hon.  Baronet,  in  order  that 
they  might  know  exactly  where  they 
Btoody  when,  as  they  had  made  very 
fair  progress  that  night,  they  might  ex* 
pect  the  Bill  to  come  on  again  ? 


moye,  in  line  4,  to  leave  out  the  word 
**  The,"  and  let  the  word  '*  Oonnemara" 
stand. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  98, 
line  4,  to  leave  out  the  word  "The." — 
(Mr.  Kenny.) 

Mb.  KENNY  said,  he  wished  to  move 
to  leave  out  "  The  Tuam  Division,"  in 
order  to  insert  **The  North  GWway 
Division." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  98,  line 
7,  to  leave  out  the  words  "The  Tuam  Divi- 
sion." in  order  to  insert  the  words  "The 
North  Gtilway  Division." — {Mr.  K&nny.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
'The  Tuam  Division'  stand  part  of  the 
Schedule." 

Mb,  JOHN  REDMOND  said,  that 
before  the  Amendment  was  put  he 
thought  it  only  fair  that  it  should  be 
stated  that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Galway  Oounty 
(Colonel  Nolan)  felt  very  strongly  upon 
these  points.  He  had  asked  him  (Mr. 
Bedmond)  to  take  the  opportunity  of 
mentioning  the  fart.  The  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  had  not  asked  him  to  press 
his  Amendment,  especially  as  there  was 
a  difference  of  opinion  amonst  the  Irish 
Members  with  regard  to  it.  But  he  had 
asked  him  to  state  his  opinion,  which 
was  entertained  by  a  large  part  of  the 
people  of  the  district,  that  the  name  of 
"Tuam"  should  remain.  It  was  un- 
necessary to  state  the  reasons  which  lay 
at  the  bottom  of  that  opinion.  Tuam 
was  the  name  of  a  very  ancient  place, 
the  seat  of  an  Archbishopric,  and  one 
that  was  well  known  and  respected.  He 
thought  it  should  be  retained.  How- 
ever, he  was  fulfilling  his  duty  by  men- 
tioning the  objection  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  entertained  to  the  Amend' 
meat.  No  doubt,  on  Beport,  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  would  bring  for- 
ward an  Amendment. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  that  he  would  now 
move  that  the  Chairman  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again.  It  would  be 
nnderstood  that  they  had  only  got  to 
line  20,  and  that,  of  course,  saved  his 
Amendment.  When  they  came  to  line  20 
thev  would  take  the  Northern  Division 
of  Londonderry,  and  they  would  have  to 
alter  the  title.     He  should  like  to  ask 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Mr. 
Healy.) 

Sib  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  said,  the 
Navy  Estimates  would  come  on  on  Mon- 
day, and  this  Bill  would  be  taken  on 
Tuesday,  and  he  hoped  it  might  be 
finished  in  reasonable  time,  judging 
from  the  Amendments  that  were  on  the 
Paper  on  that  day.  He  would  propose 
that  the  Beport  should  be  taken  as  the 
first  Order  on  Monday  week. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUH  said,  he  had 
heard  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  with  extreme  surprise.  They 
had  discussed  this  matter  at  Question 
time  that  day,  and  the  Prime  Minister 
had  given  them  to  understand  that  if 
the  Bill  was  not  finished  that  night  it 
would  be  continued  on  Monday.  Every- 
one knew  at  that  time  that  there  was  no 
chance  of  the  Bill  being  finished  that 
night.  It  was  one  of  those  open  secrets 
that  everyone  acquainted  with  Parlia- 
mentary Business  was  well  acquainted 
with.  He  knew  several  Gentlemen 
who,  on  going  away  that  night,  were 
going  out  of  town,  and  had  left 
under  the  impression  that  this  Bill 
would  come  on  on  Monday.  He  must 
express  his  strong  objection  to  a  sudden 
change  of  opinion  being  arrived  at  at 
that  late  hour  of  the  night,  and  after  a 
statement  of  a  different  kind  had  been 
made  in  a  full  House  earlier  in  the 
evening. 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
had  consulted  with  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite on  the  matter,  and  the  arrange- 
ment he  proposed  to  carry  out  had  been 
the  result  of  that  commimication.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Westminster  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  was 
anxious  that  the  Navy  Estimates  should 
be  taken,  and  the  Government  had 
agreed  to  take  them  on  Monday;  because 
otherwise  they  did  not  know  when  they 
would  be  able  to  bring  them  on.  The 
Government  felt  that  they  could  not  get 
to  Beport  of  the  Bill  on  Monday,  and 
that  if  they  had  put  the  Bill  down  for 
that  day  they  would  have  lost  all  oppor- 
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tunity  of  taking  the  Navy  Estimates, 
without  gaining  anything. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  that  he 
had  had  a  conversation  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West- 
minster (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  and  his 
impression  of  that  conversation  was  op- 
posed to  what  seemed  to  be  the  impres- 
sion of  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  The 
inconvenience  of  the  course  proposed 
was  undoubted.  It  must  be  inconvenient 
to  all  fchose  Members  who  left  the  House 
that  evening  at  6  o'clock,  fully  per- 
suaded that  this  Bill  would  come  on  on 
Monday,  and  not  on  Tuesday.  He  (Mr. 
Balfour)  should  feel  bound  to  raise  this 
question  again. 

Mb.  HEALY  :  I  hope  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber does  not  consider  that  the  Irish 
Members  are  getting  any  advantage. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  No,  no  ! 

Mr.  HEALY :  Because,  as  far  as  we 
are  concerned,  we  would  far  rather  that 
the  Bill  should  come  on  on  Monday. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said, 
that  he  communicated  on  the  subject 
with  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition,  and 
had  understood  from  him  that  the  course 
now  proposed  would  be  the  most  conve- 
nient. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  said, 
that  he  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  Hertford  (Mr.  Balfour)  that  the 
alteration  of  the  original  arrangement 
would  be  very  inconvenient  to  Members 
who  were  not  now  in  the  House ;  but, 
on  the  other  hand,  he  believed  there 
would  be  a  great  deal  of  advantage  in 
the  course  proposed,  because  they  would 
all  agree  that  it  was  desirable  to  get 
through  the  Bill  as  soon  as  possible, 
and  that  it  was  desirable  to  make  pro- 
gress with  the  Navy  Estimates.  It  was 
clear  that  if  these  were  not  taken  on 
Monday  it  would  not  be  possible  to  go 
on  with  the  Government  Business  for 
some  days. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  that 
if  they  did  take  the  Bill  the  first  thing 
on  Monday  it  would  lead  to  considerable 
difficulty,  and  they  would  not  be  able  to 
take  the  Navy  Estimates  for  a  consider- 
able time.  The  Budget  proceedings 
would  occupy  a  long  period. 

Mr.  WHITLEY  agreed  that  the 
course  the  Government  was  proposing 
was  inconvenient.  Indeed,  this  was  not 
the  first  time  arrangements  which  had 
been  made  earlier  in  the  evening  in  a 

Sir  CharUs  W,  Dilke 


full  House  were  upset  by  agreement 
subsequently  entered  into.  On  two  or 
three  occasions  when  the  Prime  Minister 
had  announced  a  oertcdn  course  of  pro- 
ceeding he  had  observed  that  later  on 
that  course  had  been  altered. 

The  chairman  :  I  must  point  out 
to  hon.  Members  that  this  <£scusaion 
is  becoming  irregulcu*.  The  question  as 
to  what  day  the  Bill  should  be  deferred 
to  does  not  come  on  until  I  have  made 
my  Report  to  Mr.  Speaker.  If  there  is 
to  be  a  discussion  at  all,  the  proper  time 
to  raise  it  would  be  when  a  Motion  is 
made  to  appoint  a  day  for  the  resump- 
tion of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  after  what 
had  fallen  from  his  noble  Friend  and 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite  he  would 
not  press  the  matter  rurther;  but  he 
trusted  that  the  Gbvernment  would  not 
in  future  suddenly,  and  at  the  close  of  a 
Sitting,  alter  the  course  of  Business  ar- 
ranged in  a  full  House  at  Question 
time. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
it  was  definitely  understood  that  the 
Committee  would  be  continued  on  Mon- 
day, if  not  finished  at  the  present  Sitting. 
The  Prime  Minister  was  asked  when 
the  Navy  Estimates  would  be  proceeded 
with,  if  not  taken  on  Monday,  and  he 
replied  that  he  could  not  then  £x  a  day 
for  them ;  and  as  it  was  evident  to  every- 
body the  Committee  on  the  Parliamen- 
tary Elections  (Redistribution)  Bill  would 
not  finish  that  night,  Menibers  interested 
in  the  Navy  Estimates  had  gone  away 
with  the  understanding  that  the  Esti- 
mates would  not  be  taken  on  Monday. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  perhaps  it  might 
abate  the  indignation  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
to  know  the  reason  for  the  change.  If 
the  Committee  finished  on  Monday,  then 
Tuesday  woidd  be  set  free  for  Motions  ; 
and  it  happened  that  Irish  Membeis  had 
the  first  place  for  the  Motion  impugning 
the  conduct  of  the  Speaker,  and  that  the 
Government  wished  to  get  rid  of. 

Sir  CHARLE8  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
was  a  party  to  the  re-arrangement ;  but 
he  was  not  aware  what  Business  was 
down  for  Tuesday ;  he  was  sure  the  hoo. 
and  learned  Member  would  take  his 
word  for  that. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  upon  Tiuede^y  next. 
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EGYPTIAiy  LOAN  BILL.— LBill  122.] 
(Sir  Arthur  Otway,  Mr,  Oladttons,  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  Mr.  Hibbert.) 

THIBD  R£AT)IKO. 

Order  for  Third  Heading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time." 

Mr.  HEALT  said,  so  far  this  Bill  had 
prooeeded  without  the  intervention  of 
the  Irish  Party  in  the  debates ;  but  he 
oould  not,  as  an  Irish  Member,  allow  it 
to  pass  without  a  protest,  and  he  in- 
tended to  divide  against  this  stage.  He 
had  not  intervened,  and  would  not  do 
80  now,  except  to  offer  a  protest  against 
the  proposal  to  grant  a  loan  of  an  im- 
mense amount  to  a  bankrupt  Power, 
while  advances  for  desirable  and  neces- 
sary public  works  in  Ireland  were  re- 
fused. Protesting  aeainst  this  disposal 
of  public  money,  and  that  afterwards  it 
might  not  be  said  that  the  Bill  passed 
nemine  contradieente,  he  should  challenge 
the  question,  and  take  a  division. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — ^Ayes  42 ;  Noes 
17:  Majority  if5.— (Div.  List,  No.  113.) 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  paised. 

TELEGRAPH    ACTS   AMENDMENT 

BILL.— [Bill  121.] 

{Mr,  Shaw  Lefevre,  Mr,  Sibbert,) 

SECOND   BEADIKQ. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Second  Reading  be  deferred 
tin  Monday."— (Ifr.  Shaw  Lefevre.) 

Mb.  WARTON  said,  he  noted  what 
was  said  about  this  Bill  in  the  afternoon 
by  the  Postmaster  General — namely, 
that  it  would  not  be  taken  until  it  could 
be  reached  at  a  reasonable  hour.  Now, 
was  there  any  hope  of  that  opportunity 
being  found  on  Monday  ?  Why  not  put 
the  Bill  down  for  Friday,  when  there 
would  be  far  more  chance  of  finding  a 
reasonable  hour  for  it  ? 

Ma.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  said,  it  would 
be  better  to  set  down  the  Bill  for  Mon- 
day. Of  course,  he  should  adhere  to  his 
undertaking  not  to  bring  it  on  except  at 
a  reasonable  time ;  but  that  time  might 
be  found  on  Monday. 

Motion  agreed  to. 


Second  Reading  defurred  till  Monday 
next. 

LOCAL  AUTHORITIES   (EXPENSES   OP 

CONFERENCES)  BILL.— [Bill  88.] 
{Mr.  Leake,  Mr.  Algernon  Egerton,  Mr,  Agnew, 

Mr.  Arnold.) 

COMMITTEE.     [^Progre88  lOth  April.'] 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  2  (Expenses  of  local  autho- 
rities may  be  allowed). 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
13,  after  the  word  **  Board,"  to  insert  the 
words  '*in  that  behalf."— (ifr.  Warton.) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  when  the  Amend- 
ment was  moved  on  a  previous  occasion 
he  expressed  a  hope  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  see  their  way  to  the  inser- 
tion of  a  clause  extending  the  Bill  to 
Ireland.  Since  then  he  had  been  g^ven 
to  understand  the  Government  had 
agreed  to  that  suggestion,  and  perhaps 
it  would  be  convenient  to  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  at  that  point  to  state 
his  proposal. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walkkb)  said,  he  saw 
no  objection  to  the  Bill  being  extended 
to  Ireland,  and  he  had  prepared  an 
Amendment  in  the  form  of  a  new  clause 
to  come  in  after  Clause  3. 

Mr.  WARTON  said,  he  was  willing 
to  do  whatever  would  facilitate  progress, 
and  would  withdraw  his  Amendment  if 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  wished 
to  introduce  words  making  the  clause 
applicable  to  the  Local  Government 
Board  (Ireland).  Understanding  from 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  ges- 
ture that  was  not  so,  he  would  move  the 
insertion  of  the  words. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  3  (Interpretation). 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  said,  as  con- 
sequential upon  the  clause  to  follow  and 
to  make  Clause  3  applicable  to  England 
he  proposed  to  put  in  the  words  '*  in 
England." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
26,  after  the  word  '*  that,"  to  insert  the 
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words   <<in  England."— (Jfr.    SoUcitar 
General  for  Ireland,) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

New  Clause  (Application  of  the  Act 
to  Ireland,) — brought  up,  and  read  the 
first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  what  was  the 
clause  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  said,  it  was 
to  the  effect  that  the  term  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  should  mean  the  Local  GK>- 
vernment  Board  (Ireland),  substituting 
the  Act  of  1878  for  the  English  Act  of 
1875,  and  that  the  term  "Local  Au- 
thority" should  mean  Rural  Sanitary 
Authority  and  Urban  Sanitary  Au- 
thority. 

Mr.  HEALT  said,  he  was  not  so  con- 
versant with  the  Act  as  he  ought  to  be. 
Did  the  term  **  Urban  Sanitary  Autho- 
rity" include  "  Town  Commissioners  ?  " 

Trb  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  :  Yes. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Preamble  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill,  as  amended,  be  reported 
to  the  House." — {Mr,  Leake.) 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  there  was  a  small 
matter  in  connection  with  the  Preamble 
which,  perhaps,  it  was  scarcely  worth 
while  referring  to ;  but  the  Preamble  set 
forth  that  "  whereas  doubts  have  arisen," 
&c.  Those  doubts,  however,  never  had 
arisen  in  connection  with  the  Irish  Act, 
and  it  would  be  better  to  strike  out  the 
Preamble.  Those  Preambles  were  all 
humbug,  and  were  generally  omitted. 
Why  have  a  Preamble  at  all  ? 

The  chairman  :  I  must  remind 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  that  the 
Committee  have  agreed  to  the  Preamble. 
Of  course  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
could  move  to  omit  the  Preamble  on 
Report,  and  the  Bill  having  been 
amended  there  must  be  a  ''Report" 
stage. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Monday  27th  April,  and  to 
hQ  printed.     [Bill  129.] 


Expenditure. 
MOTIONS. 
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MEDICAL  ACT  (1858)  AMENDMENT 

BILL. 

MOTION  FOB  LEAYB. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
to  amend  *  The  Medical  Act,  1858.'"— 
{Dr.  Lyons.) 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked, 
did  the  hon.  Member  mean  to  re>intro- 
duce  the  particular  Government  Bill  of 
last  year? 

Db.  LYONS  said,  that  was  not  at  all 
his  object.  It  would  be  a  small  Bill 
having  for  its  object  the  removal  of  dis- 
abilities of  certain  practitioners  who 
were  Members  of  the  Irish  College  of 
Physicians,  with  reference  to  certain  ap- 
pointments in  England,  where  it  was  a 
condition  that  candidates  should  be 
Members  or  Fellows  of  certain  Colleges, 
and  also  to  insert  on  the  Register  the 
title  of  Master  of  Obstetrics  granted  by 
the  University  of  Dublin. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Dr. 
Lyons. 

crviL  SEEVicas  expenditure. 

NOMINATIOK    OF    SBLECT    COMMITTSE. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
<<  That  Mr.  Noel  be  a  Member  of  the 
Select  Committee." — {Mr.  Hihhert.) 

Mb.  sexton  said,  he  thought  this 
Committee  was  badly  nominated.  Of 
the  proposed  16  Members  only  one  be- 
longed to  the  Irish  Party,  and  he,  though 
very  competent  for  the  duty,  was  not  now 
in  attendance  in  the  House,  nor  did  he 
know  when  his  hon.  Friend  could  attend. 
The  subject  of  the  proposed  inquiry  had 
particular  interest  for  Irish  Members,  in- 
asmuch as  Ireland  contributed  more 
than  her  share  towards  the  general  ex- 

Eenditure,  and  received  much  less  than 
er  fair  proportion  in  return.  Several 
of  the  Departments  were  starved  to  the 
disadvantage  of  Ireland,  and  the  whole 
system  of  Civil  Service  administration  in 
Ireland  deserved  the  serious  attention 
of  the  House.  For  instance,  in  the  Board 
of  Works  Department  it  was  the  custom 
to  prepare  inflated  Estimates  spent  in 
the  increase  of  the  pay  and  allowances 
of  permanent  officials,  by  a  system 
very  nearly  approaching  fraud.      He 
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tliat  a  representation  of  the 
Iiuih  Party  by  one  Member  was  alto- 
getber  insLdegnate,  and  wbeneyer  bis 
bon.  Friend  (Bir  Josepb  M'Kenna)  could 
not  attend  a  meeting  tbey  would  bave  no 
BepreeentatiTe.  He  would  suggest  a 
postponement  of  tbe  subject,  uziless  tbe 
Uoremment  would  give  them  sometbing 
Hke  a  real  representation.  It  could  not 
be  pretended  that  a  fifteenth  was  an  ade- 
quate representation  of  tbe  Irish  Party 
on  a  subject  in  which  Ireland  bad  a 
special  and  peculiar  interest. 

8ia  WILLIAM  HAECOURT  said,  be 
understood  that  bis  noble  Friend  who 
bad  charge  of  the  arrangement  of  these 
matters  bad  consulted  the  Bepresenta- 
tire  of  bon.  Members  on  tbe  Benches 
opposite  in  reference  to  this  Committee. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  yes ;  but  ojffered 
only  one  nomination. 

Sir  WILLIAM  KABCOUBT  said, 
this  was  tbe  first  intimation  of  any  dis- 
satisiaction  with  name  or  number ;  there 
had  been  no  suggestion  of  it,  and  tbey 
were  taken  quite  by  surprise.  These 
arrangements  were  made,  as  necessarily 
tbey  must  be,  by  understandings  arrived 
at  brforeband.      

Mb.  B.  N.  FOWLEB  (Lobd  Matob) 
■aid,  in  reference  to  the  constitution  of 
the  Committee,  that  bis  bon.  Friend  tbe 
Member  for  North  Lincoln  (Mr.  Winn) 
bad  only  nominated  ^y%  Members ;  not 
that  be  complained  of  that — ^no  doubt 
it  was  a  proper  arrangement.  He  was 
one  of  those  nominated;  but  owing  to 
a  change  of  circumstances,  of  which 
tbe  House  was  aware,  be  was  afraid 
be  ^ould  be  unable  to  give  much  atten- 
tion to  tbe  proceedings.  But  what  be 
desired  to  point  out  was  that  this  Com- 
mittee was  not  struck  in  tbe  usual  way ; 
tbe  object  bad  evidently  been  yery 
naturally  and  properly  to  put  upon  it 
OenUemen  selectea  rather  with  a  view 
to  their  acquaintance  with  tbe  subject 
of  inquiry  than  witb  regard  to  the 
balance  of  Parties.  He  apprehended  it 
was  not  a  question  into  which  political 
feeling  would  enter.  He  only  mentioned 
that  to  show  that  Irisb  Members  were 
only  in  tbe  same  position,  as  reg^arded 
proportion,  as  tbe  Conservative  Party. 

Ma.  SHEHL  said,  be  did  not  under- 
stand that  bis  ban.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  was  dissatisfied 
with  tbe  name  of  tbe  bon.  Member  (Sir 
Josepb  MOSienna)  on  tbe  Committee. 
He  (Mr.  Sbeil)  was  responsible  for  that 


nomination ;  but  it  must  not  be  assumed 
that  when  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Bicbard 
Grosvenor),  coming  for  a  name,  received 
it,  that  thereupon  the  Irish  Party  were 
necessarily  satisfied.  It  was  no  part  of 
bis  duty  to  point  out  the  faults  be  might 
think  existed  in  the  constitution  of  the 
Committee.  So  far  as  his  duty  was  con- 
cerned, it  was  fulfilled  by  banding  in 
tbe  name  of  tbe  bon.  Member  (Sir 
Josepb  M'Kenna)  when  asked  to  nomi- 
nate a  Member. 

Mb.  HEALT  said,  it  must  be  under- 
stood, as  observed  by  his  bon.  Friend, 
whose  zeal  and  activity  was  well  known, 
that  bis  bon.  Friend  tbe  Member  for 
Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  in  no  degree  desired 
to  cast  any  slur  upon  tbe  nomination — 
quite  tbe  contrary.  There  was  some 
force  in  tbe  remark  of  tbe  Home  Secre- 
tary ;  and  all  must  feel  tbat  in  the  deli- 
cate duty  of  appointing  a  Committee  it 
was  necessary  to  bave  some  understand- 
ing as  to  what  should  take  place,  to  avoid, 
as  far  as  possible,  discussions  of  a  per- 
sonal cbaracter.  If  tbe  noble  Lord  had 
instructions  to  put  in  a  Member  of  the 
Party,  of  course  he  would  go  to  bis  bon. 
Friend  tbe  Irisb  "  Whip  '^  (Mr.  Sbeil), 
and  so  the  name  would  be  settled.  But 
in  the  House  the  Party  bad  a  perfect 
right  to  challenge  the  proportion  of  their 
representation.  Surely  tbe  Home  Secre- 
tary would  see  tbey  were  entitled  to 
some  consideration.  Apart  from  any 
other  considerations,  why  not  treat  them 
fairly  in  proportion  to  their  numbers? 
It  might  be  the  Committee  would  not 
finish  its  task,  and  would  have  to  be 
re-cast  after  the  General  Election.  Why 
wrangle  over  such  a  point  for  an  hour 
at  such  an  bour  ?  If  tbe  Irisb  Party 
had  more  than  their  right,  would  it ''  set 
the  Thames  on  fire  ?  "  Was  there  any- 
thing of  a  revolutionary  nature  to  be 
apprehended  from  tbe  proceedings  of  this 
Committee?  Wby  show  such  an  un- 
gracious grudging  spirit  ?  Indeed,  tbey 
were  under  an  obligation  to  bis  bon. 
Friend  for  his  endeavour  to  get  Ireland 
properly  represented  in  this  matter.  He 
would  ask  the  Government,  who  de- 
manded 14  Bepresentatives  and  Ireland 
one,  were  Irish  Bepresentatives  such 
formidable  persons  that  another  could 
not  be  trusted  on  the  Committee  ?  Surely 
they  would  not  pay  Irish  Members  tbe 
extravagant  compliment  of  supposing 
tbat  another  of  their  number  would 
upset  tiie  balance  ? 
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Mb.  SHAW  LBFEVRE  swd,  he 
might  mention  that  in  the  nomination 
of  another  Committee,  a  Motion  for 
which  was  on  the  Paper,  though  it 
would  not  be  moved,  were  two  Members 
from  the  Party  opposite  below  the  Gang- 
way out  of  a  total  of  15 — more  than  the 
proper  portion.  He  would  suggest  that 
it  was  open  to  Members  to  increase  the 
numbers  of  this  Committee. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked,  would  the  Govern- 
ment agree  to  that  ? 

Me.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  said,  he  could 
not  promise  that. 

Mb.  HIBBERT  said,  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  was  not  present ;  the 
arrangements  for  the  Committee  had 
been  agreed  upon  with  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  and  it  would  be  inconvenient  to 
alter  those  arrangements  in  his  absence. 
He  (Mr.  Hibbert)  would  suggest  that 
the  Committee  should  be  appointed  as 
proposed,  and  that  subsequently  a  Mo- 
tion might  be  made  by  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  increase  the  number  of  the  Com- 
mittee by  two ;  one  of  these  might  then 
be  a  Member  from  Ireland.  He  might 
mention  that  already  there  were  two 
Irish  Members  nominated  out  of  15. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  one  was  merely  a 
Liberal  Member. 

Mb.  HIBBERT:  Of  course,  if  two 
Members  were  added  to  the  Committee, 
Ireland  would  have  a  fair  daim  for 
another  Member. 

Mr.  BI(}GAR  said,  the  best  way  of 
ending  the  controversy  would  be  to  ad- 
journ the  debate  to  Monday,  giving  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  the  oppor- 
tunity of  making  up  ms  mind.  He 
therefore  moved  ^e  adjournment  of  the 
debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
<<  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— {Mr,  Bigg  or,) 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  would  ask  the 
Speaker  on  a  point  of  Order  whether,  if 
this  was  the  first  time^as  he  believed  it 
was  —  that  this  Notice  of  Motion  had 
appeared  on  the  Paper,  objection  taken 
was  not  in  itself  sufficient  to  bring  the 
Motion  within  the  operation  of  the 
Half- past  12  Rule,  and  necessitate  a 
postponement  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  nomination  of 
a  Committee  is  excepted  from  the  Half- 
past  12  Rule. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  thoxurht  it  was 
brought  within  the  Standing  Orders. 


Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  is  referring  to  a  sepa- 
rate paragraph  in  the  Standing  Oraer 
relating  to  Standing  Committees.  The 
nomination  of  an  ordinary  Select  Com- 
mittee is  also  exempted  from  the  Half- 
past  12  Rule. 

Mb,  HIBBERT  appealed  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  not  to 
press  his  Motion.  He  would  certainly 
use  his  influence  with  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  to  increase  the  number 
on  the  Committee  to  17.  He  was  not  in 
a  position  to  promise  that  that  would  be 
done ;  but  he  would  promise  to  use  his 
influence  in  favour  of  it ;  and  if  the 
number  was  made  17,  two  of  the  whole 
should  be  Members  of  the  Irish  Party. 

Mb.  SEXTON  said,  if  they  were 
satisfied  that  this  would  be  done  their 
object  would  be  gained.  He  did  not 
doubt  the  goodwill  and  bona  fides  of  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury ;  but  a  speech 
hostile  to  their  desire  had  been  delivered 
by  the  Home  Secretary.  Neither  of  the 
Cabinet  Ministers  present  had  offered  to 
support  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury. 
If  either  would  promise  their  aid  there 
would  be  no  objection  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Committee. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :  —  Ayes  14  ; 
Noes  36:  Majority  22.— (Div.  List, 
No.  114.) 

Question  again  proposed,  **  That  Mr. 
Noel  be  a  Member  of  the  Committee." 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  not  being  present, 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  after 
One  o*clock  till  Monday  next. 
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MINUTES.]  —  Public  Bills  —  Fint  lUmdimf 
— ^E^gvptian  Loan*  (74);  Royal  Irish  Coa- 
stabulary  Redistribution*  (76). 

Sicond  Beading — Local  Gk>yemment  (Ireland) 
ProTisional  Orders  (Labourers  Act)  (No.  2)* 
(64);  Honorai^  Freedom  of  Boroughs  (61). 

C^miT^M— Solicitors  (Ireland)  *  (68). 

B§f$rr$d  to  Select  Oommittee^FmmuB  (33). 
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power  which  the  Bill  would  confer,  and 
he  had  endeavoured  to  effect  their  ob- 
ject by  introducing  a  clause  for  that 
purpose  in  a  Private  Bill.  The  noble 
Earl  on  the  Woolsack,  as  Chairman  of 
Committees,  had,  however,  objected  to 
that  course,  and  he  had  consequently 
introduced  the  present  Bill,  which  had 
the  approval  of  the  Home  Secretary  and 
of  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  in  their 
Lordships'  House. 


SUPPLY— THE  VOTE  OF  CREDIT. 
QUESTION. 

The  Earl  of  CAENARVON:  My 
Lords,  there  was  an  understanding  last 
week,  correctly  or  incorrectly,  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  that  the  noble  Earl 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  would  be  prepared  to  make 
some  statement  to  the  House  to-night 
preparatory  to  the  statement  which  is 
to  be  made  in  the  House  of  Commons 
on  the  subject  of  the  Yote  of  Credit. 
It  would  be  satisfactory  to  know  what 
the  intention  of  the  noble  Earl  is. 

Earl  GRANVILLE :  It  is  a  fact  that 
a  statement  is  to  be  made  in  the  House 
of  Commons  on  the  Motion  for  the  Yote 
of  Credit,  and  I  shall  make  a  somewhat 
similar  statement  to  your  Lordships  at 
the  same  time.  I  believe  the  Yote  of 
Credit  will  be  asked  for  to-morrow,  and 
I  shall  then  avail  myself  of  the  opportu- 
nity of  addressing  your  Lordships.  I 
may  state  that  a  telegraphic  despatch 
was  received  from  Sir  Peter  Lumsden 
on  Friday,  and  that  the  character  of  that 
despatch  was  confirmatory  of  his  own 
statement  of  the  case,  and  in  contradic- 
tion to  that  which  has  been  put  forward 
by  General  Komaroff.  We  are  expect- 
ing still  further  details  from  Sir  Peter 
Lumsden  on  the  subject. 

The  Earl  of  CARNAEYON  :  Is  the 
House  to  expect  a  further  statement 
from  the  noble  Earl  on  this  important 
matter  ?  

Earl  GRANYILLE  :  Yes. 

HONORARY  FREEDOM   OF  BOROUGHS 

BILL.— (No  61.) 

( The  Marquits  of  Hipon.) 

SBOOITD  RBABINO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

The  Marqubss  op  RIPON,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
explained  that  its  object  was  to  give  to 
all  municipal  boroughs  in  England  the 
power  of  conferring  their  honorary  free- 
dom on  distinguished  men.  Burghs  in 
Scotland  possessed  the  power,  as  did 
also  the  City  of  London  ;  and  he  knew 
of  no  reason  why  other  important  towns 
in  England  should  not  be  placed  in 
the  same  position.  His  attention  had 
first  been  drawn  to  the  subject  in  his 
capacity  of  High  Steward  of  Hull.  The 
citizens  of  that  town  desired  to  have  the 

YOL.  OCXCYII.    [third  series.] 


Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Monday  next. 

MALTA— SALAJIY  OF  THE   GOVERNOR 
iVND  OTHER  OFFICIALS. 


QUESTION. 


OBSERVATIONS. 


YiscouNT  SIDMOUTH  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
Whether  the  salary  of  the  Lieutenant- 
Gbvemor  of  Malta  has  been  placed  on 
the  Civil  List  of  the  Island  contrary 
to  Her  Majesty's  instructions  of  11th 
May  1849,  to  the  promises  of  the  Malta 
Government  conveyed  to  the  Elected 
Members  of  Council  by  letters  dated 
8th  February  and  Ist  April  1868,  to  a 
Eesolution  in  Council  7th  April  1868, 
and  to  the  despatches  of  the  Duke  of 
Buckingham  of  20th  March  and  16th 
May  1868 ;  and,  whether  any  instruc- 
tions on  this  subject  have  been  given 
by  the  present  Secretary  of  State  to  the 
Governor  for  the  last  occasion  on  which 
the  matter  was  brought  before  the 
Council?  The  noble  Lord  explained 
that  not  long  ago  the  noble  Earl  (the 
Earl  of  Derby)  proposed  that  a  consider- 
able addition  should  be  made  to  the 
salary  of  the  Chief  Secretary  of  Malta, 
upon  whom  the  title  of  Lieutenant  Go- 
vernor was  conferred,  and  to  the  salary 
of  the  Chief  Justice.  Now,  ever  since 
1848  it  had  been  a  part  of  the  Consti- 
tution of  Malta  that  any  proposal  to 
make  additions  to  official  salaries  should 
be  comn^unicated  to  and  made  through 
the  Council  of  the  Island.  This  prac- 
tice had  not  been  adhered  to  in  the  case 
to  which  he  wished  to  draw  attention. 
The  Elected  Members  of  Council  also 
complained  that  the  noble  Earl's  plan 
was  only  ratified  by  the  interposition  of 
the  Governor,  who  gave  his  casting  vote 
in  favour  of  it.  their  objection  being 
that  he  ought  not  to  have  exercised  his 
right  to  vote  in  connection  with  a  matter 
of  local,  and  not  Imperial  interest. 
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The  Eakl  of  DERBY  said,  that  he 
had  no  difficulty  in  giving  the  explana- 
tion which  the  noble  Viscount  asked 
for,  and  he  thought  it  would  be  satisfac- 
tory. The  question  which  was  brought 
before  the  Council  of  Malta  was  not  one 
involving  an  addition  to  the  expenses  of 
the  Oivil  List.  It  was,  in  fact,  of  a  con- 
trary nature.  According  to  the  arrange- 
ment that  prevailed  two  years  ago,  the 
Governor  received  £5,000  a-year,  which 
came  entirely  from  the  local  Revenues. 
The  Colonial  Secretary  received  £1,000. 
Some  complaints  were  made  that  the 
salary  of  the  Governor  was  received  by 
him  partly  in  respect  of  services  rendered 
in  his  military  capacity,  and  it  was  argued 
that  such  services  ought  to  be  paid  for 
out  of  Lnperial  instead  of  local  Revenues. 
Thinking  that  there  was  some  justice  in 
these  complaints,  and  with  the  view  of 
relieving  the  finances  of  Malta,  he  made 
the  arrangement  which  came  into  opera- 
tion two  years  ago.  hy  that  arrange- 
ment the  duty  of  paying  a  part  of  the 
Governor's  salary — namely,  £2,000 — 
was  transferred  to  the  War  Department, 
and  80  far  the  salary  became  an  Im- 
perial instead  of  a  local  chcu^ge.  That 
set  free  a  sum  of  £2,000  a-year  upon 
the  Civil  List ;  and  as  in  consequence  of 
the  arrangement  the  duties  of  the  Colo- 
nial Secretary  were  considerably  in- 
creased, it  seemed  fair  that  some  portion 
of  the  sum  so  set  free  should  be  used  to 
increase  his  salcu^y.  He  was  accordingly 
given  £1,600  a-year  instead  of  £1,000; 
but  the  net  result  of  the  transaction  was 
to  benefit  the  local  finances  to  the  extent 
of  £1,400  annually.  As  to  the  question 
whether  the  Governor  had  a  right  to 
vote  on  the  occasion  referred  to,  he  had 
to  say  that  he  could  not  agree  that 
questions  involving  the  transfer  of  part 
of  the  Governor's  functions  and  the 
creation  of  a  Lieutenant  Governor  could 
be  regarded  as  exclusively  local,  and  not 
Imperial. 

MALTA— LIST  OP  THE  NOBLES. 

QITESnON.      OBSEBVATIOKS. 

Viscount  SIDMOUTH,  in  asking  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies.  Whe- 
ther he  will  cause  a  list  of  the  Nobles 
of  Malta,  whose  titles  have  been  recog- 
nized by  Her  Majesty,  to  be  published 
in  The  London  Oatette^  as  was  recently 
done  in  the  case  of  a  Canadian  noble- 
man ?  said,  that  the  nobility  of  Malta  was 


not  a  mushroom  nobility,  but  had  existed 
for  hundreds  of  years.    Many  of  the 
titles  went  back  as  far  as  the  13th  cen- 
tury, and  the  rights  of  the  nobility  had 
been  over  and  over  again  confirmed  in 
Statutes  by  the  Grand  Masters;    and 
when  Malta  was  handed  over  to  this 
country  a  solemn  engagement  was  given 
that    all    their    rights    and    privileges 
should   be  respected.    It   was  felt  by 
them  as  a  great  g^evance  that  the  re- 
cognition formerly  accorded  to  them  had 
been  taken  away  by  despatches  from 
the  Colonial  Office.     When  Queen  Ade- 
laide visited  the  Island  he  was  present, 
and  the  nobility  occupied  the  place  of 
precedence.     Things  went    on    in  the 
same  way  until  His  Koyal  Highness  the 
Prince  of  Wales  was  in  the  Island.    On 
that  occasion  the  matter  was  referred  to 
the  Governor,  and  he  understood  that 
the  Judges  somehow  or  other  claimed  to 
take  precedence  of  the  nobility  contrary 
to  all  precedent.     The  question  was  re- 
ferred to  Lord  Carnarvon,  then  at  the 
Colonial  Office ;  and  though  he  would  be 
the  last  person  to  accuse  his  noble  Friend 
of    neglecting  any  matter   that    came 
before  him,  he  could  not  help  thinking 
that  the  noble  Earl  could  have  paid  but 
slight  attention  to  the  subject,  for  be 
wrote  back  that  the  precedence  always 
allowed  to  the  nobility  should  give  place 
to  that  of  the  Judges,  and  in  a  subse- 
quent despatch  he   extended  the  pre- 
cedence to  the  Judges'  wives.     That  had 
created    a  very  unpleasant  feeling  in 
Malta.    He  had  been  long  acquainted 
with  the  Island,  and  he  could  say  that 
the  nobility  were  strongly  attached  to 
the  British  connection,  and  that  many 
of  them  were  of   considerable  wealth, 
cultivated  intelligence,   and   eminently 
fitted  to  adorn  the  high  etatioa  they 
before  occupied.      They  naturally  felt 
grieved  that  their  position   and  their 
representations   had   been    persistently 
ignored   by  the    Colonial   Office.     The 
noble  Earl  was  asked  on  a  recent  occa- 
sion whether  he  would    permit    their 
titles  to  be  published  in  The  London  Oc- 
tette.    Unless  that  was  done  they  would 
have  no  status  at  the  English  Coart. 
Considering  this  as  a  matter  of  policy, 
ho  thought  that  the  claims  of  the  no- 
bility of   Malta  should  be  recognized. 
In  India  we  should  not  attempt  for  a 
moment  to  refuse  their  high  rank  to  the 
Princes  and  nobles  of  that  country,  nor 
ought  we  to  do  it  in  this  case,  becAose 
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we  had  no  danger  to  apprehend.  What 
he  would  ask  was  whether  the  noble 
Earl  would  allow  those  titles  to  be  pub- 
lished in  Th$  London  Gazette,  so  that 
those  gentlemen  might  take  their  places 
at  the  English  Court  ? 

The  Earl  of  DERBY  said,  that  there 
was  no  intention  on  his  part,  and  he  was 
8are  there  had  been  none  on  the  part  of 
any  of  his  Predecessors,  to  treat  with  dis- 
respect or  neglect  the  Maltese  nobility. 
They  were  a  very  respectable  but  not  a 
numerous  body,  consisting  of  between  20 
and  30  families.  When  he  saw  the  Ques- 
tion of  the  nobleYiscount  on  the  Paper  he 
referred  the  matter  to  Sir  Albert  Woods, 
Garter  King-at-Arms  in  Heralds'  Col- 
lege, who  was  the  highest  authority  on 
such  points ;  and  he  received  an  answer 
the  purport  of  which  was  that  what  the 
noble  Viscount  proposed — namely,  the 
publication  of  the  list  of  those  nobles 
in  The  London  Gazette,  would  certainly 
not  have  the  effect  the  noble  Viscount 
desired.  It  would  not,  he  was  informed, 
give  the  possessors  of  Maltese  titles 
rank  or  precedence  in  England ;  and, 
with  respect  to  the  rank  and  precedence 
they  enjoyed  in  Malta,  their  status  had 
been  fully  recognized.  What  the  noble 
Viscount  proposed,  therefore,  would  not 
alter  their  status  in  any  respect.  The 
noble  Viscount  raised  another  question 
— that  of  their  precedence  as  compared 
with  the  precedence  of  official  digni- 
taries in  the  Island.  That  was  not  the 
Question  which  the  noble  Viscount  had 
given  Notice  of,  but  referred  to  an  en- 
tirely different  matter ;  but  he  believed 
it  was  a  general  rule  in  the  Colonies 
and  in  India,  as  well  as  in  Malta,  that 
official  rank  took  precedence. 

Viscount  8IDM0UTH  said,  what  he 
wished  to  state  was  that  the  grievance 
felt  most  strongly  was  that  the  conditions 
upon  which  Malta  had  been  annexed  to 
this  country  had  not  been  observed.  It 
was  promised  that  all  the  rights  of  the 
nobility  should  be  preserved,  and  that 
they  should  enjoy  the  same  position  with 
respect  to  public  functionaries  as  they 
had  enjoyed  at  the  time  of  the  Grand 
Masters. 

The  Duke  of  EDINBUEGH  :  Per- 
haps your  Lordships  will  allow  me  to 
My  a  few  words  on  this  matter.  Your 
lordships  must  be  fully  aware  that  the 
intercourse  between  the  English  and 
Maltese  societies  does  not  always  run 
quite  smoothly,  and  I  think  that  if  the 


noble  Earl,  although  he  may  not  be  in 
the  position  to  accord  entirely  what  the 
noble  Viscount's  Motion  proposes,  could 
yet  in  some  way  further  recognize  the 
position  of  the  nobles  of  Malta,  it  would 
be  a  great  benefit.  There  is  one  point 
to  which  I  would  venture  to  allude  as 
creating  a  difficulty  between  English 
and  Maltese  societies,  and  that  is  the 
absolute  refusal  of  the  members  of  the 
club  to  receive  the  Maltese  within  the 
club.  I  think — and  I  have  always  ex- 
pressed myself  at  Malta  in  the  same 
sense — that  that  is  the  greatest  possible 
mistake,  and  a  great  injustice  to  those 
high-minded  Maltese  gentlemen  who  are 
so  anxious  to  become  members  there. 
I  think,  perhaps,  if  the  Government 
could  in  any  way  give  some  further  re- 
cognition to  the  position  of  the  nobility 
in  Malta,  it  might  act  as  a  great  induce- 
ment to  the  members  of  the  club  to  elect 
Maltese  to  it ;  and  I  am  certain  that  the 
result  would  be  that  intercourse  there 
would  run  far  more  smoothly,  and  I  am 
sure  would  only  tend  to  strengthen  Bri- 
I  tish  rule  in  that  Island. 

The  Earl  of  DERBY  said,  the  sub- 
ject referred  to  by  the  illustrious  Duke 
was  not  within  the  competence  of  the 
Government.  He  was  quite  sure  the 
Maltese  nobility  would  feel  very  grateful 
for  the  interest  shown  in  their  position 
by  their  Lordships'  House ;  and  he  cor- 
dially concurred  in  what  had  been  said, 
that  it  was  most  desirable  that  the  social 
relations  between  the  Maltese  and  the 
English  should  be  closer  and  more  cor- 
dial than  hitherto. 

POISONS  BILL.— (No.  33.) 
(The  Lord  Frmdent.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
put  into  Committee,  read,  and  discharged, 

LoBD  CAELINGFORD  (Lord  Pbesi- 
DENT  of  the  Council),  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, said,  that  the  measure  was  a  very 
necessary  attempt  to  improve  the  law 
relating  to  the  registration  of  poisons. 
The  subject  was  one  of  some  perplexity 
and  no  little  difficulty,  and  he  hoped 
their  Lordships  would  agree  to  the  Mo- 
tion. 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  referred  to 
a  Select  Committee." — {The  Lord  J^res%r 
dent,) 
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The  Eabl  of  MILLTOWN,  who  had 
given  Notice  that  on  the  Motion  for 
going  into  Committee  on  the  Bill  he 
would  move  —  "  That  the  House  re- 
solve itself  into  Committee  on  the  Bill 
this  day  six  months,"  said,  he  felt  very 
strongly  that  a  measure  on  this  subject 
was  necessary,  right,  and  proper.  At 
the  same  time,  however,  he  was  of  opi- 
nion that  the  Bill  now  before  their  Lord- 
ships was  not  a  good  one,  and  that  it 
was  extremely  likely  to  harass  and 
hamper  legitimate  trade.  It  had  been 
brought  forward  without  any  reference 
to  the  interests  of  the  trade  or  to  the 
interests  of  the  public ;  and  on  that 
ground  he  appealed  to  the  noble  Lord 
some  time  ago  to  refer  it  to  a  Select 
Committee.  The  noble  Lord  did  not  at 
the  time  see  his  way  to  respond  to  the 
appeal,  but  had  now  done  so;  and  he 
had  no  doubt  that  the  inquiry  on  the 
subject  would  prove  to  be  of  great  value 
even  if  the  Bui  did  not  pass  this  Ses- 
sion. He  should  withdraw  his  Notice 
on  the  Paper,  and  he  hoped  the  Motion 
of  the  noble  Lord  would  be  carried. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  referred  accordingly. 

AFRICA    (RED    SEA   COAST)  — THE 

ITALIANS  AT  MASSOWAH. 

QUESTION. 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDEELEY 
asked  Her  Majesty's  Government,  If 
it  is  true  that  Arab  prisoners  have 
been  handed  over  for  custody  to  the 
Italians  at  Massowah;  and,  if  so,  by 
what  right  under  the  Law  of  Nations 
the  Italian  forces  can  be  asked  to  be- 
come gaolers  of  these  prisoners,  since 
making  prisoners  of  war  carried  with  it 
the  responsibility  of  feeding  them  pro- 
perly, and  if  these  prisoners  attempted 
to  escape  the  Italians  would  have  no 
right  to  use  force  to  detain  them  ?  He 
also  asked  whether  it  was  true  that 
forced  labour  had  been  employed  on  the 
railway  near  Wady  Haifa,  and  that 
these  labourers  were  kept  12  or  13  hours 
at  work,  and  worked  under  the  lash  ? 

Eabl  QEANVILLE,  in  reply,  said, 
that  he  was  unable  to  give  any  an- 
swer to  the  first  part  of  the  Question 
of  the  noble  Lord,  as  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  no  communication  on 
the  subject.  As  to  the  second  part  of 
the  Question,   the  information   of  the 


Government  appeared  to  be  contrary  to 
that  of  the  noble  Lord ;  because,  so  far 
from  the  railway  being  laid  by  forced 
labour,  it  was  being  constructed  by 
Egyptian  soldiers. 

House  adjourned  at  Five  o^clock, 

till  To-morrow,  a  qoartea: 

past  Ten  o'clock. 
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MINUTES.]  —  Select  Committee  —  School 
Board  Elections  (Voting),  nominated. 

Supply — considered  in  Committee — Navy   EIsti- 

MATBS. 

Private  Bill  {by  Order)  —  Withdraum  — 
Northampton  and  Banbury  and  Metropolitan 
Junction  Railway.* 

Public  Bills — Ordered — First  Heading — Moni- 
cipal  Corporations  (Uoarter  Session  Bo- 
roughs)* [133];  Registration  of  Votera 
(Scotland)  •  [132]. 

First  J^tfo^M^— Medical  Act  ( 1 858)  Amendment  * 
[130] ;  Tramways  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order 
(No.  1)  •  [131]. 

PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 


LONDON,  BRIGHTON,  AND  SOUTH 
COAST  RAILWAY  (VARIOUS   POWERS) 

BILL. 

SiE  ARTHUR  OTWAY  said,  he  had 
to  make  a  ]!iiotioii  in  regard  to  this  Bill 
which  was  almost  of  a  formal  character, 
and  had  been  made  on  similar  occasions 
in  previous  years.  There  was  a  matter 
coming  before  a  Select  Committee  con- 
nected with  the  London,  Brighton,  and 
South  Coast  Railway ;  and,  as  he  was 
formerly  a  Director  of  that  Railway,  he 
thought  it  better  that  the  Bill  should  be 
adjudicated  upon  by  some  other  person 
than  himself.  He  had  consulted  the 
Chairman  of  the  Standing  Order  Com- 
mittee, who  had  been  good  enough  to 
consent  to  take  this  particular  Commit • 
tee ;  and  he,  therefore,  begged  to  moye, 
as  on  previous  occasions,  under  Stand- 
ing Order  No.  1 09—  • '  That  the  Chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  Standing  Orders  be 
appointed  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  the  Bill." 


Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
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Ordered,  That  the  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Standing  Orders  be  ap- 
pointed Chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
theBiU. 

MOTION. 


POST    OFFICE    SITES    [PURCHASE   OF 

LAND  AND  EXPENSES]. 

BESOLTJnON. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  this  House  will,  To-morrow,  re- 
solve itself  into  Committee  upon  Post 
Office  Sites  [Purchase  of  Land  and  Ex- 
penses]."— (Mr.  Shatp  Ze/evre.) 

Mr.  HEA.LY  asked  if  the  Govern- 
ment proposed  to  set  up  this  Bill  to- 
morrow ? 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE:  Yes.  It 
is  simply  a  Motion  to  enable  a  Bill  to 
be  set  up  in  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House. 

Mr.  HEALY  appealed  to  the  Speaker 
whether  the  course  proposed  to  be  taken 
was  reg^ar  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  said,  there  was  no- 
thing irregular  in  it. 

Mr.  HEALY  remarked  that  if  that 
were  so,  how  was  it  that  the  BiU  had 
not  been  printed  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKEE :  I  understand  that 
this  is  the  first  stage  to  allow  the  Bill  to 
be  introduced. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE:  This  is 
merely  a  formal  stage  in  order  to  enable 
a  financial  Bill  to  be  set  up. 

Mr.  HEALY ;  I  understand  that  this 
is  a  Money  Bill,  and  I  ask  why  this 
stage  was  not  taken  in  the  first  instance, 
instead  of  waiting  until  after  the  Bill 
had  been  read  a  second  time?  I  pre- 
sume that,  this  beine  a  Money  Bill,  the 
Half-past  Twelve  o  clock  Eule  would 
not  operate;  but  really  the  way  in 
which  the  measure  has  been  dealt  with 
makes  it  extremely  difficult  for  the  House 
to  understand  whether  it  is  a  Money  Bill 
or  not.  I  understand,  Sir,  that  you 
have  now  ruled  that  the  Bill  is  a  Money 
BiU,  although  the  Orders  of  the  House 
have  not  been  complied  with,  and  the 
measure  was  not  introduced  in  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  in  the  first 
instance.  I  think  the  question  is  one  of 
fiome  importance  to  the  House  gene- 
rally, or  we  shall  never  be  able  to  know 
whether  a  Bill  is  a  Money  Bill  or  not ; 
I  submit  with  respect,  as  the  sanction  of 
no  Committee  has  yet  been  obtained, 


the  Half-past  Twelve  o'clock  Eule  should 
operate. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVEE:  The  Bill 
was  not  brought  in  as  a  Money  Bill, 
and,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  it  was  blocked, 
and  could  not  be  brought  on  after  half- 
past  12  o'clock.  At  present,  the  Bill  is 
not  a  Money  Bill. 

Mr.  HEALY :  I  understand  that  you. 
Sir,  have  ruled  this  to  be  a  Money  Bill. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Post-' 
master  General  now  says  that  it  is  not  a 
Money  Bill,  and  I  wish  to  know  which 
view  is  correct  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKEE:  This  is  entirely  a 
different  proceeding  for  the  purpose  of 
setting  up  a  Bill,  and  it  is  necessary  to 
pass  a  Eesolution  in  Committee  for  the 
purpose  of  sanctioning  a  Money  Clause 
in  a  Bill.  The  Bill  itself  is  not  entirely 
a  Money  Bill;  but  it  will  contain  a 
clause  which  is  a  Money  Clause,  and  in 
order  to  bring  that  clause  in  harmony 
with  the  Eules  of  the  House  it  is  neces- 
sary to  set  up  the  Bill  in  Committee,  so  that 
the  Money  Clause  may  be  inserted  in  it. 

Mr.  HEALY :  I  perfectly  understand 
that  point ;  but  if  it  is  not  yet  a  Money 
Bill  it  will  be  perfectly  possible  to  block 
the  measure  to-morrow.  For  the  pur- 
pose of  obtaining  your  ruling  upon  the 
point  to-morrow,  I  propose  to  block  the 
Bill  to-night. 

Mr.  SPEAKEE:  I  understand  that 
the  Bill  itself  is  before  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. When  it  comes  back  from  that 
Select  Committee  it  will  be  in  the  power 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy)  to  take  the 
course  he  has  just  suggested. 
,  Mr.  SEXTON:  How  can  a  Eeso- 
lution in  Committee  set  up  a  Bill  which 
is  already  before  the  House,  and  which 
has  been  read  a  second  time  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKEE :  The  proposal  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  reference  only 
to  a  clause  which  it  is  proposed  to  insert 
in  an  existing  Bill.  There  is  no  pro- 
posal to  set  up  an  entire  Bill. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Committee  thereupon  To-morrow. 

QUESTIONS. 


POOR   LAW  (IRELAND)— ELECTION  OF 
GUARDIANS— KILLESHANDRA, 
CO.  CAVAN. 
Mr.  BIGGAE  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Irelandi 
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Is  he  awcu^e  that,  at  the  recent  election 
of  Poor  Law  Guardians  for  the  Kille- 
shandra  Division  of  Cavan  Union,  the 
TO  tin  ^  papers  of  Captain  Beresford  for 
said  division  were  collected  and  given  in 
to  the  returning  officer  with  the  name 
of  Captain  Beresford  written  thereon,  he 
being  in  London  at  the  time,  and  could 
not  possibly  have  signed  the  voting 
paper  in  person ;  is  he  aware  that  the 
said  voting  papers,  after  being  left  bv 
the  police  at  the  residence  of  Captain 
Beresford,  were  taken  away  by  a  young 
gentleman  lately  appointed  to  the  Com- 
mission of  the  Peace,  and  sent  back  in 
time  for  the  constabulaiy  collector  with 
the  name  of  Captain  Beresford  inscribed 
thereon ;  whether  the  action  of  the  Jus- 
tice of  the  Peace  is  justifiable  in  Law  ; 
and,  are  the  said  voting  papers  still  in 
the  hands  of  the  returning  officer  of  the 
Cavan  Union  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEBMAN : 
The  Eeturning  Officer  rejected  two 
voting  papers  issued  to  Captain  Beres- 
ford, as  he  was  of  opinion  that  the 
signatures  to  them  were  not  genuine. 
He  has  no  knowledge  of  what  occurred 
between  the  issue  of  the  papers  and 
their  return  to  him  after  collection ;  but 
if  the  name  of  the  gentleman  who  is 
accused  of  taking  them  away  is  fur- 
nished further  inquiry  on  the  subject 
can  be  made.  The  papers  are  in  the 
hands  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Union. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— NORTH  DUB. 
LIN  BOARD  OF  GUARDIANS. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  the  Irish  Local  Government  Board 
have  withdrawn,  or  resolved  to  with- 
draw, their  veto  against  the  resolution 
of  the  North  Dublin  Board  of  Guar- 
dians, appointing  the  Hibernian  Bank 
their  treasurer  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN  : 
This  matter  has  been  fully  inquired 
into.  It  appears  that  the  Bank  of  Ire- 
land, on  full  knowledge  of  the  circum- 
stances, is  willing  to  lend  the  Guardians 
the  money  required  for  building  pur- 
poses; and  as  no  reasonable  complaint 
ean  be  made  of  the  manner  in  which  that 
Bank  acts  towards  the  Guardians  in 
regard  to  temporary  overdrafts,  there 
are  no  grounds  for  depriving  it  of  the 
treasurership  of  the  Umon.  A  commu- 
nication explaining  the  decision  of  the 
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Local  Government  Board  will  be  before 
the  Guardians  at  their  next  meeting. 

Mr.  HEALY  :  May  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  if  the  Bank  of  Irelimd 
is  willing  to  lend  money  at  the  same 
rate  of  interest  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN  : 
I  do  not  know  that  that  is  the  point. 

Mr.  HEALY:  Yes;  that  is  exactly 
the  point. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— DUNPANAGHY 

UNION— REFUSAL  OF  A  CON. 

VEYANCE. 

Mr.  8EXT0N  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland. 
Whether,  on  the  17th  ult.,  the  wife  of 
Charles  M'Sweeney,  of  Lunniaghmore, 
Gweedore,  county  Donegal,  went,  by 
direction  of  Dr.  Thomas  ^ulay,  Medical 
Officer,  Gweedore  Dispensary  District, 
Dunfanaghy  Union,  to  apply  to  Shane 
O'Donnell,  Believing  Officer  at  Fal- 
curragh,  ten  miles  distant  from  her 
home,  for  an  order  for  a  oar  to  oonvey 
her  son,  John  M*Sweeney,  to  the  county 
Donegal  infirmary  at  Lifford;  whether 
Shane  O'Donnell,  three  days  later,  re- 
plied that  he  would  eiye  a  conveyance 
to  Dunfanaghy  Woi^house  Hospital, 
but  not  to  the  county  infirmarv  ;  whe- 
ther the  ticket  to  admit  John  M^Sweeney 
to  the  county  infirmary  was  issued  on 
the  26th  ult. ;  whether,  on  the  30th  ult, 
John  M 'Sweeney  himself  applied  to 
Shane  O'Donnell  at  Bunbeg  to  gprant 
him  the  conveyance,  as  he  was  not  able 
to  g^  on  foot,  when  O'Donnell  asked 
him  *'  Isn't  your  father  a  National  Land 
Leaguer,"  and  refused  to  give  the  con- 
veyance; whether  the  ticket  of  admis- 
sion issued  on  the  26th  ult.  is  still 
unused,  the  invalid  being  unable  to  go 
to  Lifford,  and  the  relieving  officer  still 
refusing  to  have  him  taken  there  ;  and, 
what  order  the  Local  Government  Board 
will  make  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN : 
A  relieving  officer  has  no  authority  to 
provide  conveyance  to  a  county  infir- 
mary, nor  to  any  place  other  than  a 
workhouse  or  fever  hospital  of  a  Union. 
In  this  case  the  relieving  officer  was 
away  from  home  when  the  application 
was  made ;  but  he  wrote  by  first  post 
pointing  out  what  his  powers  were,  and 
offering  a  conveyance  to  the  workhouse. 
He  denies  that  John  M'Sweeney  applied 
to  him  personally. 
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Mb.  SEXTON:  Is  not  this  power 
given  to  the  Union  for  a  conveyance  if 
necessary? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN  : 
That  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  will  put  a  further 
Question  on  the  subject. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— ELECTION  OF 
GUARDIANS— DUNFANAGHY  UNION. 
Mb.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  the  Key.  James  M'Fadden, 
P.P.  Gweedore,  county  Donegal,  was, 
on  the  24th  ultimo,  during  the  scrutiny 
of  the  yotes  in  the  Poor  Law  election 
for  the  Dunfanaghy  Union,  expelled 
from  the  board  room  of  the  returning  offi- 
cer; whether  the  Bey.  James  M'Fadden 
had  not  a  legal  right  to  be  present; 
whether,  after  the  expulsion  of  the  Bev. 
Mr.  M'Fadden,  the  returning  officer  al- 
lowed Captain  Murphy,  Dunfanaghy, 
Mr.  Beattie,  Crossroads,  and  other  per- 
sons who  were  not  concerned  in  the 
elections,  either  as  proposers  or  candi- 
dates, to  remain  in  the  board  room; 
what  notice  will  be  taken  of  the  conduct 
of  the  officials ;  whether  illegalities  and 
irregularities  affecting  the  elections  for 
the  divisions  of  Magheraclogher,  Meena- 
daddy,  and  Dunlewey  have  been  re- 
ported to  the  Local  Goyemment  Board  ; 
and,  what  decisions  they  have  given, 
especially  as  to  claims  to  vote  which 
have  been  made  by  occupiers  whose 
valuation  is  under  £4  per  annum,  but  is 
higher  than  their  rent,  and  who  are 
liable  to  pay  Poor  Bate  on  the  difference 
between  the  rent  and  the  yaluation,  and 
are  not  entitled  by  Law  to  deduct  the 
Poor  Kate  on  the  amount  of  such  dif- 
ference from  the  rent  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEBMAN  : 
Mr.  M'Fadden  was  allowed  to  be  pre- 
sent at  the  counting  of  the  yotes  for  the 
division  for  which  he  nominated  a  can- 
didate ;  but  he  had  no  right  to  be  pre- 
sent at  the  counting  for  other  divisions. 
The  Beturning  Officer  states  that  Cap- 
tain Murphy  and  Mr  Beattie  were  not 
admitted  until  their  divisions  were  called, 
and  that  there  were  no  persons  not  con- 
cerned admitted  during  the  day.     The 
Local  Government  Board  have  received 
complaints   and    objections    from    Mr. 
M*Fadden  in  reference   to   the  recent 
elections  for  fiye  divisions  of  this  Union, 
and  they   are  in  correspondence  with 
him  on  the  subject. 


Mb.  SEXTON:  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
Father  MTadden  was  entitled  to  be 
present  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEBMAN 
said,  that  the  proposers  were  entitled 
only  to  be  present  during  the  scrutiny  of 
their  own  division. 

ARMY— THE  CAMERON  HICfHLANDERS. 

Colonel  O'BEIBNE  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Whether  the 
79th  Cameron  Highlanders  is  the  only 
Line  Begiment  without  a  linked  Bat- 
talion available  for  Foreign  service ;  if 
it  is  a  fact  that  this  regiment  has  been 
in  Egypt  since  1882  ;  and,  if  it  is  con- 
templated to  add  a  second  Battalion  to 
this  Begiment  in  yiew  of  the  probable 
augmentation  of  the  Army  ? 

The  Mabquess  of  H ABTINGTON  : 
The  Cameron  Highlanders  are  the  only 
regiment  with  but  one  Line  battalion. 
They  haye  been  in  Egypt  since  1882. 
There  is  no  present  intention  of  propos* 
ing  to  give  it  a  second  Line  battalion. 

CHINA— PROPOSED  OPIUM 
CONVENTION. 

Mb.  CBOPPEB  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  he  can  give  the  House  some 
information  respecting  the  terms  of  the 
contemplated  agreement  with  the  Chinese 
Goyemment  in  respect  to  opium,  and 
when  he  expects  to  be  able  to  lay  the 
Papers  upon  the  Table  of  the  House ; 
whether,  in  the  Treaty  negotiations  now 
pending  with  China,  there  is  any  un- 
derstanding come  to  between  the  two 
Governments  on  the  subject  of  Likin ; 
whether,  in  the  Treaty  negotiations  with 
China,  there  is  eriibraced  any  proyision 
on  the  subject  of  taxation  on  Native 
opium,  direct  or  indirect ;  and,  whether 
any  of  the  Clauses  of  the  Chefoo  Con- 
vention, hitherto  unratified  by  the  Bri- 
tish Government,  are  embraced  in  the 
new  Treaty  ? 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAUBICE: 
The  negotiations  on  this  subject  are  still 
in  progpress,  and  I  cannot,  therefore, 
state  what  the  precise  result  of  them 
will  be.  Information  on  the  subject 
will  be  giyen  to  the  House  as  soon  as 
it  can  properly  be  made  public.  The 
Chinese  Government  has  lately  been  in 
circumstances  of  great  difficulty. 

Mb.  CBOPPEB  :  Has  the  noble 
Lord  any  idea  when  the  information 
will  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 


143 


National  Education 


{COMMONS 


{Ireland), 


144 


Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE  : 
No,  Sir ;  I  am  afraid  I  cannot  say.  It 
dependR,  not  so  much  on  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  as  on  the  Government  of 
China. 

LOCAL  OPTION— LEGISLATION. 

Mr.  WHITWOETH  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, When  he  proposes  to  introduce 
the  measure  for  carryinjj^  out  the  Beso- 
lutlon  passed  by  the  House,  and  sup- 
ported by  the  Government,  which  de- 
clared that  entrusting  the  inhabitants 
of  localities  with  a  legal  power  of  re- 
straining the  issue  or  renewal  of  licences 
for  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  was 
required  in  the  best  interests  of  the 
Nation  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  I  am 
afraid  that  I  am  not  able  at  the  present 
time  to  fix  any  date. 

NAVY— NAVAL  ARTILLERY 
VOLUNTEERS. 

Mr.  GOURLEY  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  it  is  the  in- 
tention of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
recommend  that  the  Naval  Artillery 
Volunteers  shall  be  allowed  a  capitation 
grant,  similar  in  amount  to  that  which 
is  now  paid  to  the  Volunteer  Auxiliaries ; 
and,  whether  it  is  intended  that  they 
shall  be  transferred  from  Admiralty 
control  to  that  of  the  War  Office  ? 

Sir  THOMAS  BRASSEY :  I  much 
regret  that  I  cannot  yet  announce  any 
decision  on  this  subject.  The  Admiralty 
highly  appreciate  the  services  of  the 
Volunteers,  and  they  have  received 
with  much  gratification  satisfactory  re- 
ports as  to  their  efficiency,  both  in  their 
drills  and  when  serving  afloat. 

THE  ROYAL  IRISH   CONSTABULARY- 
PROMOTION. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether,  in  November  1882,  three 
junior  Head  Constables  of  the  Eoyal 
Irish  Constabulary  were  promoted  over 
the  heads  of  others  who  were  quite  as 
suitable  for  the  rank  of  District  Inspec- 
tor, also  one  other  was  promoted  who 
was  five  years  over  the  prescribed  age ; 
and  that  since  then  no  promotions  have 
been  made  from  the  ranks  of  the  force 
to  that  of  District  Inspector,  while  there 
have    been    thirty-six    Cadets,    chiefly 
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Englishmen,  appointed  during  the  pe- 
riod in  addition  to  three  who  have 
passed  examination  in  January  last,  a 
total  of  thirty-nine,  since  any  Head 
Constable  attained  to  the  position  of 
District  Inspector ;  how  many  vacancies 
are  now  due  to  Head  Constables,  and 
why  the  appointments,  which  he  stated 
in  December  last  were  due  to  them, 
have  not  since  been  made,  though  an 
examination  for  Cadetships  was  held 
subsequently ;  and,  whether  the  Head 
Constables  of  the  force  generally  have 
expressed  their  dissatisfaction  at  this 
treatment  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL -BANNEEMAN: 
The  three  head  constables  of  the  Irish 
Constabulary  who  were  promoted  in 
1882  were  the  men  who  obtained  the 
highest  places  in  a  competition  among 
several  men  of  their  rank.  One  head 
constable,  who  was  two  years  oyer  the 
ordinary  limit  of  age,  was  promoted  on 
special  grounds.  Of  the  36  cadets  who 
have  been  since  appointed,  only  12  are 
Englishmen.  The  competition  held  in 
January  last  was  among  officers'  sons, 
who  are  much  behind  head  constables 
in  their  share  of  the  appointments  due 
to  the  force.  It  is  intended  to  promote 
three  eligible  head  constables  as  soon 
as  vacancies  arise  for  officers ;  but  there 
are  no  such  vacancies  at  present.  The 
Inspector  General  has  not  heard  of  any 
dissatisfaction  among  the  head  constables 
on  this  subject. 

Mr.  HEIALY:  Has  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  any  objection  to  giving  a 
Beturn  setting  forth  the  way  promotions 
have  been  made  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN  : 
Setting  forth  what  ? 

Mr.  HEALY :  How  many  head  con- 
stables have  been  promoted,  and  how 
many  nominations  of  Englishmen  as 
cadets  have  been  made  into  the  Con- 
stabulary ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN : 
I  should  think  that  to  a  Return  of  facts 
there  would  be  no  objection. 

NATIONAL    EDUCATION    (IRELAND)— 
NATIONAL  SCHOOL  TEACHERS- 
RESULTS'  FEES. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  the  Commissioners  of  National 
Education  (Ireland)  have  recently,  in 
several  cases,  deprived  teachers  of  all 
results  fees    obtainable  for   passes  in 
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extra  Bubjeots  under  note  xiii.  (b)  on 
£xtra  Subjects  Pro^in^mme,  when  the 
nomber  of  passes  fell  as  low  as  twenty 
per  cent. ;  and,  what  is  the  minimum 
per-centage  of  passes  for  which  the 
Commissioners  will  award  fees  in  such 
cases? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
There  is  no  hard-and-fast  rule  on  this 
subject.  Each  case  is  decided  on  its 
merits ;  but  those  cited  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member,  where  the  number  of 
passes  fell  as  low  as  20  per  cent— in 
other  words,  where  only  one  child  in  five 
could  make  satisfactory  answers — ^were 
obviously  cases  in  which  the  Oommis- 
aioners  should  refuse  to  make  a  grant. 

Mr.  he  ALT:  I  would  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  will  the  Commissioners 
make  a  hard-and-fast  rule,  for  the 
teachers  complain  very  much  of  the 
doubt  on  the  subject  ? 

[No  reply.] 

LAW  AND   JUSTICE  (IKELAND)— CASE 
OF  BIOGAE  AND  CARUTH. 

Mr.  BI(K>AE  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
case  of  James  Biggar,  disposed  of  at  the 
last  County  of  Ajutrim  Assizes,  held  in 
Belfast ;  is  it  true  that  Biggar  received 
wounds  that  caused  him  to  be  detained 
for  some  weeks  in  the  Belfast  Royal 
Hospital ;  was  a  man  named  James 
Caruth  arrested,  charged  with  inflicting 
the  injuries  on  Biggar;  were  Biggar's 
dying  declarations  taken ;  was  Caruth, 
at  the  instance  of  the  police,  sent  for 
trial  to  the  Assizes  for  causing  the  in- 
jury to  Biggar ;  did  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  refuse  to  carry  on  the 
prosecution  agaioet  Caruth ;  wasCaruth's 
prosecution  carried  on  by  the  police  up 
till  the  Assizes,  when  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral directed  them  to  abandon  Biggar  ; 
what  was  the  reason  for  giving  up  the 
prosecution  against  Caruth  ;  did  Mr. 
Justice  Johnson  permit  Biggar  to  send 
a  bill  to  the  grand  jury  against  Caruth  ; 
did  the  grand  jury  return  a  true  bill, 
and  was  Caruth  convicted  and  sentenced 
for  the  assault  on  Biggar;  is  it  true 
that,  in  the  same  case,  the  Attorney 
General  ordered  an  indictment  to  be 
preferred  against  Biggar,  and  if  it  is 
true  that  Caruth's  charge  against  Biggar 
was  a  private  prosecution,  and  why  the 


Attorney  General  took  up  that  case,  and 
abandoned  the  charge  made  by  the 
police  against  Caruth  for  assaulting 
Biggar ;  is  it  true  that  Caruth  got  Big- 
gar prosecuted  at  the  expense  of  the 
Crown,  and  that  Biggar  had  to  bear  the 
expense  of  prosecuting  Caruth ;  will  the 
Government  pay  Bigg^'s  expenses  in 
taking  up  the  case  and  successfully  pro- 
secuting Caruth,  and  will  he  direct  such 
expenses  to  be  paid ;  will  the  Govern- 
ment lay  upon  the  Table  all  letters  and 
telegrams  addressed  to  the  Attorney 
General  in  this  case ;  and,  did  the  At- 
torney General,  when  Biggar  had  gone 
to  the  expense  of  instructing  counsel  to 
prosecute  the  bill  found  by  the  grand 
jury  against  Caruth,  assume  the  prose- 
cution, and  prevented  Biggar's  counsel 
from  interfering,  and  by  what  authority 
the  Attorney  General  so  acted  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
The  two  men  Biggar  and  Caruth  quar- 
relled when  under  the  influence  of  drink. 
Both  sustained  injuries.  There  was  no 
dying  declaration,  for  neither  died. 
Biggar,  who  appeared  to  be  most  to 
blame,  was  prosecuted  at  the  Assizes 
and  convicted.  Subsequently  Biggar — 
as  he  was  entitled  —  sent  up  a  bill 
against  Caruth  for  assault ;  and,  it 
having  appeared  on  Biggar' s  trial  that 
Caruth  was  also  to  blame,  the  Crown 
counsel,  by  direction  of  the  Attorney 
General,  without  any  objection  being 
made,  took  up  the  prosecution  in  this 
case  also.  Caruth  was  convicted.  Both 
men  were  fined.  No  application  has  been 
made  by  Biggar  with  regard  to  his  ex- 
penses in  the  case ;  but  if  made  it  will 
be  considered.  It  is  not  necessary  to 
lay  any  Papers  on  the  Table. 

CHARITABLE   BEQUESTS  (IRELAND)— 

BEQUEST  OF  CATHERINE  EATON, 

WICKLOW. 

Mr.  W.  J.  COEBET  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  anything  has  been  done  in  the 
direction  indicated  in  his  reply  to  a 
Question  on  the  3rd  November,  with  re- 
gard to  the  bequest  of  Catherine  Eaton, 
who,  as  stated  in  the  last  Eeport  of  the 
Commissioners  of  Charitable  Donations 
and  Bequests,  left  the  residue  of  her 
property,  by  will  made  in  1793,  "for 
the  fouodation  and  support  of  a  Wool- 
ling  Manufactory  in  the  parish  of  Wick- 
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low ; "  and,  whether,  as  the  Commis- 
sioners state  the  fund  has  remained  so 
long^  in  Court  unused  and  unclaimed, 
some  steps  will  be  forthwith  taken  to 
fulfil  the  intentions  of  the  testatrix  for 
the  benefit  of  her  native  town  ? 

Thb  solicitor  general  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walkeb)  :  The  subject 
referred  to  in  this  Question  has  been  be- 
fore the  Law  Officers.  The  sum  consists 
of  a  legacy  left  by  the  will  to  the  Gardner 
family,  of  Seathly,  in  Cheshire,  and  which 
was  not  claimed  by  them,  and  has  con- 
sequently accumulated.  If  any  one  of 
that  family  survived  the  deceased  it 
would  seem  the  residuary  clause  did  not 
come  into  operation.  In  1805  the  At- 
torney General  of  that  day  advised  that 
the  residuary  gift  mentioned  in  the  Ques- 
tion was  not  a  valid  charitable  one.  If 
this  view  be  correct — and  I  think  it  will 
be  difficult  to  dispute  it — the  persons 
probably  entitled  in  default  of  the 
Gardner  family  would  be  either  the 
next-of-kin  of  deceased,  or  the  Crown  if 
next-of-kin  could  not  be  traced.  In- 
quiries and  proceedings  have  been 
directed  with  the  view  to  having  as- 
certained and  decided  the  questions  of 
law  and  fact  I  have  referred  to,  includ- 
ing the  validity  of  the  supposed  chari- 
table gift. 

EGYPT  (AFFAIRS  IK  THE  SOUDAN)— 

FORCED  LABOUR  AT  DONGOLA 

AND  ESNEH. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  anked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  the  2,000  forced  labourers 
collected  last  August  by  the  Mudir  of 
Dongola,  and  who  were  placed  under  the 
orders  of  Colonel  Grant,  and  the  2,000 
forced  labourers  collected  at  the  same 
date  by  the  Mudir  of  Esneh,  and  placed 
under  the  orders  of  Colonel  Inglefield, 
have  now  been  released ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  courbash  was  employed 
in  regard  to  these  labourers,  that  they 
were  forced  by  its  use  to  work  for  about 
twelve  hours  per  diem,  and  that  those 
who  attempted  to  escape  were  brought 
back  in  chains ;  and,  whether  there  is 
now  any  forced  labour  being  employed 
between  Wady  Haifa  and  Dongola ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  the  same  means  are 
being  used  to  oblige  them  to  work  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE  : 
I  have  no  knowledge  of  the  facts  to 
which  my  hon.  Friend  alludes;  but  a 

Mr.  IF,  J,  Corbet 


copy  of  his  Question  will  be  sent  to  Sir 
Evelyn  Baring  to-day. 

EGYPT  (AFFAIRS  OF  THE   SOUDAN)— 
TREATMENT  OF  PRISONERS. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs* 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  a  statement  in  a  Letter  published  by 
The  £oma,  an  Italian  newspaper,  from 
Massowah,  asserting  that  500  prisoners 
have  arrived  there  from  Suakin,  and  that 
they  are  now  in  the  custody  of  the  Italian 
authorities;  whether  this  statement  is 
correct ;  whether  there  are  any  women 
and  children  amongst  them,  and  what  is 
to  be  their  fate;  whether  he  has  ob- 
served a  telegram  from  Sir  G.  Graham 
to  the  Secretary  of  War,  dated  16th 
April,  in  which  it  is  stated  that  the 
mounted  infantry  have  brooffht  in  40 
prisoners,  including  women  and  children, 
who  were  **  evidently  on  their  way  to 
Osman  Digna,"  together  with  12  camels 
and  500  sheep,  although  there  was  "  no 
fighting ; "  whether  these  men,  women, 
and  children  are  being  detained  in 
custody,  after  their  property  has  been 
confiscated ;  and,  whetner  it  is  in  ao- 
oordance  with  the  usages  of  civilised 
war  that  non  -  combatants,  induding 
women  and  children,  should  be  taken 
prisoners,  and  that  they  should  be  de- 
prived of  their  flocks  and  herds  ? 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  it  is  true  (as  oiroiun- 
stantially  stated  in  the  public  prints), 
that  Natives  taken  prisoners  in  the 
Suakin  Country  are  transported  to  Mas- 
sowah in  the  steamers  of  the  Egyp- 
tian Government,  loaded  with  irons,  and 
treated  as  felons  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
In  reply  to  these  Questions  I  may  state 
that  Her  Majesty's  Gt>vernment  have  no 
knowledge  of  the  despatch  of  any  pri- 
soners to  Massowah.  With  regard  to 
the  second  Question  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouohere), 
I  am  informed  by  the  War  Office  that 
in  a  telegram  from  General  Graham, 
which  appears  in  this  day's  papers,  he 
reports  that  the  prisoners  referred  to  in 
his  telegram  of  the  15th  have  been  re* 
leased,  but  the  cattle  kept,  the  flocks 
and  herds  having  been  supplies  on  their 
way  to  the  camp  of  Osman  Dtgna.  I  may 
add  that  these  Questions  would    more 
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properly  liaye  been  addressed    to  the 
War  Office. 


PARLIAMENTARY    ELECTIONS  (SCOT- 
LAND)—FEES  OF  RETURNING 
OFFICERS. 

Bib  HERBEET  MAXWELL  asked 
the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether  he  has  con- 
sidered the  fact  that,  in  Scotland,  the 
expenses  of  Parliamentary  candidates 
ire  now  strictly  limited  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
menti  except  in  respect  of  the  costs 
chargeable  by  returning  officers,  who 
are  in  the  habit  of  employing  advocates 
from  Edinburgh  as  presiding  officers,  at 
a  fee  of  £3  3<.  each  per  diem  (which, 
allowiog  one  day  for  going  and  another 
for  retuminf!^,  amounts  to  £9  9<.  for  each 
presiding  officer,  with  their  travelling 
expenses  in  addition) ;  and,  whether, 
considering  the  additional  expense  en- 
tailed upon  Parliamentary  candidates 
by  the  increase  in  the  number  of  polling 
stations,  rendered  necessary  by  the  ex- 
tended jfranchise,  he  will  take  into  con- 
sideration whether  sheriffs  of  counties 
may  be  directed  to  obtain  competent 
presiding  officers  from  sources  which  do 
not  entaU  such  heavy  travelling  ex- 
penses, and  three  days'  remuneration  of 
gentlemen  for  one  day's  work  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfotjr)  :  The  fees  of  presiding  officers 
are  limited  by  Section  16,  Sub-section  5, 
of  the  Ballot  Act  of  1 872,  which  provides 
that  the  fee  to  be  paid  to  each  presiding 
officer  shall  in  no  case  exceed  the  sum  of 
three  guineas  per  day.  I  am  under  the 
impression  that  in  some  cases  in  which 
sheriffs  employ  gentlemen  belonging  to 
the  locality  to  act  as  presiding  officers 
complaint  was  made  that  they  were  con- 
nected with  one  or  other  of  the  political 
Parties  there,  and  that  it  was  suggested 
that  it  would  be  desirable  to  have  for 
presiding  officers  gentlemen  not  having 
snch  local  connection.  I  shall,  however, 
commnnicate  with  the  sheriffs  on  the 
euhject,  and  I  shall  also  be  glad  to  learn 
from  hon.  Members  from  Scotland  whe- 
ther they  consider  that  any  further  re- 
striction could  be  placed  upon  the  em- 
ployment and  payment  of  presiding  offi- 
cers consistently  with  obtaining  the  ser- 
vices of  independent  and  duly- qualified 
men.  It  is  to  be  kept  in  view  that  the 
extension  of  the  hours  of  polling  will 
make  it  more  difficult  than  before  for 


presiding  officers  to  return  to  their  homes 
at  any  considerable  distance  on  the  day 
of  election. 

EGYPT    (MILITARY    EXPEDITION    TO 

SUAKIN)— THE  INDIAN  CAMP 

FOLLOWERS. 

Sir  GEORaE  CAMPBELL  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  the  Secretary  of  State  or  the 
Gt>vernment  of  India  have  any  commu- 
nication with  the  Brigadier  General  of 
the  Indian  Army  at  Suakin  and  the 
Transport  Officers  regarding  the  treat- 
ment of  the  Indian  camp  followers  ^at- 
tached  to  the  expedition,  the  losses  sus- 
tained by  them,  and  the  circumstances 
under  which  they  were  surprised  and 
cut  up ;  or,  if  not,  whether  the  Secretary 
of  State  will  procure  Reports  on  the 
subject  from  the  Indian  Officers  ?  The 
hon.  Member  also  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  whether  he  has  yet  re- 
ceived any  reports  of  the  losses  sustained 
by  the  Indian  and  Native  camp  followers 
attached  to  the  Suakin  Expedition, 
especially  on  Sunday  March  22nd,  and 
full  explanations  of  the  causes  which 
led  to  the  surprise  of  that  date ;  and, 
whether  there  will  be  an  inquiry  into 
the  conduct  and  management  of  Generals 
Graham  and  M*Neill,  and  full  oppor- 
tunity for  hearing  any  complaints  re- 
garding the  management  which  led  to 
g^eat  losses  and  sufferings  among  the 
camp  followers  ? 

Thk  Marquess  of  HAKTINGTON  : 
In  reply  to  the  Question  addressed  to 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  I  may  say  that  it  would 
be  a  most  unusual  course  to  call  upon  a 
Brigadier  General  for  any  such  Report 
as  that  suggested  by  the  hon.  Member. 
The  Commander  of  the  Expedition  is 
responsible  for  all  such  matters.  I  have 
no  reason  to  suppose  that  the  treatment 
of  these  camp  followers  was  not  what  it 
should  have  been.  Their  losses  were 
43  killed,  120  missing,  and  19  woimded. 
As  to  the  second  Question  which  the 
hon.  Member  has  addressed  to  me,  I 
have  referred  to  Sir  Gerald  Graham's 
despatches  giving  an  account  of  the 
operations  in  question  to  Lord  Wolseley, 
who  is  in  chief  command  of  all  the 
Forces  in  Egypt  and  the  Soudan,  for  his 
opinion  whether  proper  dispositions  of 
the  troops  were  made,  and  whether  due 
caution  was  exercised. 
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WAYS  AND  MEANS— INLAND  REVENUE 
—RECEIPTS  FROM  INCOME  TAX, 
1881-4. 

Mr.  bolls  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  Whether  the  figures  at 
pages  8  and  9  of  the  Statistical  Abstract 
from  1869  to  1883  are  correct  in  show- 
ing the  amount  reoeiyed  for  Income  Tax 
during  the  four  years  ending  March  3 1st 
1884  as  exceeding  that  for  the  four  years 
ending  March  31st  1880  by  the  aggre- 
gate sum  of  fourteen  millions  one 
hundred  and  seventy -three  thousand 
pounds  ? 

The  OHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childeks)  :  Yes,  Sir ;  the 
hon.  Member's  figures  are  quite  cor- 
rect. 

CEMETERIES  -LEGISLATION. 

Mb.  BICHABD  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment, in  accordance  with  the  pro- 
mise given  last  Session,  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  dealing  with  the  question  of  Ceme- 
teries ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOUET  said, 
it  was  the  intention  of  the  Government 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  on  that  subject.  The 
Bill  was  already  drafted,  and  he  hoped 
that  before  long  it  would  be  introduced 
by  the  Judge  Advocate  General. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— DELAY 
IN  GRANTING  BAIL. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
complaints,  as  published  in  Th6  Belfast 
Morning  News  of  13th  April  inst.,  made 
about  the  difficulties  prisoners  labour 
under  in  getting  out  on  bail  when  the 
magistrates  have  ordered  bail  to  be 
taken ;  and,  will  an  officer  in  future  be 
attached  to  the  Court  to  facilitate  bail 
being  taken  and  prevent  unconvicted 
prisoners  being  kept  for  two  days  in 
gaol? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN  : 
The  Resident  Magistrates  assure  me 
that  no  more  delay  than  is  absolutely 
necessary  occurs  in  these  cases,  and  no 
cause  is  shown  for  the  appointment  of  a 
special  officer  to  deal  with  them. 

Mr.  BIGGAR :  Might  I  be  allowed 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whe- 
ther or  not  prisoners  bailed  out  lie  in 
cells  sometimes  for  48  hours  ? 


Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  :  I 
do  not  think  that  can  be  so. 

PUBLIC  HEALTH  (METROPOLIS)— THE 
METROPOLITAN  ASYLUM  DISTRICT 
—THE  EASTERN  HOSPITALS. 

Baron  henry  DE  WORMS  asked 
the  President  of  the  Local  Gt>vem- 
ment  Board,  Whether  the  Metropolitan 
Asylums  Board,  and  several  Boards  of 
Guardians  in  the  Metropolis,  have  re- 
quested the  Local  Government  Board  to 
institute  an  inquiry  into  the  expenditure 
of  the  eastern  hospitals  of  the  Metro- 
politan Asylums  District ;  whether  such 
inquiry  has  been  intrusted  to  Mr.  Hedley, 
Dr.  Bridges,  and  Mr.  G.  Taylor;  and, 
whether  the  Local  Government  Board 
have  declined  to  appoint  a  person  expe- 
rienced and  skilled  in  the  taking  of  evi- 
dence, and  in  determining  the  value  of 
conflicting  statements,  and  competent  to 
conduct  the  inquiry  in  question,  as  pro- 
vided by  section  22  of  the  Act  10  and 
11  Yic.  c.  109;  and,  if  so,  on  what 
grounds  ? 

Mr.  GEORGE  RUSSELL :  We  have 
been  asked  by  the  Metropolitan  Asylums 
Board  and  several  Boards  of  Guardians 
to  institute  an  inquiry  into  the  expendi- 
ture of  the  Eastern  Hospitals,  and  the 
inquiry  has  been  intrusted  to  three  of 
the  Board's  Inspectors,  Mr.  Hedley,  Dr. 
Bridges,  and  JAx,  George  Taylor.  These 
gentlemen  have  all  had  much  experience 
in  taking  evidence.  Since  the  arrange- 
ments for  the  inquiry  were  completed 
we  have  been  informed  by  one  of  the 
Metropolitan  Boards  of  Guardians  that 
they  have  passed  a  resolution  in  favour 
of  the  appointment  of  a  special  In- 
spector for  the  purpose,  and  that  they 
have  forwarded  a  copy  of  it  to  the 
several  Boards  of  Guardians  in  the 
Metropolis,  and  asked  them  to  pass 
similar  resolutions.  We  believe  that 
three  Boards  of  Guardians  have  ex- 
pressed concurrence  in  their  view.  The 
Board,  however,  see  no  reason  whatever 
for  making  any  alteration  in  the  arrange- 
ments  as  to  the  Inspectors  by  whom  the 
inquiry  is  to  be  held. 

Lord  ALGERNON  PERCY  asked 
the  President  of  the  Local  Gk>vemment 
Board,  Whether  the  Local  (Government 
Board  has  appointed  Inspectors  to  in- 
quire into  the  expenditure  of  the  Eastern 
Hospitals  of  the  Metropolitan  Asylums 
District;  and,  whether  it  will  be  the 
duty  of  the  Inspectors  to  discover  the 
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efidence  necessarj  to  elicit  the  facts  in  | 
respect  of  each  expenditiire,  or  how 
otherwise  the  evidence  is  to  be  obtained, 
ind  by  whom  the  necessary  witnesses 
will  be  examined,  in  order  that  the  facts 
of  the  case  may  be  established  ? 

Me.  GEOEGE  RUSSELL:  It  will 
deyolve  on  the  Inspectors  to  summon 
Buofa  witnesses  as  they  deem  necessary 
for  the  purpose  of  the  inquiry,  and  the 
witnesses  will  be  examined  by  the  In- 
spectors on  oath. 

NAVY— PAYMASTERS. 

Mb.  GABBETT  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  every  officer 
promoted  to  Chief  Engineer  in  the  Eoyal 
Navy  becomes  at  once  senior  to  upwards 
of  eighty  Paymasters  to  whom  he  was 
previously  junior,  and  whether  this 
seniority  injuriously  affects  the  latter 
officers  as  to  their  accommodation  whilst 
on  passage  in  transports  and  troopships ; 
and,  whether  the  relative  rauk  of  Pay- 
masters and  Assistant  Paymasters  will 
be  considered  by  their  Lordships  at 
the  same  time  as  that  of  Engineer 
Officers? 

SiE  THOMAS  BEA8SEY :  A  chief 
engineer  on  promotion  takes  rank  above 
paymasters  of  less  than  eight  years* 
seniority,  and  would  then  necessarily 
pass  over  many  paymasters.  This  ques- 
tion of  relative  rank,  however,  is  ex- 
tremely complicated ;  and  it  is  quite  pos- 
sible that  the  chief  engineer,  whose 
promotion  is  slower  than  that  of  the 
accountant  officer,  is  senior  in  the  Ser- 
vice, having  become  an  assistant  engi- 
neer before  the  accountant  officer  became 
an  assistant  paymaster. 

METBOPOLITAN  IMPROVEMENTS- 
COLONNADE    OP  OLD  BURLINGTON 

HOUSE. 

Sia  HEBBERT  MAXWELL  asked 
the  junior  Member  for  Leeds,  If  he  is 
aware  that  the  carved  stones  which  have 
now  for  some  years  laid  exposed  to  wind, 
weather,  and  wanton  mischief  on  the 
river  bank  at  Battersea  are  the  disjecta 
membra  of  that  Colonnade  of  which 
Horace  Walpole  wrote — 

**  At  daybreak,  looking  out  of  window  to  see 
the  tan  riae,  I  was  surprised  with  the  yision  of 
the  Colonnade  that  fronted  me.  It  seemed  one 
of  thoee  edifices  that  are  raised  by  genii  in  a 
ni^t  time,*' 

and  of  which  Sir  William  Chambers 
spoke  as  '*one  of  the  finest  pieces  of 


architecture  in  Europe ;  "  and,  what  is 
the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment as  to  their  destination  ? 

Mr.  HERBEET  GLADSTONE:  I 
am  aware  of  the  history  of  the  dhjeoia 
membra  of  the  Colonnade  now  lying  in 
Battersea  Park.  Hitherto  the  Govern- 
ment has  not  been  able  to  make  use  of 
them,  and  no  suitable  site  for  their  re- 
erection  has  as  yet  been  even  suggested. 

POST  OFFICE-POSTMASTERS  AND 
PARLIAMENTARY  ELECTIONS. 

Mb.  BUSZAED  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  with  reference  to  the  political 
action  of  Postmasters,  Whether  the 
latest  instructions  to  Head  Postmasters 
are  dated  in  1878 ;  whether  the  restric- 
tions therein  imposed  on  ofiB.cers  of  the 
Post  Office  as  to  elections  were  founded 
on  stat.  9  Anne,  c.  10,  s.  44 ;  whether 
that  statute  was  repealed  in  1874  by 
stat.  37  and  38  Vic.  c.  22;  whether 
Rule  77,  of  Rules  for  Sub-Postmasters 
1884,  does  not  expressly  recognise  that 
'Hhe  former  disabilities  in  regard  to 
officers  of  the  Post  Office  voting  at 
elections  and  taking  part  therein  have 
been  removed ; "  and,  whether  he  will 
state  upon  what  grounds  he  has  im- 
posed, by  the  replies  referred  to,  restric- 
tions upon  the  political  action  of  Post- 
masters not  sanctioned  by  Act  of  Par- 
liament ?  

Me.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  The  in- 
structions of  1873  are  out  of  date,  the 
law  having  since  been  altered.  But 
although  Postmasters  and  other  Post 
Office  servants  are  now  relieved  from 
the  political  disabilities  which  formerly 
attached  to  them,  it  by  no  means  follows 
that  they  should  be  allowed  to  act  as 
political  partisans.  Indeed,  at  the  time 
the  law  was  altered  it  was  distinctly 
contemplated  by  Parliament,  as  a  re- 
ference to  Mansard  will  show,  that  some 
regulations  might  be  necessary  to  con- 
trol the  conduct  of  Post  Office  servants 
in  political  matters.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  North  Devon, 
who  had  charge  of  the  Bill,  spoke  as 
follows : — 


<i 


It  was  clearly  undesirable  that  officers  of 
certain  branches,  at  all  events,  of  the  Public 
Service  should  take  an  active  part  in  elec- 
tioneering contests.  And,  therefore,  although  he 
quite  agreed  . . .  that  the  law  should  be  altered, 
and  that  old,  obsolete,  and  inconvenient  restric* 
tions  should  be  removed,  he  thought  the  House 
should  do  nothing  to  restrain  the  Executive 
Ghovemment  from  taking  such  steps  as  they 
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might  find  nsceBauy  for  prevaDtioR  any  un-  of  the  maps  should  be  iesued  giving  the 
.BemlvorinconyBnientmUr/ermMofthoir  own  co^^t  nameB  of  the  divisions  ae  BetUed 
officials  m  elBctioneenng  coilte«t«.   — (3  flan-    i,„  ..      -n^        a 

^    '^        '  Sir    OHAHLES  W.   DIUCE:    The 

PAEIjIAMENTART  elections  (HEDIS-  maps  will  be  very  costly.     The  Beiurn 

TRIBUTION)  BILL-TOWN  CLERKS  "»'!  be  a  very  full  one. 

OP  IRISH  BOROUGHS.  Mk.  SEXTON  asked  the  right  hon. 

Me.  JOHN   EEDMOND    asfeed  the  Baronet  whether  in  the  interyal  between 

Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  ^.t,^°"^!j*l*  ""'^  ^?  ^^P"'"'  **t^'''  '^* 

of  Ireland,  Whether  he  has  received  a  ^'"   ^''''}\}'t    t?""*^'   ^°  ^^'^^^^^t 

Memorial,  addressed  to  him  by  the  town  ^ouse  might  be  able  to  imderstaDd  it  ? 

clerks  of  Nineteen  of  the  Irisfi  boroughs  .    ?'"  CHARLES  W.   DILKE  :    It  >s 

merged  under  the   Seats  Bill,  praying  beiug  reprinted  now  as  far  as  we  have 

for  compensation  for  the  loss  which  wifl  8°"^- 
be  entailed  upon  them  by  superseding 

them  in  the  duties,  at  present  imposed  CENTRAL  ASIA— RUSSIA  AND  AFGHAN- 

on  them  by  Law,    in   connection  with  ISTAN-RUSSIAN  OCCUPATION  OP 

preparing  voters' lists;  and,  what  answer  BALA  MUROHAB  AND  KHU8HK. 

he  has  sent  to  this  Memorial  ?    "  Mr.  A8HMEAD-BAETLETT  asked 

Mb.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN:  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreiga 

I  have  received  the  Memorial  referred  Affairs,  Whether  the  Afghan  Forces  still 

to,andlutveacknowledgeditBreceipt.  The  hold  Bala  Murghab  and  Khushk;  whe- 

claim  does  not  appear  to  me  to  be  one  ther    General  Komaroflf.  who  has   in- 

that  could  be  admitted,  except  in  theex-  spected    the   "positions"    from   which 

tremel^  improbable  event  of  its  being  the  Afghans  have  been  driven,  has  es- 

recognized  in  England.  tablishod  a  provisional  government  in 
tho    country   up    to    the   Paropamisus 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS    OF  THE  Hills  ;    and,  whether    it    is    true   that 

HOUSE— PARLIAMENTARY  ELECTIONS  the  following    proclamation  has    been 

(REDISTRIBUTION)  BILL.  circulated  by  the  Bussians  throughout 

Me.  WAETON  asked  the  President  Northern  Afghanistan:— 

of  the  Local  Qovernment  Board,  Wbe-  "You  willttava  learned  that  your daceated 

ther  he  would  have  any  objection,  be-  ""*«'■,  Shir  Aii   not  only  waa  the  true  friend 

fo„th.B.p„rtS,«s=  of  the  ae.«  Bill  5;/C3'T."i:?;.'E^°£,VSrS.'?. 

be  taken,  to  grant  the  Hetum  relating  to  fsvoiir.     You  know,  further,  that  tho  people  of 

Counties   at  large   which  have  been  di-  Merv  roluntarily  auhmitted  to  the  Czar,  whose 

vided  by  the  Boundary  CommisBion  ?  power  none  can  withatand,  and  undor  whoaa 

Sm  CHARLES  W.  DILKB :  I  should  "'^B*  '.''*  *'"."^V'  ""^  '*!«  unbolievara  alike  find 

J.  c  1  ■  .-c  J  ■  .■  Ti  .  .  protection,  justice,  and  clBmeoey.  Ood  has 
not  feeljustified  in  granting  a  Return  to  ^,„  pennitted  that  the  holy  towi,  of  Samar. 
the  effect  suggested  until  tho  boundaries  cand,  with  ita  moBquoa  and  sacred  ffrarea, 
have  been  definitely  settled  by  both  should  fall  into  Ruaaian  hands.  Therefore, 
Houses,  as  the  preparation  and  print-  -^fRlianB,  keep  good  friendship  with  tha  Rua- 
ing  of  the  Return  would  necesBarilv  p>. '«"»"l'em.  and  avoid  fheir  adTsr^mes, 
,6  ,  .,  ij  T_  7^  i.-r  '°'  J""  too  cannot  eacapa  the  fate  of  the 
be  expensive,  and  it  would  be  hable  Turcomans,  Yomuda,  and  others  f" 
to  mislead  if  all  necessary  corrections  ,  r.TAii-,-.-»TT,  T.Tm.ni- .  TTr,T,-.n 
w.™notp,eriou.lym«i..  I  think  thai  ^^S"  ^P"?S°  mTZMAUSICE : 
.  Ket™  giring  in  Ml  the  oontenU  oJ  J*"  Po"igii  Offlje  h.ve  not  been  in- 
eaeh  dimion,  Soth  o(  borough,  and  '"nned  that  the  Afghan,  hare  e.^naled 
ooul.tie^  a<  finally  .etUed,  wonld  be  g*"'  ''^'e^'>>  and  Khn.hl  or  that 
found  Tory  useful;  and  I  Tin  lay  snoh  a  Omet^  Komaroff  ha.  o.tabh.hed  . 
Setum  on  th.  Table  a.  .oon  a.  th.  BiU  Pron.ional  Government  up  to  the  Paro- 
beoome.la».  Tbi.  Eetom  might  not  bo  P"»>™  Mounlam.  or  that  the  Eua- 
in  the  pre«i.e  form  augge.tfd  by  Ibe  ""»li«"  circulated  the  Proclamation 
hon.  anS  learned  MemKpi  but  1  will  »"'"'i»<i  through  Afghani.tan. 
take  care  that  it  shall  supply  all  the  in- 
formation which  I  believe  it  ia  hi.  deaite  I""™  "™  COUMISSION  (8BB.COM. 
to  obtain.  MIS810NERS)— MR.  EDWARD  GREER. 

Ma.  HEALY    a.ked,   whether  cars  Ma.  BIOOAE  asked  the  Chief  Score, 

would  be  taken  that  the  rerlMd  edition  taiy  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Mr.  SImw  Leftrrt 
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the  Ameer  had  made  any  representation 
to  the  Gbvemment  of  India  on  the  suh- 
ject  of  the  Frontier,  and  with  what 
result.  No  douht  the  Ameer  has  made 
representations  to  the  Yiceroy,  and  the 
Yiceroj  has  made  it  an  important  part 
of  his  duty  to  exchange  ideas  and  views 
with  the  Ameer  on  that  subject.  I  had 
in  view  those  representations  on  a  former 
day  when  I  gave,  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment, an  assurance  that  the  com- 
munications between  Lord  Dufferin  and 
the  Ameer  were  of  a  most  satisfactory 
character. 

LoKD  JOHN  MANNERS :  I  should 
like  to  ask  a  Question  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  as  to  the  telegram 
from  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  which  he 
does  not  desire  to  communicate  to  the 
House.  All  Eurc>pe  has  been  in  pos- 
session for  some  days  of  the  Eussian 
version  of  the  transactions  at  Penjdeh. 
I  understand  now  that  a  full  telegram 
has  been  received  from  Sir  Peter  Lums- 
den containing  a  version  of  the  trans- 
action. I  wish  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  if  that  be  so,  how  much 
longer  he  thinks  it  expedient  to  with- 
hold from  the  country  and  the  House 
the  version  of  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  The  Question  of 
the  noble  Lord  contains  an  argument, 
which  might  have  been  entirely  spared, 
because  it  is  founded  on  an  erroneous 
supposition.  We  are  not  in  possession 
of  any  complete  version,  or  what  we  con- 
sider a  complete  version.  [^Ironical  Op- 
poiition  laughter.']  Well,  I  suppose  we 
are  entitled  to  form  an  opinion.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  who  laugh  appear  to 
think  that  it  is  not  the  duty  of  the  Execu- 
tive Government  to  form  an  opinion.  I 
repeat,  we  are  not  in  possession  of  a 
complete  version  of  the  essential  circum- 
stances leading  to  or  connected  with  that 
engagement,  and  it  is  that  version  for 
the  arrival  of  which  we  are  looking. 
When  that  version  has  arrived,  if  we 
should  not  be  in  a  position  to  communi- 
cate it,  then,  I  imagine,  Questions  like 
that  of  the  noble  Lord  may  be  fairly  put. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAET  DYKE :  I  do 
not  know  whether  this  would  be  an  un- 
to Question  to  put ;  but,  in  view  of  the 
very  grave  tension  out-of-doors,  it  would 
be  of  great  benefit  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  give  some  approximate 
date  when  any  Question  with  regard  to 
these  negotiations  is  likely  to  lead  to  a 
definite  reply? 

VOL.  OOXCVn.    [thibd  sbbies.] 


Mr.  GLADSTONE :  If  the  settlement 
of  these  matters  depended  upon  our- 
selves, it  would  be  my  duty  to  give  a 
distinct  answer  to  that  Question ;  but  I 
am  unable  to  say  when  we  shall  receive 
from  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  his  version  of 
the  affair,  after  the  various  incidents 
that  have  interrupted  the  communica- 
tions with  that  country.  It  so  happened 
that  the  communication  which  arrived 
on  Friday  last  came  with  comparative 
celerity.  But  I  am  not  able  to  say  when 
we  shall  be  in  possession  of  full  infor- 
mation upon  matters  which  are  material 
and,  indeed,  essential  to  an  understand- 
ing of  this  case.  In  regard  to  the  nego- 
tiations between  the  two  Governments, 
all  I  can  say  is  that  no  time  will  be  lost 
on  our  part  in  prosecuting  these  nego- 
tiations to  a  termination,  because  we 
feel  how  very  disadvantageous  it  is  to 
have  so  much  delay  and  uncertainty. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  :  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  Prime  Minister  this  Question.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  his  answer 
the  other  day,  said  that  the  Hussians 
had  made  an  unprovoked  assault ;  and 
the  Viceroy  of  India,  in  a  public  speech, 
made  use  of  exactly  the  same  language. 
I  wish  to  ask  the  Prime  Minister  a  Ques- 
tion which  I  think  it  is  due  to  both 
countries  should  be  answered — namely, 
whether  the  Government  believe  in  the 
version  of  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  or  in  the 
version  of  General  Komaroif  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  It  appears,  on 
reference  to  what  I  previously  said,  that 
this  is  no  place  for  the  Question  put 
by  the  hon.  Member.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  not  even  taken  the  trouble  to 
quote  with  accuracy  the  words  used  by 
me  in  describing  the  impressions  of  the 
Government  in  reference  to  the  state  of 
affairs  on  the  Afghan  Frontier.  I  must 
point  out  to  him  that,  whatever  he  may 
think  to  the  contrary,  great  accuracy  is 
requisite  in  these  matters ;  and  the 
House  may  recollect  that  when,  on  the 
first  day,  I  mentioned  the  purport  of 
the  allegations  we  had  received  from 
our  own  Agents,  I  stated  that,  of  course, 
we  gave  credence  to  what  proceeded 
from  them.  But  the  hon.  Gentleman 
must  remember  that  we  are  not  depen- 
dent entirely  upon  British  Agents ;  but 
the  British  Agents  are  dependent  very 
considerably  on  Afghan  officers.  I  have 
nothing  to  say  against  them ;  but,  of 
course,  the  case  is  not  the  same ;  and, 
considering  what  results  may  depend 
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upon  precision  of  Uagnaga,  I  will  not  be 
driven  into  any  premature  or  incomplete 
statement  on  any  points  connected  witli 
this  ^eat  question. 

EGYPT— SEIZURE  OF  THE  "BOSPHORE 
EGTPTEEN." 

LoED  RANDOLPH  CHtrECHILL 
asked,  Whethurthe  House  was  to  under- 
stand that  the  eution  of  the  Egyptian 
GoTemment.  in  suppressing  Tlie  £oi- 
jihort  Egyptien,  was  taken  on  its  own 
responsibility,  and  entirely  without  the 
cognizance  and  the  advice  of  Sir  Evelyn 
Baring ;  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment disclaimed  all  responsibility  foi 
that  suppression,  and  wae  in  a  position  to 
act  as  a  totally  disinterested  party  in  the 
matterr 

Mb.  GIiADSTONE:  Before  I  can 
undertake  to  give  a  definite  reply  I 
think  I  ought  to  see  the  Question  in 
print ;  but  at  this  moment,  without 
taking  time  for  reflection,  I  should  say 
that  the  Egyptian  Government  did  not 
act  alone  on  the  matter,  and  that  we 
are  not  in  a  position  to  disclaim  all  re- 
sponsibility. No  doubt  there  are  ques- 
tions of  procedure,  and  many  others  of 
a  secondary  and  subsidiary  character, 
which  may  come  up  in  a  matter  of  this 
kind ;  and  I  should  not  like  to  give  a 
final  answer ;  but,  speaking  generally, 
I  may  say  that  we  are  not  in  a  position 
to  disclaim,  and  we  do  not  claim  all  re- 


Ma.  O'DONNELL  inquired  whether 
it  was  not  the  case  that,  a  few  days  ago, 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  stated  in  this  House  that  the 
suppression  of  Th»  Botphors  Egyptim 
had  taken  place  with  the  sanction  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government? 

Lord  EDMOND  EITZMATmiCE: 
I  do  not  see  any  dieorepanoy  between 
my  statement  and  what  has  just  fallen 
from  the  Prime  Minister,  though,  of 
course,  I  should  like  to  refer  to  the 
actual  terms  of  my  answer. 

NAVr— STATE  OF  THE  NAVY— SIE 
EDWARD  REED'S  NOTICE  OF  MOTION. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  asked  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cardiff,  What  steps  he  was 
about  to  take  with  regard  to  his  Motion 
OQ  this  subject,  and  for  the  discussion 
of  which  the  Government  refused  to  give 
a  day ;  whether  the  hon.  Member  would 
move  that  Motion  before  going  into 
Committee  to-night,  or  whether  the 
Mi:  Gltidntonf 


question  would  he  discussed  in  Com- 
mittee ? 

Sir  EDWAED  J.  REED,  in  reply, 
said,  that  as  the  Prime  Minister,  in  pur- 
suance of  his  engagement  with  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition,  had  insisted  upon 
pressing  the  Redistribution  Bill,  and 
likewise  the  Registration  Bills,  before 
giving  any  facihtiee  to  private  Mem- 
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Wheiher  Mr.  Edward  Oreer,  Sub- 
Oammiflsioiier,  was,  until  his  appoint- 
ment, partner  with  Mr.  B.  A.  Mullan, 
Sdlidtor,  Newrj ;  whether  on  the  door 
the  words  "Oreer  and  MuUan,  Soli- 
dtoTB,"  still  appears,  and  cheques  are 
still  issued  on  the  Newry  Branch  of  the 
Bank  of  Ireland  in  the  name  of  G^eer 
and  MuUan ;  and,  whether  there  is  an 
agreement  between  these  gentlemen 
that  on  the  cessation  of  Mr.  Greer's 
employment  as  a  Commissioner  he  is  to 
resume  his  place  in  the  firm  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEBMAN  : 
The  Land  Commissioners  have  received 
Mr.  (Greer's  assurance  that,  neither  di- 
reotly  or  indirectly,  has  he  any  connec- 
tion with  the  business  of  his  late  part- 
ner, Mr.  Mullan ;  and  they  do  not  think 
it  necessary  to  inquire  as  to  the  other 
matters  referred  to  in  this  Question. 


EGYPT  (AFFAIBS   OP  THE  SOUDAN)— 

0£N£RAL  GRAHAM'S  PRO- 

CLAMATION. 

Mb.  ARTHTTB  ABNOLD  asked  the 
Krst  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
the  proclamation  reported  to  have  been 
iflsaed  by  General  Oraham  will  be  com- 
municated to  the  House  before  the  dis- 
cussion upon  the  Vote  of  Credit ;  whe- 
ther Lord  Wolseley  having  reported 
that  he  has  no  fear  for  his  communica- 
tions on  the  Nile,  the  alleged  necessity 
for  operations  at  Suakin  has  passed 
away  ;  and,  whether,  in  the  circum- 
stances, Her  Majesty's  (Government  in- 
tend to  pursue  the  policy  of  the 
proclamation  entrusted  by  the  Khedive 
to  (General  Cordon,  which  called  upon 
all  persons  in  arms  to  lay  them  down, 
to  endeavour  by  x>eaceable  means  to 
form  independent  governments,  and  to 
do  their  best  for  their  own  pros- 
perity? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  In  regard  to  the 
first  portion  of  this  Question,  on  inquiry 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  I  find 
that  what  the  hon.  O-entleman  describes 
as  a  Proclamation  was  not  a  Proclama- 
tion, bat  a  letter  from  Osman  Dig^a  to 
the  officer  in  command,  and  a  reply 
from  0«neral  Graham.  That  being  so, 
there  wiU  be  no  objection  to  its  being 
kid  on  the  Table  if  moved  for.  In  re- 
gard to  the  other  portion  of  the  Ques- 
tioD,  I  would  recommend  my  hon. 
Friend  to  wait  till  after  the  statement 
which  win  be  made  in  submitting  the 
Tote  of  (Tredit  to-morrow. 


LONDON  GOVERNMENT— LEGISLA- 

TION. 

Mr.  firth  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  Whether  the  Government 
propose  during  the  present  Session  to 
introduce  any  Bills  for  the  purpose  of 
establishing  a  Eepresentative  Municipal 
Goyernment  in  London ;  of  carrying  into 
effect  the  Report  of  the  City  Guilds 
Oommission ;  and  of  taking  steps  either 
by  supporting  the  amendments  to  the 
Water  Bill  now  before  Parliament,  or 
otherwise  to  prevent  the  vested  interests 
of  the  London  Water  Companies  being 
increased  by  two  millions  sterling  by 
reason  of  the  new  assessments  shoruy  to 
come  into  force  ? 

Colonel MAKINS  said,  that  before  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  replied,  he  would 
ask  whether  he  was  aware  that  the 
Water  Companies'  charges  were  not 
based  upon  the  poor  rate  assessment  at 
all;  and  whether  the  hypothetical  two 
millions  alluded  to  were  merely  the  pro- 
duct of  the  hon.  Member  for  Chelsea's 
vigorous  imagination  ? 

Mb.  COOPE  also  asked  the  Home 
Secretary  if  he  was  aware  that  the 
figures  in  the  Question  were  founded 
upon  a  misconception  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOURT :  I  can 
hardly  answer  the  Questions  which  have 
been  addressed  to  me,  nor  can  I  give 
any  definite  statement  with  reference  to 
these  Bills.  As  my  hon.  Friend  is  aware, 
a  temporary  measure  dealing  with  cor- 
porate property  is  already  before  the 
House.  With  reference  to  the  other  and 
larger  measures,  I  am  not  in  a  position 
at  present  to  state  what  steps  will  be 
taken. 

EGYPT-SEIZURE  OF  THE  "  BOSPHORE 

EGYPTEEN." 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  :  I 
wish  to  ask,  Whether  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment have  received  any  notice  from 
the  Egyptian  Government  with  refer- 
ence to  the  demands  of  the  Government 
of  France  relating  to  the  suppression  of 
The  B99phore  EgypUen^  and  what  advice 
they  have  offered  to  the  Egyptian  Go- 
vernment ;  and  whether  they  have  had 
any  direct  communication  with  the 
French  Government  on  the  subject? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  It  is  quite  true 
that  the  Egyptian  Government  have  re 
ceived  certain  demands  from  the   G 
vemment    of    France    in    relation  t 
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upon  precision  of  language,  I  will  not  be 
driven  into  any  premature  or  incomplete 
statement  on  any  points  connected  with 
this  great  question. 

EGYPT— SEIZURE  OF  THE  «  BOSPHORE 

EGYPTIEN." 

LoED  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
asked,  Whether  the  House  was  to  under- 
stand that  the  action  of  the  Egyptian 
Government,  in  suppressing  The  Bos- 
phore  Egypiien^  was  taken  on  its  own 
responsibility,  and  entirely  without  the 
cognizance  and  the  advice  of  Sir  Evelyn 
Baring ;  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment disclaimed  all  responsibility  for 
that  suppression,  and  was  in  a  position  to 
act  as  a  totally  disinterested  party  in  the 
matter? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Before  I  can 
undertake  to  give  a  definite  reply  I 
think  I  ought  to  see  the  Question  in 
print;  but  at  this  moment,  without 
taking  time  for  reflection,  I  should  say 
that  the  Egyptian  Government  did  not 
act  alone  on  the  matter,  and  that  we 
are  not  in  a  position  to  disclaim  all  re- 
sponsibility. No  doubt  there  are  ques- 
tions of  procedure,  and  many  others  of 
a  secondary  and  subsidiary  character, 
which  may  come  up  in  a  matter  of  this 
kind ;  and  I  should  not  like  to  give  a 
final  answer;  but,  speaking  generally, 
I  may  say  that  we  are  not  m  a  position 
to  disclaim,  and  we  do  not  claim  all  re- 


Mr.  O'DONNELL  inquired  whether 
it  was  not  the  case  that,  a  few  days  ago, 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  stated  in  this  House  that  the 
suppression  of  The  Bosphore  Egyptien 
had  taken  place  with  the  sanction  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE  : 
I  do  not  see  any  discrepancy  between 
my  statement  and  what  nas  lust  fallen 
from  the  Prime  Minister,  though,  of 
course,  I  should  like  to  refer  to  the 
actual  terms  of  my  answer. 

NAVr— STATE  OF  THE  NAVY-SIR 
EDWARD  REED'S  NOTICE  OF  MOTION. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  asked  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cardiff,  What  steps  he  was 
about  to  take  with  regard  to  his  Motion 
on  this  subject,  and  for  the  discussion 
of  which  the  Government  refused  to  g^ve 
a  day ;  whether  the  hon.  Member  would 
move  that  Motion  before  going  into 
Committee   to-night,    or    whether    the 
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question  would  be  discussed  in  Com- 
mittee  ? 

Sir  EDWARD  J.  REED,  in  reply, 
said,  that  as  the  Prime  Minister,  in  pur- 
suance of  his  engagement  with  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition,  had  insisted  upon 
pressing  the  Redistribution  Bill,  and 
likewise  the  Registration  Bills,  before 
giving  any  facilities  to  private  Mem- 
bers for  any  purpose  whatever,  he  had 
thought  it  desirable  to  take  no  further 
steps  until  that  measure  had  been  dis- 
posed of. 

CENTRAL  ASIA—RUSSIA  AND  AFGHAN 
TSTAN— THE  RUSSIAN  ADVANCE. 

Me.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  asked, 
Whether  it  was  not  the  fact  that  the 
Prime  Minister  informed  the  House,  on 
Friday,  the  Idth  of  March,  that  the 
Russian  Government  had  then  entered 
into  an  agreement  that  their  force  should 
not  advance,  and  that  agreement  dated 
back  to  the  2nd  of  Mai^  ?  He  would 
further  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether,  in  the  face  of  that  statement, 
it  was  possible  for  him  to  oommuni- 
cate  to  the  House  the  substance  of  Sir 
Peter  Lumsden's  telegram  on  Friday 
last  ?  He  put  this  Question  beoaaie 
statements  gravely  affecting  the  charac- 
ter and  judgment  of  British  officers  with 
Sir  Peter  Lumsden  had  been  put  forth 
by  the  Russian  organ  in  this  country, 
and  were  still  put  forth  from  day  to  day. 

[No  reply.] 

Babon  henry  DE  WORMS  asked. 
Whether  it  was  a  fact,  as  stated  by  the 
Special  Correspondent  of  The  Daily  N$m 
at  Krasnovodsk,  that  the  Military  At* 
tach6  of  the  British  Embassy  at  St. 
Petersburg  had  been  refused  permission 
to  visit  the  railway  now  being  made 
from  Krasnovodsk  to  Sarakhs ;  and 
whether  any  confirmation  had  been  re- 
oeived  by  Her  Majesty's  Minister  at 
Teheran  of  the  following  statement  made 
by  the  same  Correspondent  with  respect 
to  the  Russo-Persian  Frontier : — 

"  The  RuBsian  advance  into  TorkeaUn  necM- 
sitated  a  more  exact  delimitatioa  of  the  Pernan 
frontier  from  the  Caspian  to  Sarakhs.  This 
work  was  gone  over  a  year  or  two  ago,  and  was 
supposed  Xo  have  been  definitely  settled.  The 
boundary  was  laid  down,  but  now  the  Rossiass 
are  takine  it  upon  themselves  to  detenmne 
what  had  been  determined,  and  to  settle  when 
the  boundary  had  been  fixed.  I  underrtaad 
that  one  subject  of  dispute  is  connected  with 
the  Atrak  River,  near  its  i unction  with  tht 
Caspian.  About  forty  miles  from  its  moolh  this 
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ftream  splits  in  two,  and  these  branches  flow 
separately  into  the  Bay  of  Hasan  Kali.  The 
Atrak  was  settled  to  be  the  boundary  between 
Persian  and  Russian  soil;  but  whether  the 
Commissioners  forgot  to  define  which  branch 
of  that  river  was  to  be  the  frontier  or  not,  I 
cannot  say.  Russia  now  claims  the  southern 
fork,  and  Persia  claims  the  northern.  The 
Russians,  I  am  informed,  have  taken  a  very 
effective  means  of  settling  the  question ;  they 
have  constructed,  or  are  constructing,  a  dam 
where  the  northern  branch  separates,  and  thus 
it  will  cease  to  exist.  The  southern  branch  will 
thus  become  the  Kiver  Atrak,  and  that  has  been 
defined  as  the  frontier." 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
It  is  quite  true  that  this  morniDg  I  did 
receive  a  letter  inclosing  a  newspaper 
catting  identical  with  that  which  the 
bon.  Gentleman  has  just  read  to  the 
House ;  but  owing,  no  doubt,  to  the 
great  interest  which  the  hon.  Member 
has  taken  in  foreign  affairs,  he  had  for- 
gotten to  sign  his  name  to  the  letter. 
Under  the  circumstances,  I  must  ask 
the  hon.  (Gentleman  to  give  Notice  of 
the  Question. 

Baron  HENRY  DE  WORMS  :  I  will 
pat  it  on  the  Paper. 

MOTION. 


PARTXA.MENT  —  BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE— REGISTRATION  OF  VOTERS 
BILU8.— RESOLUTION. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*'  That  the  several  stages  of  any  Bills  for  the 
Registration  of  Voters,  in  England,  Scotland, 
and  Ireland,  have  precedence  of  all  Orders  of 
tlie  Day  and  Notices  of  Motions,  on  every  day 
on  which  they  shall  be  set  down,  by  the  Go- 
venunent,  as  the  first  business  of  the  day.*' — 
{Mr.  OlatUton€.) 

Mr.  PABNELL  said,  that  before  the 
Motion  was  put  he  wished  to  ask  the 
Government  their  intentions  with  regard 
to  the  question  of  registration  in  Ire- 
land, which  had   been  left   in  a  most 
oaaatisfactorj  condition    owing  to  the 
non-fulhlment  by  the   Government  of 
statements  as  nearly  as  possible  amount- 
ing to  pledges  made  by  them  so  long 
af^as  the  end  of  the  Session  of  1883. 
He  did  not  propose  in  any  way  to  dis- 
cus the  merits  of  the  three  Bills  to 
vhich  it  was  proposed  on  the  present 
occasion  to   give  precedence    over  all 
other  Business.     What  he  desired  to 
know  was,  what  the   position   of  Her 
Majesty's  Government    was  regarding 
the  pledges  g^ven  by  the  Government 
to  assimilate  the  Eegistration  Law  in 


Ireland  to  that  of  England  ?  Eegarding 
this  question  he  thought  it  was  in  the 
first  Session  of  this  Parliament  that  a 
Bill  was  brought  in  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  KUdare  (Mr.  Mel- 
don)  for  the  assimilation  of  the  regis- 
tration system  of  the  two  countries,  and 
that  Bill  passed  through  that  House, 
but  was  thrown  out  by  the  House  of 
Lords.  The  Bill  was  considered  of  such 
importance  that  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  at  that  time  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster) 
used  some  very  strong  expressions  with 
regard  to  the  action  of  the  House  of 
Lords,  and  pledged  the  Government 
with  regard  to  it  that  he  would  intro- 
duce fresh  legislation  in  the  following 
Session.  That  promise  was  forgotten 
and  broken  in  the  midst  of  the  exciting 
events  which  ensued  in  the  following 
Session,  and  it  was  not  until  the  Session 
of  1883  that  the  Bill  was  re-introduced, 
with  the  result  that  it  again  passed 
through  all  its  stages  in  that  House, 
practically  without  a  division;  but  it 
was  again  thrown  out  by  the  House  of 
Lords.  Heplying  to  a  Question  put  by 
him  on  the  22nd  of  August,  1883,  as  to 
what  course  the  Government  proposed 
to  take,  the  Prime  Minister  said  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  viewed  with 
great  regret  the  fact  that  the  Bill  did 
not  pass  into  law.  He  could  not  be 
expected,  he  said,  to  give  the  exact 
arrangements  of  the  Business  for  the 
next  Session ;  but  he  added  that  possibly 
the  Bill  for  Kegistration  in  Ireland 
would  form  a  part  of  a  measure  of  a 
more  important  character,  referring,  of 
course,  to  the  Franchise  Bill.  Well,  it 
did  not  form  part  of  the  Franchise  Bill, 
which  had  since  passed  into  law.  The 
Bill  now  before  Parliament  did  not  carry 
out  the  pledges  given  by  the  Prime 
Minister,  as  it  did  not  assimilate  the 
law.  Therefore,  he  thought  they  were 
entitled  to  ask,  before  they  gave  up  the 
public  time  to  those  Kegistration  Bills 
for  England,  Ireland,  and  Scotland,  that 
the  Government  should  redeem  its  re- 
peated pledges  to  assimilate  the  law 
between  England  and  Ireland.  The 
position  in  which  the  Irish  Eegistration 
Law  stood  at  the  present  moment  was  a 
very  serious  one.  It  was  one  rendering 
almost  entirely  nugatory  the  passage  of 
the  Franchise  Act,  which  rendered  the 
extension  of  that  Act  to  Ireland  a  fraud 
and  a  delusion.  That  Act  was  supposed 
to  confer    the    franchise    on    between 
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500,000  and  700,000  persons  in  Ireland; 
but  in  default  of  legislation  assimilating 
the  law  these  persons  would  be  left  at 
the  mercy  of  a  threepenny  stamped 
notice  of  objection  served  through  the 
post.  He  could  not  think  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  designedly  shoved  them 
into  such  a  pitfall ;  and  it  was,  therefore, 
that  he  availed  himself  of  this  oppor- 
tunity to  urge  upon  the  Prime  Minister 
that,  before  he  dealt  with  these  three 
Bills,  he  should  first  fulfil  the  pledges 
of  himself  and  his  Grovemment,  re- 
peatedly and  solemnly  expressed,  that 
they  would  introduce  a  Bill  placing  the 
people  of  Ireland  in  the  same  position 
regarding  registration  as  the  people  of 
England  and  Scotland.  It  was  rumoured 
that  the  imderstanding  with  Lord  Salis- 
bury would  prevent  a  clause  being 
added  to  the  Registration  Bill  dealing 
with  the  subject ;  but  if  this  were  true 
a  more  scandalous  breach  of  faith,  whe- 
ther intentional  or  not,  was  never  per- 
petrated by  any  Government.  Until  he 
heard  the  answer  of  the  Government  he 
could  not  say  what  attitude  he  should 
adopt  with  regard  to  the  English  and 
Scotch  Bills ;  but  at  present  he  was  dis- 
posed to  think  be  must  oppose  them. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  did 
not  question  the  right  of  the  last  speaker 
to  raise  the  question  he  had  raised ;  but 
he  wished  to  make  an  appeal  to  the 
Government.  The  Prime  Minister  was 
again  asking  private  Members  to  sacri- 
fice the  whole  of  the  time  at  their  dis- 
posal ;  and  while  he  did  not  deny  that 
the  occasion  justified  the  present  pro- 
posal he  thought  when  such  a  demand 
was  made  private  Members,  in  their 
turn,  had  a  right  to  demand  from  the 
Government  a  detailed  announcement 
of  their  legislative  programme  for  the 
remainder  of  the  Session.  It  was  abso- 
lutely impossible,  under  this  system,  for 
a  private  Member  to  bring  forward  any 
Motion,  however  important.  The  case  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cardiff  (Sir  Ed- 
ward Beed)  was  an  illustration  of  this ; 
he  could  not  ask  the  Government  for  a 
day  for  his  Motion  on  the  Navy — a  sub- 
ject which  was  of  national  importance, 
and  as  to  which  there  was  the  greatest 
anxiety  out-of-doors,  and  to  attempt  to 
ballot  for  a  day  was  a  farce.  He  hoped 
the  Prime  Minister  would  grant  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cardiff  the  time  he  had  de- 
manded, and  also  lay  the  programme  of 
the  Session  before  the  House. 

Mr,  Pamell 


Mr.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  said,  he 
should  support  the  protest.    The  House 
had  been  given  to  understand  that  when 
the  Redistribution  Bill  was  disposed  of 
they  would  revert  to  the  normal  state 
of  affairs  as  regards  the  time  of  the 
House.     The  Motion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  looked 
very  much  like  a  breach  of  faith  with 
the  House  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment;   and  he  hoped  someone  on  the 
Front  Opposition    Bench   would  entw 
a  protest  against  it.    Private  Member« 
had  had  their  rights  absorbed  for  the 
last  two  or  three  Sessions ;  whereas  if  the 
Government  had  manag^  their  Business 
with  a  little  more  order  and  foresight 
those  rights  might  have  been  better  re- 
spected.    Let  hon.  Membera  consider 
what  was  the  position  of  the  House. 
They  were  refused    information  upon 
every  subject  of  importance.     The  Go- 
vernment were  drifting  along  day  after 
day,  and  hon.  Members  had  no  means 
of  obtaining  information.    They  could 
get  no  replies ;  and  the  only  thing  that 
there  was  any  certainty  at  all  about  was 
that  whilst  our  Gt>vemment  were  drift- 
ing the  Russian  Forces  were  advancing. 
The  House  by  departing  from  the  old 
rule,  had  placed  it  in  the  power  of  Mi- 
nisters to  adopt   a  most  offensive  de- 
meanour to  hon.  Members  asking  Ques- 
tions— a  tone  they  would  never  dared 
to  have  assumed  under  the  old  rigim*. 
It  was  the  impunity  which  Ministers 
enjoyed  in  regard  to  private  Members* 
rights  which  led  them  to  adopt  their 
offensive  tone.     There  was  no  sufficient 
reason  for  the  Motion  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister, whose  g^at  anxiety  seemed  to  be 
to  hustle  forward  the  General  Election 
sooner  than  the  proper  time.     The  Go- 
vernment   were    hourly   plunging  the 
country  into  greater  dangers   abroad; 
their  Expenditure  was  increasing  enor- 
mously ;  whilst  an  immense  Floating  Debt 
was  being  incurred.     Day  by  day  they 
postponed  a  statement  of  the  real  state 
of  affairs,  and  tried  to  stave  off  the  finan- 
cial crisis.    The  result  would  be  that  if 
the  General  Election  went  against  them 
the  Government  would  throw  upon  other 
shoulders  the  difficulty  and  responsibility 
of  dealing  with  the  enormous  liabilitiee 
which  they  had  incurred.    All  he  could 
do  was  to  enter  a  protest  against  the 
way  in  which  the  rights  of  private  Mem- 
bers were  being  trampled  upon  by  the 
Government. 


169      ParUmkeni — Business         {April  20,  1885} 


of  the  Souse, 


170 


Me,  GLADSTONE  said,  he  thought 
he  should  host  consult  the  convenience 
of  the  House  by  not  attempting  any 
reply  to  the  speech  they  had  just  heard. 
The  speech  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Hertford  (Mr.  A.  J.   Balfour) 
reminded  him  of  a  duty  which  he  thought 
was  incumbent  upon  him  on  the  present 
occasion ;  and  that  was  to  say  that  in 
submitting  to  the  free  judgment  of  the 
House  the  Motion  he  now  made  he  was 
not  unmindful  of  the  pledge  previously 
given,  which  was  that  when  the  Go- 
vernment saw  their  way  with  regard  to 
the  Eedistribution  of  Seats  Bill,  when 
they  had  disposed  of  the  Committee  and 
Beport  stage  of  that  Bill,  they  should 
then  have  the  map,  so  to  speak,  of  the 
residue  of  the  Session  sufficiently  un- 
roUed  to  make  it  their  duty  to   state 
what  they  proposed  to  do  with  regard 
to  other  legislation.     With  regard  to 
the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell),  he  was  not 
sore  that  he  clearly  understood  him. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
was  perfectly  justified  in  the  reference 
he  had  made  to  the  promise  which  had 
been  made  in  1883 ;   but  he  must  see 
that  the  Gt>vemment  had  not  treated 
Ireland  in  this  matter  differently  from 
England  and    Scotland.      Registration 
reform  was  urgently  needed  in  the  three 
countries;  but  the  hon.  Member  claimed 
that  the  Kegistration  Law   of  Ireland 
should  be  proceeded  with  before  Parlia- 
mentary Heform  generally  was  carried 
out.      [Mr.    Parnell  :    No ;    simulta- 
neously with  it.]  The  Eegistration  Law 
of  England  was  in  urgent  need  of  im- 
portant reform ;  and  although  the  Go- 
vernment were  most  anxious  to  carry 
oat  these  reforms,  they  had  not  as  yet 
attempted  to  touch  them,  and  his  im- 
pression was  that  English  Members,  who 
warmly  concurred  with  the  Government 
in   desiring   that    changes    should   be 
effected  in  that  law,   would  be  rather 
indulgent  during  this  Session  lest  they 
should  prejudice  the  whole  of  the  legis- 
lative changes  which  they   were  now 
endeavouring  to  effect.     That  being  so, 
it  was  certainly  no  recession  from  the 
views  of  the  Irish  Government,  or  the 
Government  at  large,  if  they  had  felt 
that  the  first  object  of  their  Eegistration 
Bills  daring  the  present  year  was  to  en- 
able them  to  complete  the  great  scheme 
with  regard  to  the  Parliamentary  repre- 
sentation of  the  people,  and  to  render 


an  early  Election  possible.  If  this  Mo- 
tion were  carried  by  the  general  support 
of  the  House,  they  should  at  least  get 
to  the  subject  of  English  registration, 
of  Scottish  registration,  and  of  Irish 
registration  ;  and  whatever  the  views  of 
the  Government  might  be,  whatever  the 
circumstances  might  be,  it  would  be  in 
the  power  of  any  hon.  Member  to  raise, 
for  the  free  and  unbiased  consideration 
of  the  House,  any  matter  which  was  re- 
levant to  the  subject  of  registration. 
Consequently  this  Motion  would  ^yq 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
an  opportunity,  which,  without  it,  he 
woula  much  less  surely  enjoy.  As  to 
pledges,  it  would  be  perfectly  impossible 
for  him  on  this  occasion — it  would  be 
almost  an  irregularity  for  him — to  enter 
into  that  question.  He  should  only  say 
that  while  he  understood  the  pathetic 
laments  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Hert- 
ford (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Eye  (Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett), 
he  felt  it  difficult  to  understand  any  op- 
position to  this  Motion  on  the  part  of 
those  who  thought  it  an  object  of  para- 
mount importance  that  the  Government 
should  immediately  reform  the  adminis- 
tration of  Ireland. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHrLL 
said,  he  was  afraid  it  was  absolutely 
necessary,  in  view  of  inconvenient  pre- 
cedents in  the  future,  that  independent 
Members  below  the  Gangway  should  be 
a  little  obstinate  on  this  subject.  It  was 
perfectly  shocking  and  heartbreaking  to 
him  to  observe  the  political  toipor  into 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea 
(Mr.  Dillwyn)  had  sunk  on  this  occasion. 
That  hon.  Member  used  in  former  times 
to  be  the  great  champion  of  private 
Members'  rights.  The  hon.  Member 
had  been  a  sort  of  Bergen- op-Zoom,  a 
virgin  fortress,  which  no  Government 
could  capture ;  but  now  he  had  shrunk 
into  a  condition  of  torpor,  and  took  no 
interest  in  the  rights  of  private  Members 
— a  melancholy  spectacle,  on  which  he 
would  not  enlarge  further.  The  argu- 
ment of  the  Prime  Minister  would  doiiot- 
less  have  been  admissible,  and  would 
have  been  unanswerable,  had  it  come  at 
a  different  period  of  the  Session.  But 
the  Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  premature.  There  was  no  reason 
why  the  House  should  be  wasting  its 
time  in  discussing  that  Motion  at  that 
moment.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  ad- 
mitted that  the  Government  were  under 
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a  pledge,  when  the  Bedistribution  Bill 
was  passed  through  Committee,  to  lay 
their  programme  of  legislation  before 
the  House.  The  House  naturally  de- 
sired to  know  what  the  object  of  the 
Government  was  in  bringing  forward 
this  Motion  at  the  present  time.  The 
Bedistribution  Bill  had  not  yet  passed 
through  Committee,  and  the  Keport 
stage  of  that  measure  would  probably 
take  up  three  or  four  nights — therefore, 
it  was  not  an  extravagant  view  to  take 
to  assume  that  the  third  reading  of  the 
Bill  would  not  be  finished  much  before 
Whitsuntide.  There  would,  therefore, 
be  ample  time  to  make  this  Motion  when 
the  Bedistribution  Bill  was  finished. 
What,  then,  W8ts  the  reason  which  the 
Government  had  in  advancing  this  Mo- 
tion so  far  before  the  time  it  was 
needed  ?  He  was  boimd  to  ask  the 
question  in  the  interests  of  private  Mem- 
bers. They  were  obliged  to  be  sus- 
picious of  the  motives  of  Governments ; 
and  he  was  not  more  suspicious  of  the 
intentions  of  the  present  Government 
than  he  was  of  those  of  others,  because 
there  was  sometimes  a  Freemasonry, 
sometimes  amounting  almost  to  a  con- 
spiracy, between  the  two  Front  Benches 
to  give  each  other  as  much  latitude  as 
they  could.  The  Prime  Minister  had 
said  that  there  were  going  to  be  very 
important  reforms  effected  by  theBegis- 
tration  Bill. 

Mk.  GLADSTONE :  I  did  not  say 
that ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  we  desire 
them. 

Lord  BANDOLPH  CHUBCHILL  : 
Of  course,  the  desires  of  the  Government 
will  be  carried  out. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE ;  Oh,  no! 

Lord  BANDOLPH  CHUBCHILL: 
But  it  is  quite  obvious  that  the  Be- 
gistration  Bill  will  effect  important  re- 
forms. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  No,  no ! 

Lord  BANDOLPH  CHUBCHILL : 
What !  not  effect  any  reforms  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Only  the  reforms 
which  we  desire  to  see  carried  out  in 
relation  to  the  arrangements  for  the  re- 
distribution of  scats. 

Lord  BANDOLPH  CHUBCHILL 
remarked,  that  the  Government  ap- 
peared to  occupy  a  very  extraordinary 
position,  for  it  appeared  that  they  were 
attempting  reforms  which  they  did  not 
purpose  to  carry  out.  This  was  an  ad- 
mirable reason  for  the  Government  not 

Lord  Randolph  Church  ill 


taking  away  the  rights  of  private  Mem- 
bers, and  tying  the  hands  of  the  House. 
He  need  scarcely  point  out  to  the  Prime 
Minister  that  there  were  several  Orders 
of  pressing  importance  upon  their  Notice 
Paper.  Some  of  these  had  already  been 
several  times  postponed,  and  the  Gt)vem- 
ment  should  at  once  say  what  course 
they  intended  to  pursue  with  regard  to 
them.  If  the  time  had  not  arrived  for 
the  Government  to  make  this  statement, 
as  well  as  a  statement  with  regard  to 
other  matters  about  which  the  House 
was  expecting  information,  he  certainly 
thought  that  the  period  had  not  arrived 
for  the  House  to  sacrifice  all  the  time  of 
private  Members,  and  all  their  oppor- 
tunities, to  the  Government.  Under 
these  circumstances  he  should  move,  and 
he  expected  that  the  Government  would 
assent  to  the  Motion,  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— {Lord  Randolph  Churchill.) 

Sir  CHABLES  W.  DIT.KE  said,  the 
noble  Lord  had  entirely  ignored  the  fact 
that  there  must  be  an  interval  between 
the  Committee  stage  and  the  Beport 
stage  of  the  Bedistribution  Bill ;  and  the 
Government  had  thought  it  would  be 
the  general  desire  of  the  House  that  that 
interval  should  be  utilized  for  the  pur- 
pose of  proceeding  as  rapidly  as  possible 
with  measures  which  were  essentially 
necessary  to  the  early  bringing  into 
force  of  the  extended  franchise  and  the 
Bedistribution  Bill.  A  general  demre 
w£ts  expressed,  before  the  noble  Lord 
returned  from  India,  to  hasten  the  Ge- 
neral Election  as  much  as  possible,  and 
there  were  certain  measures  which  were 
essential  for  bringing  about  that  Gene- 
ral Election.  These  were  three  Begis- 
tration  Bills,  which  might  also  involve 
each  another  Bill.  In  face  of  these 
facts,  the  Government  had  thought  the 
House  would  desire  that  Wednesday  and 
Friday  next  should  be  given  up  to  these 
measures  rather  than  to  give  those  days 
to  measures  which,  under  the  peculiar 
circumstances  of  the  present  year,  would 
be  time  wasted.  The  noble  Lord  had 
spoken  of  the  Freemasonry  between  the 
two  Front  Benches ;  but  he  could  assnre 
the  noble  Ijord  that  no  arrangement  had 
been  entered  into  between  the  two  Front 
Benches  on  the  subject  of  these  measures; 
the  Bills  were  those  which  both  Conser- 
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vattve  and  Liberal  Members  were  an  xiou  s 
to  see  pass  into  law.  Although  it  might 
be  open  to  the  House  to  consider  whe- 
ther it  ought  not  to  carry  large  measures 
of  registration  reform,  the  Bills  were  not 
of  that  character,  but  simply  contained 
the  provisions  that  were  necessary  to 
give  effect  to  the  Seats  Bill.  In  answer 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  he  might 
state  that  neither  the  freedom  of  the 
Government  nor  that  of  the  House  was 
limited  with  respect  to  these  Registra- 
tion Bills.  The  Government  were  simply 
doing  their  duty  in  presenting  them,  as 
it  were,  in  the  naked  form  of  what  was 
necessary  to  g^ve  effect  to  the  legislation 
of  the  House.  The  noble  Lord  who  had 
moved  the  adjournment  of  the  debate 
was  under  a  misapprehension  in  sup- 
posing that  the  Report  stage  of  the  Re- 
distribution Bill  was  likely  to  last  as 
long  as  be  had  described.  From  his 
experience  during  the  Committee  stage, 
he  was  convinced  that  the  Report  stage 
would  not  last  long,  and  at  its  conclusion 
the  Government  would  be  able  to  make 
a  full  statement  as  to  the  Business  of  the 
Session 

SiE  WILLLiM  HART  DYKE  said, 
he  did  not  remember  any  Parliament  in 
which  the  Gevernment  of  the  day  had 
been  treated  with  as  great   generosity 
by  private  Members  as  this  Government 
had  been   by  this  Parliament.     There 
was  something  that  was  practical,  if  not, 
indeed,  unanswerable,  in  what  had  been 
said  by  the  noble  Lord.     If  the  argu- 
ment of  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  went  for  anything,  the 
Motion  was  a  very  large  demand  upon 
private  Members  for  a  very  small  result. 
They  were  all  left  completely  in  the  deurk 
with  reference  to  the  proposals  of  the 
Goyemment  as  regarded  the  remainder 
of  the    Session.     He  supposed  the  ap- 
proaching death  of  this  Parliament  ac- 
counted for  the  comatose  state  of  private 
Members  ;  but  it  was  hard  upon  them 
all  that  they  should  place  their  political 
lives  and  fortunes  at  the  mercy  of  the 
GoTernment.  Up  to  Easter  great  anxiety 
was  displayed  as  to  the  position  of  the 
Navy,  and  that  anxiety  had  found  a  con- 
Mderable  echo  out-of-doors.    He  did  not 
know  whether  some  fairy  wand  had  been 
passed  over  the  hon.  Member  for  Cardiff 
(Sir  Edward  Reed),  but  up  to  Easter,  in 
his  view,  there  was  not  an  iron-clad  in  the 
Navy  which  was  not  in  danger.     Many 
of  them  would  like  to  know  what  pres- 


sure had  been  brought  to  bear  upon  the 
hon.  Member  to  induce  him  to  shut  off 
steam  in  an  abrupt  manner.  There  were 
many  other  things  with  reference  to 
which  they  would  like  to  have  informa- 
tion ;  and  private  Members  felt  that  they 
were  not  getting  any  quid  pro  quo.  While 
asking  them  for  these  sacrifices  Ministers 
left  them  completely  in  the  dark  as  to 
whether,  when  the  Parliamentary  Elec- 
tions (Redistribution)  Bill  and  the  Regis- 
tration Bills  were  passed,  a  semi-animate 
House  woidd  be  asked  to  indulge  in 
further  legislation.  He  wished  to  repu- 
diate the  suggestion  that  those  who  sat 
on  the  Front  Opposition  Bench  had  no 
sympathy  with  the  aspirations  of  private 
Members. 

Mr.  RYLANDS  said,  no  doubt  in 
ordinary  circumstances  private  Members 
oug^ht  to  look  with  suspicion  upon  a 
union  between  the  two  Front  Benches 
to  sacrifice  the  rights  of  private  Mem- 
bers ;  but  the  simple  question  now  was 
whether  anyone  wished  to  prolong  the 
agony  preceding  the  General  Election 
by  putting  it  off  until  the  beginning  of 
next  year.  He  was  certainly  under  the 
impression  that  the  Registration  Bills 
were  necessary  to  expedite  the  work  of 
legislation,  and  so  facilitate  an  early 
Election. 

Mr.  GORST  said,  that  the  Registra- 
tion Bills  had  nothing  whatever  to  do 
with  the  question  of  an  earlier  Election 
than  the  1st  of  January  next.  The  Bills 
which  the  Government  were  so  anxious 
to  obtain  precedence  for  were  purely 
technical  Bills,  and  they  merely  applied 
the  existing  Law  of  Registration  to  the 
newly-enfranchised  voters.  It  did  not 
seem  that  there  was  any  really  practical 
necessity  for  this  Motion  at  all.  The 
Bills  were  not  likely  to  create  much 
controversy  in  the  House,  and  having 
passed  a  Select  Committee  they  might 
very  well  be  taken  at  1  o'clock  in  the 
morning.  Perhaps  some  Irish  Members 
might  desire  to  introduce  Amendments 
into  the  Irish  Bill ;  but,  however  ur- 
gently required  they  might  be  in  them- 
selves, they  had  not  been  introduced 
into  the  English  Bill.  There  were 
several  urgent  matters  awaiting  discus- 
sion, in  particular  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cardiff  (Sir  Edward 
Reed)  as  to  the  Navy ;  and  the  Govern- 
ment would  have  saved  time  if  they  had 
devoted  to  some  of  these  questions  as 
well  as  to  Supply  the  interval  between 
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the  Oommittee  and  the  Eeport  stages  of 
the  Seats  Bill. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHOOTE  said, 
the  concluding  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  was  one  that  was 
well  worthy  of  consideration.  With  re- 
gard to  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cardiff,  it  seemed  to  him  that  that 
was  a  fitting  opportunity  to  endeavour 
to  come  to  some  arrangement  as  to  the 
time  when  it  should  be  taken,  and  to 
obtain  from  the  Government  some  pledge 
as  to  the  time  that  could  be  devoted  to 
the  debate.  It  was  perfectly  natural 
that  private  Members  should  look  with 
jealousy  on  a  Motion  of  this  kind ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  it  ought  to  be  remem- 
bered that  the  particidar  object  which 
they  had  in  view  was  to  finish  up  all 
the  Business  connected  with  the  Redis- 
tribution Bill  and  the  altered  represen- 
tation of  the  people,  and  to  get  it  fairly 
out  of  the  way  before  they  came  to  the 
discussion  of  the  other  Business  of  the 
Session,  which,  as  they  could  perfectly 
well  see,  must  take  up  a  great  deal  of 
time.  There  were  the  financial  measures 
which  would  have  to  be  taken  up,  and 
there  would  probably  be  some  important 
discussions  on  foreign  policy  and  on 
other  measures  which  were  in  the  minds 
of  all  persons,  and  which  they  knew 
would  have  to  be  discussed  before  the 
end  of  the  Session.  It  was  always  in- 
convenient to  have  measures  which 
would  have  to  be  passed  indefinitely 
standing  over.  It  would  probably  be 
more  convenient  for  the  House  to  clear 
itself  of  the  group  of  BiUs  connected 
wi^h  the  Franchise  Bill  at  a  time  when 
it  could  do  so  without  a  material  sacri- 
fice on  the  part  of  the  House  before  dis- 
cussing the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cardiff. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  said,  he  wished 
to  point  out  the  absolute  necessity  of 
proceeding  with  the  English  Redistri- 
bution Bill  without  delay.  The  Bill,  as 
originally  drafted,  provided  that  the  first 
step  in  the  new  registration  should  take 
place  on  the  15th  April.  To-day  was 
the  20th,  and  the  Bill  had  not  yet  come 
from  the  Select  Committee.  The  Com- 
mittee had  altered  the  Bill  so  that  the 
first  step  in  registration  should  take 
place  seven  days  after  the  Royal  Assent 
had  been  given.  An  entirely  new  sys- 
tem of  registration  was  to  be  applied  to 
counties,  and  a  class  of  officers  had  to 
perform  important  functions,  many  of 

Mr,  Gorat 


whom  were  entirely  inexperienced  in 
their  duties.  The  demand  of  one  and 
all  of  these  officers  was  that  the  Bill 
should  be  passed  as  soon  as  possible. 
Quite  apart  from  any  political  or  Party 
question  or  the  rights  of  private  Mem- 
bers, he  could  assure  the  House  that  if 
the  new  registry  were  to  come  into 
force  on  the  1st  of  January  next  year 
the  Bill  must  be  proceeded  with  without 
delay. 

Mr.  GREGORY  said,  he  thought  that 
if  delay  and  confusion  were  to  be  avoided 
the  Registration  Bill  must  be  passed  as 
rapidly  as  possible.  He  hoped  that  the 
labours  of  the  Select  Committee  would 
enable  the  House  to  pass  the  Bill  in 
much  the  same  form  as  that  in  which  it 
would  come  down  to  them. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  had  referred  to 
the  great  danger  of  delay  in  regard  to  the 
English  Bill.  With  regard  to  the  Scot- 
tish Registration  Bill,  they  had  been 
told  that  the  Scottish  registration  would 
be  dealt  with  by  clauses  inserted  in  the 
English  Bill.  That  was  not  now  to  be 
done,  and  it  was  only  this  evening  that 
he  saw  a  Notice  on  the  Paper  that  the 
Lord  Advocate  was  to  introduce  a  BiU 
dealing  with  the  Scottish  registration. 
He  would  like  to  have  a  statement  from 
the  Government  that  they  would  not 
take  the  Scottish  Bill  during  the  present 
week,  as  it  was  desirable  that  the  matter 
should  be  thoroughly  considered. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  said,  it  was  right  that  he 
should  give  a  word  of  explanation  about 
this.  The  Scottish  Bill  was  very  much 
simpler  than  any  of  the  others,  because 
in  Scotland  they  had  the  valuation  rolls, 
which  formed  the  basis  of  their  voters' 
list,  and  accordingly  it  had  been  neces- 
sary to  have  a  good  deal  of  consultation 
with  those  gentlemen  who  knew  best 
about  the  working  of  that  roll — he  meant 
county  assessors — and  the  delay  in  in- 
troducing the  Bill  had  arisen  from  a 
succession  of  communications  with  them, 
and  from  their  suggestions  having  been 
largely  taken  advantage  of,  and  from 
having 

Mr.  SPEA.KER  reminded  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  that  the 
scope  of  the  debate  had  been  limited  by 
the  Motion  of  the  noble  Lord.  They 
were  now  on  the  Question  that  the  de- 
bate be  adjourned. 
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Snt  JOHN  HAY  pointed  out  that  no 
reply  had  been  made  bytheGoyemment 
Bench  to  the  demand  with  regard  to  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cardiff. 
Unlees  some  definite  assurance  was 
given  by  the  Gt>yemment  that  an  oppor- 
tanity  would  be  afforded  for  fully  dis- 
cosdng  that  Motion,  he  trusted  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  would  resist  the  Govern- 
ment's  proposed  interference  with  the 
rights  of  private  Members. 

Sm  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
that  it  was  most  unfortunate  that  after 
the  appeal  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
North  Devon  one  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment after  another  had  left  the 
House.  He  hoped  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cardiff  would  bring  all  possible 
pressure  on  the  Government  to  ^x  a  day 
lor  his  Motion. 

Sib  EDWARD  J.  REED  said,  that 
he  had  lost  none  of  the  interest  in,  or 
zeal  on  behalf  of,  the  Motion  which 
stood  in  his  name.  He  had  had  no  com- 
munication with  the  Government  on  the 
subject  of  his  Motion,  except  what  had 
taken  place  in  that  House  ;  but  the 
Prime  Minister  had  declared  that  he 
would  treat  the  Motion  in  its  original 
form  as  a  Vote  of  Censure.  He  was  in- 
dined  to  consider  that  the  Navy  should 
not  be  a  matter  of  Party  contention — 
and  he  heard  the  statement  of  the  Prime 
Minister  with  regret.  He  hoped  he  had 
now  brought  it  out  of  the  region  of  Party 
politics,  and  had  modified  the  terms  of 
bis  Motion  accordingly.  Upon  the  Go- 
vernment must  now  lie,  if  they  chose  to 
assume  it,  the  responsibility  of  making  it 
a  Vote  of  Censure.  The  Government  had 
given  no  encouragement  to  anybody  to 
do  anything  at  all  but  further  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Redistribution  Bill ;  and  he 
thought  it  was  wasting  the  time  of  the 
House  to  get  up  and  put  any  further 
Questions  until  that  Bill  was  passed. 
He  could  only  say  that  the  question  was 
one  of  the  most  urgent  public  import- 
ance, and  he  hoped  the  House  would 
express  its  opinion  upon  it  as  soon  as 
possible  without  regard  to  Party  poli- 
tics. He  must  say  that  the  feeling  he 
was  under  was  that  the  force,  need, 
and  truth  of  his  Motion  had  been  very 
much  enhanced  by  what  had  recently 
occurred. 

Mb.  SPEAKER  reininded  the  hon. 
Uember  that  he  was  exceeding  the  limi- 
tation of  the  Motion  of  the  noble  Lord. 


Sir  EDWARD  J.  REED  said,  his 
remarks  were  in  the  nature  of  a  personal 
explanation.  He  appealed  to  the  Prime 
Minister  not  to  make  the  Motion  a  sub- 
ject of  Party  discussion  or  Party  divi- 
sion. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  sup- 
ported  the  appeal  which  had  been  made 
by  several  hon.  Members  that  this  im- 
portant Motion  should  be  considered  as 
soon  as  possible.  It  would  not  be  in 
Order  to  give  reasons  for  it ;  but  he 
thought  no  one  could  read  the  papers 
day  by  day  without  feeling  that  such  a 
Motion,  if  considered  at  all  by  the  House, 
ought  to  be  considered  at  once. 

Mr.  RAMSAY  said,  the  Government 
should  take  care  that  the  Registration 
Bill  for  Scotland  should  be  introduced 
at  the  very  earliest  date  possible.  The 
simplicity  of  the  measure  did  not  lessen 
the  necessity  for  its  early  publication. 

Mr.  PARNELL  said,  he  thought  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  was  a  re-assuring  one.  He  would 
suggest  that  as  the  Irish  Registration 
Bill  was  more  likely  to  give  rise  to  con- 
troversy than  the  Scotch  and  English 
Bills  it  should  be  brought  on  first ;  or, 
at  any  rate,  the  English  and  Irish  Bills 
should  be  proceeded  with  pari  passu. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  he 
imderstood  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cardiff  had  given  way  to  the  Govern- 
ment in  favour  of  the  different  stages  of 
the  Redistribution  Bill;  but  now,  as 
that  Bill  was  almost  through  the  House, 
the  circumstances  had  entirely  changed. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  Stafford 
Northcote)  now  asked  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter to  make  arrangements  by  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cardiff  should  not  be 
prejudiced  by  the  introduction  of  the 
Registration  Bill.  If  the  House  con- 
sented to  give  precedence  to  those  Bills 
he  hoped  the  Prime  Minister  would  take 
care  on  an  early  day  to  give  an  oppor- 
tunity for  the  discussion  of  this  most 
important  Motion. 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  in  arguing  for  the  im- 
mediate consideration  of  the  Registra- 
tion Bills,  referred  to  the  extremely  im- 
portant and  numerous  questions  which 
it  was  absolutely  necessary  that  the 
House  of  Commons  should  discuss 
within  the  next  few  weeks.  But  the 
absolute  necessity  of  these  Bills  had 
been  (j^uestioned  in  quarters  from  which 
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he  should  have  thought  no  question  on 
the  subject  could  come.  It  was  true 
that  these  Bills  did  not  contain  any 
provision  for  an  early  Election ;  but  they 
contained  most  important  and  necessary 
provisions  in  order  that  any  Election, 
late  or  early,  might  be  held.  The  fact 
that  they  did  not  contain  any  anticipa- 
tion of  the  date  of  the  Dissolution  only 
strengthened  the  case  of  the  Qovem- 
ment,  because,  as  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  said,  that  made  an  additional 
piece  of  Business  of  the  same  nature 
whichwouldhave  to  be  done  either  by 
the  insertion  of  a  clause  in  these  Bills, 
or  in  the  Bedistribution  Bill  on  the  Be- 
port ;  or,  as  was  most  probable,  by  the 
introduction  of  a  separate  measure.  He 
assured  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Cardiff  (Sir  Edward  Heed)  and  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  that  the  Go- 
vernment considered  the  discussion  of 
the  Motion  with  regard  to  the  Navy  as 
one  of  great  importance  and  value,  and 
regretted  the  postponement  of  it.  The 
Government  would  eive  the  earliest  con- 
sideration they  could  to  the  granting  of 
a  day  for  the  Motion.  [An  hon.  Mem- 
ber: When?]  The  moment  was  not 
yet.  When  tne  complementary  Busi- 
ness connected  with  registration  had 
been  disposed  of,  and  the  financial  Busi- 
ness— which  he  thought  could  be  trans- 
acted more  easily  than  some  Members 
seemed  to  think — had  been  concluded, 
and  if  hon.  Members  in  different  parts 
of  the  House  should  not  think  it  their 
duty  to  raise  debates  on  foreign  affairs, 
then  the  Government  would  give  their 
very  earliest  consideration  to  finding  a 
day  for  his  hon.  Friend.  That  was  the 
very  outside  pledge  that  could  be  given 
at  the  present  moment.  As  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  i^Mr.  Pamell)  that  the  Irish 
should  be  placed  before  the  Scotch  Bill, 
he  conceived  that  a  Bill  which  stood  for 
second  reading  on  the  Paper  had,  ipto 
faetOf  precedence  over  a  Bill  which  was 
not  yet  in  existence.  The  request  of  the 
hon.  Member,  however,  was  not  so  much 
that  the  Bill  should  come  on  in  any  par- 
ticular order,  as  that  it  should  be 
brought  on  in  such  a  manner  that  it 
(^uld  pass,  with  Amendments,  this  Ses- 
sion, and  before  a  G<»noral  Elwtion.  To 
further  that  end,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
and  his  Friends  could  do  nothing  better 
than  allow  the  Motion  of  the  right  hon. 

Jlr.  Treiflynn 


Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  to  pass 
as  rapidly  as  possible. 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  he  thought 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  just  sat  down  was  very  unsatis- 
factory, for  he  had  not  included  the 
state  of  the  Navy  among  things  abso- 
lutely necessary  to  be  discussed.  One 
would  suppose  that  the  condition  of  the 
Navy  and  the  defence  of  the  country 
were  not  regarded  as  of  importance.  It 
was  notorious  that  there  would  be  no 
opposition  to  the  despatch  of  the  Eng- 
lish and  Scotch  Kegistration  Bills ;  why, 
then,  could  not  a  day  be  found  for  the 
discussion  of  a  subject  which  by  the 
country  and  by  everybody  except  the 
Gk>vernment  was  thought  to  be  im- 
portant? Was  that  discussion  to  be 
delayed  until  the  three  Hegistration 
Bills  were  passed?  By  the  postpone- 
ment of  the  discussion  the  time  of  the 
House  would  not  be  saved,  nor  the  repu- 
tation of  the  Government  enhanced.  At 
the  present  time  the  Government  should 
endeavour  to  obtain  not  only  the  votes 
of  the  House,  but  the  confidence  of  the 
country ;  and  he  knew  of  no  means  by 
which  that  confidence  could  be  more 
effectually  estranged  than  by  refusing 
an  opportimity  for  the  discussion  of  the 
Motion  with  regard  to  the  naval  de- 
fences of  the  country. 

Mr.  HEALY  complained  that  the 
reasonable  request  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  had  not  been  com- 
plied with.  The  Gt>vemment  had  sent 
up  one  Bill  to  the  Committee  practically 
before  any  attempt  whatever  was  made 
to  advance  the  Irish  Bill.  He  thought 
they  had  reason  to  say  that  before  any 
further  stage  was  taken  with  any  Bill, 
English  or  Scotch,  that  the  Irish  Bill 
should  be  placed  in  the  same  position  as 
the  English  Bill. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  hon. 
Member  must  be  under  some  misappre- 
hension, for  if  the  Seats  BDl  was  finisned 
on  Tuesday  it  was  intended  to  take  the 
second  reading  of  the  Irish  Bt'gistration 
Bill  on  Wednesday.  As  to  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cardiff  on  the 
subject  of  the  Navy,  the  observations  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  were 
scarcely  called  for,  ha\nng  regard  to  the 
fact  that  this  was  not  a  Motion  that  had 
been  pressed  on.  the  attention  of  the 
Government  for  many  weeks  past.  It 
was  on  the  Paper  among  the  Motions 
for  which  no  day  had  been  fixed ;  but 
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he  thought  that  in  the  speech  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster  the  Government 
had  shown  their  disposition  to  consider 
what  thej  could  do  within  a  reasonable 
time  to  give  an  answer  on  the  subject. 

8m  E.  A88HET0N  CROSS  said,  he 
considered  that  this  was  the  only  way 
open  to  the  House  to  protect  itself 
against  the  demands  of  the  Government 
on  the  time  of  the  House.  The  answer 
they  had  received  from  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  with  regard 
to  the  discussion  in  reference  to  the 
Navy  was  that  the  time  was  not  yet. 
If  they  took  that  for  an  answer,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cardiff  might  not  get 
his  Motion  discussed  until  the  Greek 
Kalends.  He  (Sir  K.  Assheton  Cross) 
was  quite  sure  the  debates  on  the  Navy 
Estimates  would  be  materially  shortened 
if  that  discussion  were  taken  without 
much  delay,  and  the  time  of  the  Govern- 
ment and  of  the  House  would  in  the 
result  be  materially  saved.  The  subject 
was  one  of  g^eat  national  importance, 
and  ought  to  be  debated  at  an  early  day. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  asked 
the  Prime  Minister  whether  he  would 
consider  this  point  as  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  CardiflTs  Motion,  and  give  a 
definite  answer  to-morrow  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  considered 
it  would  be  very  unwise  in  the  interests 
of  the  House  to  give  any  answer  on  the 
subject  until  the  House  had  before  them 
the  Vote  of  Credit  which  the  Govern- 
ment proposed  to  lay  on  the  Table.  It 
would  then  be  seen  how  far  the  condition 
of  the  Navy  might  enter  into  that  Vote, 
and  what  were  all  the  reasons  and  con- 
siderations connected  with  it. 

Mr.  hicks  said,  the  country  would 
thoroughly  understand  the  refusal  of 
the  Government  to  grant  a  day  for  the 
discussion  of  a  question  of  national  im- 
portance. If  the  day  had  been  given 
the  discussion  that  evening  might  have 
closed  long  before. 

Qaestion  put. 

The  House  divided:— Ajes  63;  Noes 
157:  Majority 94.— (Div.  List,  No.  115.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Ordered,  That  the  several  stages  of  any  Bills 
for  the  Kegiatration  of  Voters,  in  England, 
totland,  and  Ireland,  have  precedence  of  all 
<>rdcr8  of  the  Day  and  Notices  of  Motions,  on 
every  day  on  which  they  shall  be  set  down,  by 
the  Government,  as  the  first  business  of  the  day. 


OUBUR   OF  THE  DAY, 


SUPPLY— NAVY  ESTIMATES. 
Supply — considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

(1.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

**  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £934,400,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Expense 
of  Victuals  and  Clothing  for  Seamen  and  Ma- 
rines, which  will  come  in  course  of  pa}rment 
daring  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  diay  of 
March  1886." 

Mr.  EYLANDS  said,  that  on  the  last 
occasion  when  the  Navy  Estimates  were 
under  discussion  the  first  Vote  was  taken 
at  a  late  hour,  after  a  speech  delivered 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Westminster  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith); 
and  an  understanding  was  then  arrived 
at  that  after  the  personal  Vote  was  taken 
the  general  discussion  should  be  con- 
tinued upon  the  second  Vote.     They 
would  all  regret  that  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Chichester  (Lord  Henry 
Lennox),  who  was  to  have  continued  the 
discussion,  was  unfortunately  prevented 
by  ill-health  from  being  present.     He 
(Mr.  Ry lands)  therefore  rose  to  go  on 
with  the  general   discussion  upon  the 
Vote  for  Victuals  and  Clothing  for  the 
Seamen  and  Marines.     The  total  gross 
amount    which    was     asked    for    the 
Royal  Navy  and  Marines  amounted  to 
£13,000,000 ;  or,  after  making  deduc- 
tions for  appropriations,  to   a  sum  of 
£12,700,000.     Judging  from  the  state- 
ment made  by  the  Prime  Minister  that 
night — a  statement  which  must  certainly 
have  been  anticipated  by  every  Member 
of  the  House  —  in  connection  with  the 
Vote  of  Credit,  there  would  be  a  con- 
siderable additional  sum  proposed  for 
Naval  Expenditure.     In  former  years, 
and  up  to  a  very  recent  period  Indeed, 
the  decision  of  the  Board  of  Admiralty 
in  regard  to  the  amount  of  money  re- 
quired and  the  means  of  defence  neces- 
sary  had  been  accepted  as  being  an 
authorized  and  a  reliable  Estimate.     It 
was  very  curious  that  it  should  have 
been  so,    and  it  tended   to  prove  the 
tenacity  of    popular  delusions.      Year 
after  year  the  conduct  of  the  Admiralty 
had  been  shown  to  be  altogether  ineffi- 
cient and  unsatisfactory ;    and  yet  the 
House  and  the  public  continued  to  sup- 
pose that  whatever  judgment  was  arrived 
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at  by  the  Admiralty  was  the  judgment 
which  ought  to  be  accepted  by  the  coun- 
try without  question  and  without  doubt. 
He  was  disposed  to  think,  however,  that 
the  House  of  Commons  and  the  public 
at  large  were  gradually  opening  their 
eyes  to  the  fallacy  of  this  position,  and 
were  awakening  irom  the  delusion  which 
formerly  existed  with  regard  to  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Admiralty.  Attempts 
had  been  made  from  time  to  time  to 
draw  public  attention  to  these  matters ; 
and  the  public  had  been  urged,  again 
and  again,  not  to  shut  their  eyes,  or  to 
continue  to  accept  from  the  Board  of 
Admiralty  the  oonclusions  drawn  by  that 
Department  under  the  impression  that 
the  Board  of  Admiralty  was  an  infallible 
institution.  About  seven  years  ago  it 
would  be  recollected — it  was  in  the  days 
of  the  former  Gt)vemment — that  there 
was  a  very  large  amount  of  public  irri- 
tation excited,  and  most  important 
articles  appeared  in  The  Times  condemn- 
ing very  strongly  the  policy  of  the  Ad- 
miralty, and  criticizing  very  severely 
the  Administrative  Department  of  the 
Dockyards.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Cardiff  (Sir  Edward  J.  Reed) 
at  that  time  brought  his  great  ability 
and  knowledge  to  influence  public  opi- 
nion, in  a  manner  which  was  calculated 
to  induce  the  people  to  call  in  question 
the  administration  of  the  Admiralty,  and 
to  demand  that  there  should  be  an  im- 
provement in  the  system  of  administra- 
tion. That  was  at  a  time  when  the 
Government  was  in  a  state  of  excite- 
ment, and  there  were  threatenings  of 
war.  The  Earl  of  Beaconsiield,  by  a 
vigorous  policy  which  a  number  of 
Members  on  that  side  of  the  House  de- 
nounced, had  brought  the  country  into 
a  position  which  seemed  to  threaten  the 
probability  of  a  great  European  con- 
vulsion. The  country  now  seemed  to  be 
in  a  somewhat  similar  position  under  a 
professedly  peaceful  Government,  but 
whose  policy,  so  far  as  the  interests  of 
peace  were  concerned,  was  somewhat 
questionable.  Whenever  similar  circum- 
stances arose  public  attention  was  excited 
and  directed  to  the  Navy.  First  came 
criticisms  and  letters  in  the  papers,  and 
then  the  thunder  of  The  Times^  with  a 
view,  if  possible,  of  stirring  up  that 
slumbering  body  the  Board  of  Admiralty. 
And  what  happened  ?  When  a  period 
of  excitement  did  occur  the  Board  of 
Admiralty  opened  its  eyes  and  began  to 
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look  around ;  but  no  sooner  did  the  ex- 
citement and  the  rumours  of  war  pass 
away  than  that  Board  began  to  slumber 
again,  and  the  excited  feeling  of  the 
country  and  of  the  House  of  Commons 
was  in  the  same  way  put  to  sleep.  They 
appeared  to  forget  that  in  former  times 
the  Admiralty  had  proved  wanting  in 
making  adequate  provision  for  that 
which  was  required  for  the  exigencies 
of  the  country ;  and  the  public  again  fell 
into  the  delusion  that  the  Board  of 
Admiralty,  so  needful  for  the  defence  of 
the  country,  was  infallible.  He  hoped 
they  were  now  arriving  at  a  time  when 
this  public  and  popular  delusion  would 
be  dispelled.  What  had  happened  now  ? 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  got 
up  in  the  House  of  Lords  and  said 
that  there  was  so  great  a  difference  of 
opinion  among  naval  offioers  as  to  the 
merits  of  different  classes  of  ships  that 
the  difficulty  the  Admiralty  would  have 
to  contend  with,  if  Parliament  placed  at 
their  disposal  a  sum  of  £3,000,000  or 
£4,000,000  to-morrow,  for  the  purpose 
of  adding  to  the  Navy,  would  be  to 
decide  how  to  spend  the  money.  Some 
persons  thought  that  in  the  event  of  war 
torpedo  boats  would  be  their  most 
powerful  weapon  of  defence,  and  yet 
they  were  singularly  destitute  of  such 
vessels.  When  it  was  remembered  that 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  only  a 
very  few  months  ago  avowed,  in  his 
place  in  the  House  of  Lords,  that  if 
£3,000,000  or  £4,000,000  were  given 
to  the  Board  of  Admiralty  to  spend 
they  would  not  know  what  to  do  with 
it,  and  when,  in  the  short  period  which 
had  since  elapsed,  the  GK>vemment  were 
coming  down  to  ask  for  largely  in- 
creased Estimates,  not  only  in  this 
general  Vote,  but  in  the  Vote  of  Credit 
which  would  have  to  follow,  surely  any 
reasonable  man  would  see  that,  if  the 
present  First  Lord  was  a  fair  sample 
of  previous  First  Lords,  he  was  a  sort  of 
person  he  should  not  like  to  trust  with 
the  expenditure  of  any  considerable  sum 
of  money.  Was  there  anything  more 
preposterous  than  that  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  should  have  been  so 
utterly  in  a  mist  in  regard  to  the  admi- 
nistration of  the  Department,  at  the  head 
of  which  he  was  supposed  to  be  placed, 
that  he  could  not  possibly  form  any  ooi- 
nion  as  to  how  he  was  to  spend  the 
public  money  if  it  were  voted  by  Parii»- 
ment?    Perhaps  the  Committee  would 
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lUow  Mni  to  say,  in  passing,  that  he 
l&ad  the   liigliest  regard  for  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
(£r  Thomas  Braesey),  who  had  made 
Ids  great   qualities  still  better  known 
ance  he  had  assumed  the  position  he 
sow  occapied.     But  he  thought  it  was 
altogether  a  most  objectionable  system 
which   placed  the  First  Lord   of   the 
Admiralty  in  the  House  of  Lords.    He 
maintained  that  the  Heads  of  both  the 
greatest   spending  Departments  in  the 
eonntry — me  Head  of  the  Navy,  as  well 
the  Head  of  the  War  Department — 
ought  to  have  a  seat  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  so  that  he  could  always  be 
ready  to   reply  to   any  question    that 
might  be  put  to  him,  and  come,  as  it 
were,  into  touch  with  public  opinion  in 
a  way  that  was  not  possible  if  he  was  a 
Member  of  the  House  of  Lords.    Not- 
withstanding the  opinion  expressed  by 
the  Earl  of  Northbrook  a  short  time 
ago,  that  the  Board  of  Admiralty  would 
not  know  what  to  do  with  the  money, 
the  Gk>Temment  were  now  asking  for  a 
▼eiy  large  sum  of  money.     He  ventured 
to  assert  that  the  Committee  had  so 
much  lost  confidence  in  the  Board  of 
Admiralty  —  not  only  in    the    present 
Board,  but  in  former  Boards — ^that  if 
this  7ote  rested  simply  on  their  recom- 
mendation the  House  of  Commons  would 
be  scarcely  justified  in  consenting  to  it 
and  in  voting  the  money  required.     Be- 
fore proceedmg  further,  he  ought  to  say. 
tiiat  he,  for  one,  was  altogether  in  favour 
of  the  sum  of  money  being  granted 
which  was  necessary  to  put  the  country 
in  a  proper  state  of  defence.    In  that 
respect    he   was    a    follower    of    Mr. 
Cobden.     With  all  his  desire  to  keep 
down  the  Expenditure  of  the  country, 
he  agreed  with  Mr.  Cobden  that  if  it 
coold  be  shown  that  the  Navies  of  Foreign 
Powers,  and  more  especially  the  Navy 
of  France,  was  approaching  very  nearly 
to  the  standard  of  our  own,  it  would  be 
a  reason  why  the  House  of  Commons 
ought  to  be  prepared  to  make  great 
efforts  in  order  to  place  the  Navy  of 
England  in  the  position  it  ought  to  hold 
with  regard  to  the  Navies  of  Foreign 
Powers.    He  remembered  perfectly  well 
that  Mr.  Cobden  declared  that  he  would 
be  ready  to  spend  £100,000,000  in  order 
to  keep  up  the  due  proportion  of  rela- 
tive strength  between  the  British  and 
the  French  Navies;   and  Mr.  Cobden 
ibo  said  that  he  considered  the  British 


Navy  ought  to  be  about  double  the 
strength  of  the  Navy  of  France.  He 
was  disposed  to  think  that  Mr.  Cobden 
interpreted  the  feelings  of  the  English 
people  correctly  when  he  made  that 
statement;  but  he  begged  hon.  Members 
to  remember  this  —  that  the  mere 
fact  of  voting  the  money  did  not 
necessarily  get  them  their  money's  worth 
if  the  expenditure  of  that  money  was 
not  properly  administered.  In  one  of 
Mr.  Cobden's  speeches — he  believed  in 
the  very  speech  in  which  he  gave  this 
expression  of  opinion  —  Mr.  Cobden 
quoted  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Scott  Bussell, 
a  man  whom  everybody  knew  was  a 
great  Naval  Constructor,  and  who  pos- 
sessed a  considerable  amount  of  technical 
knowledge  in  connection  with  that  De- 
partment. In  1862  Mr.  Scott  Russell 
said  that  they  had,  during  the  previous 
30  years,  spent  £30,000,000  in  the  con- 
struction of  a  class  of  ships  which  were 
then  totally  useless.  Well,  he  (Mr. 
Bylands)  maintained  that  they  had  still, 
at  any  gpiven  time,  been  wasting  very 
large  sums  of  money  solely  through  the 
mal-administration  of  the  Board  of  Ad- 
miralty. The  truth  was,  as  had  been 
admitted  again  and  again,  that  the 
Board  of  Admiralty,  as  a  foreign  writer 
of  considerable  eminence  declared,  were 
always  wanting  in  foresight,  and  did 
not  even  know  what  was  going  on  at 
their  very  doors.  It  really  seemed  that, 
although  that  might  not  be  absolutely 
correct,  the  statement  was  proved  by 
experience  to  be  founded  upon  very  rea- 
sonable grounds.  Hon.  Members  would 
remember  that  it  was  seven  years  after 
France  had  abandoned  the  construction 
of  the  old  sailing  vessels  that  the  House 
of  Commons,  in  1851,  forced  a  similar 
policy  upon  the  Admiralty.  Again,  when 
the  iron-dad  system  came  up,  the  Board 
of  Admiralty  continued  to  build  the  old 
three-deckers  long  after  the  French  Go- 
vernment had  abandoned  the  building 
of  vessels  of  that  obsolete  type.  His 
object  in  adverting  to  those  facts  was  to 
emphasize  his  demand,  that  when  the 
House  of  Commons  granted  money  to 
the  Board  of  Admiralty,  they  had  a 
right  to  expect  the  full  worth  of  their 
money.  No  doubt  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Westminster 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  who  was  an  ad- 
mirable specimen  of  an  efficient  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  when  he  held  that  Office, 
would  say   "Yes"   to  that  view,  but 
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the  Board  of  Admiralty,  for  a  long 
period  of  years,  so  far  from  noting  what 
was  going  on,  had  appeared  never  to  be 
able  to  make  up  their  mind  what  was 
the  proper  course  to  pursue.  Hitherto 
they  had  been  unable  to  arrive  at 
any  rapid  decision,  and  incessant  de- 
lay occurred  in  the  construction  of  vessels 
after  it  was  decided  to  build  them.  Now, 
he  believed  that  when  the  Board  of  Ad- 
miralty, at  any  given  time,  had  made  up 
their  mind  as  to  the  best  construction  of 
a  ship,  they  ought  at  once  to  proceed  to 
have  that  ship  built  in  the  best  and 
quickest  manner  possible.  It  had  been 
stated  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cardiff 
(Sir  Edward  J.  Heed),  or  by  some  other 
person  at  the  meeting  held  recently  in 
the  City,  that  at  the  present  moment 
there  was  a  capital  of  no  less  than 
£7,000,000  sterling  absolutely  locked 
up  in  incomplete  vessels  of  war ;  and 
that  £7,000,000,  granted  in  previous 
years  by  Parliament,  if  a  war  were  to 
break  out  to-morrow,  would  not  be  of 
the  slightest  use  to  the  country  for  the 
purposes  of  defence.  He  ventured  to 
think  that  in  spending  the  money  voted 
by  Parliament,  they  ought  not  only  to 
take  care  that  the  ^vessels  they  built 
were  built  quickly — not  only  that  they 
were  good  vessels,  but  that  they  should 
not  spend  more  upon  them  than  they 
were  worth.  It  was  pretty  certain,  in 
his  own  mind,  that  they  were  spending 
a  great  deal  more  for  the  war  vessels 
they  were  constructing  than  they  ought 
to  spend,  and  more  by  a  great  deal  tj^n 
they  could  purchase  the  same  vessels 
for.  He  recollected  last  year  a  valuable 
speech  that  was  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
in  the  discussion  upon  the  Navy  Es- 
timates. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  ad- 
mitted that  vessels  built  in  Her  Majesty's 
Dockyards  cost  more  than  those  built  in 
private  shipbuilding  yards,  and  added 
that  that  was,  perhaps,  not  necessarily  so. 
Now,  he  did  not  know  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  meant  by  the  words  *'  not 
necessarily  so."  His  (Mr.  Bylands)  ex- 
perience was  that,  in  the  condition  under 
which  the  Dockyards  were  worked,  the 
cost  of  labour  must  necessarily  be  much 
dearer  than  in  private  yards.  Hon. 
Members  would  not  dispute  the  evidence 
obtained  by  the  important  Committee 
presided  over  by  the  Earl  of  Bavens- 
worth.  He  held  the  Blue  Book  con- 
taining the  evidence  given  before  that 
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Committee  in  his  hand.  His  impression 
was  that  the  Committee  obtained  evi- 
dence of  the  most  valuable  character,  and 
that  they  had  presented  a  Beport  in  re- 
gard to  the  administration  of  the  Ad- 
miralty, which  was  now  on  the  Table  of 
the  House,  which  contained  recommenda- 
tions of  a  very  important  character.  He 
only  regretted,  upon  reading  the  Report 
of  the  Committee,  and  the  valuable  evi- 
dence they  had  taken,  that  the  Commit- 
tee was  so  narrow  in  its  constitution, 
and  that  the  Keference  was  so  curtailed, 
that  a  great  many  very  important  mat- 
ters, which  ought  to  have  come  under 
the  purview  of  the  Committee,  were 
withheld  from  their  consideration.  Cer- 
tainly the  Committee  went  to  a  great 
extent  in  the  direction  of  obtaining  in- 
formation, and  they  heard  evidence  on 
the  very  point  he  had  been  alluding  to 
in  regard  to  the  comparative  cost  of 
constructing  ships  in  the  Dockyards  and 
in  private  yards.  The  impression  he 
derived  from  the  evidence  gpiven  before 
the  Committee  was  that  they  could 
have  bought  the  whole  of  the  vessels 
they  now  had  in  the  Navy,  if  they  had 
been  purchased  in  the  ordinary  ship- 
building yards,  at  a  saving  of  some- 
where between  25  and  40  per  cent  in  the 
cost  of  construction.  Whenever  the 
Admiralty  made  a  comparison  of  the 
cost  of  shipbuilding  in  a  Dockyard  and 
in  a  private  yard,  they  unfortunately 
threw  out  of  view  a  large  number  of 
items  which  ought  necessarily  to  come 
into  the  consideration  of  the  cost  of  a 
manufacturing  establishment ;  and  con- 
sequently their  Betums  did  not  fairly 
S've  the  cost  of  the  work  done  in  the 
ockyards,  as  compared  with  private 
shipbuilding  yards.  But  if  he  took  the 
lowest  possible  estimate,  according  to 
the  evidence  before  the  Earl  of  Havens- 
worth's  Committee,  the  saving  in  the 
private  yards  was  at  least  20  per  oent; 
so  that  there  was  a  loss  of  20  per  cent 
incurred  by  the  country  in  the  cost  of 
Dockyard  work.  That  was  taking  a 
most  favourable  view  of  the  matter ;  and 
he  would  appeal  to  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Cardiff  (Sir  Edward  J. 
Reed),  who  knew  so  much  more  of  those 
matters  than  he  did,  if  it  was  not  the 
fact  that  when  they  laid  down  a  vessel 
in  one  of  Her  Majesty's  Dockyards,  and 
the  Admiralty  had  proceeded  with  its 
construction  up  to  a  certain  point,  they 
did  not  find  it  necessary  to  alter   the 
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structare,  and  accordingly  they  had  a 
new  scheme  prepared  ?  Then  somebody 
Bugg^ted  this  alteration,  and  somebody 
oIm  suggested  that;  and  the  effect  of 
all  of  this  was  very  materially  to  in- 
crease the  cost,  and  enormously  to  ex- 
tend the  time  required  for  the  building 
of  a  vessel.  The  vessels  built  in  private 
shipbuilding  yards  could  not  only  be 
built  at  a  very  much  less  cost,  but  they 
could  be  built  and  placed  in  the  posses- 
sion of  the  Admiralty,  complete,  with 
much  greater  expedition.  He  had 
spoken  just  now  of  a  slumbering  Ad- 
miralty ;  and  he  might  mention,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  that  there  were  vessels 
now  unfinished  in  the  Dockyards  which 
were  laid  down  six  years  ago.  During 
those  six  years,  the  Admiralty  seemea 
to  have  been  reposing  comfortably  upon 
a  soft  pillow,  and  the  Dockyards  had 
been  worked  by  no  means  under  full  pres- 
sure ;  so  that  those  vessels  were  only  now 
approaching  completion.  What  had  hap- 

Ced  in  the  meantime?  Foreign  Powers 
purchased  from  private  shipbuilding 
yards  in  this  country  vessels,  in  some 
respects,  superior  to  ours,  which  were 
turned  out  in  three  years.    If  it  took 
six  years  to  lay  down  and  complete  a 
vessel,  he  would  remind  the  Committee 
that  ihe  Admiralty  could  only  turn  out 
five  vessels  in  a  generation.    It  seemed 
perfectly  preposterous;    and  he  could 
hardly  imagine  how  the  House  of  Com- 
mons oould  continue  to  support  a  system 
which  produced  results  like  that.    He 
was  aware  that  the  Admiralty  would 
say  that  they  did  not  know  at  the  begin* 
ning  of  the  six  years  what  improvements 
and  inventions  might  arise,   and  that 
they  wished  to  have  the  vessd  as  perfect 
as  possible.    That  was  a  preposterous 
▼iew ;  at  any  rate,  they  woiUd  have  had 
the  vessel,  even  if  not  quite  so  perfect, 
tamed  out  three  years  ago,  and  the 
coontry  would  be  enjoying  the  advan- 
tage of  it  now.    Unfortunately,  the  Ad- 
nuralty  were  very  slow  in  arriving  at  a 
oonviction ;  they  were  continually  raising 
doubts  and  difficulties,  and  the  Members 
of  the  Board  took  a  great  deal  longer  to 
anrtve  at  a  conclusion  than  would  be 
taken  by  any  ordinary  man  of  business. 
And  then  they  wasted  a  great  deal  of 
preoious  time  in  experiments.  How  was 
that  ?    He  would  not  enter  into  the  con-' 
troveraies  which  would,  no  doubt,   be 
folly  gone  into  by  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Cardiff  (Sir   Edward   J. 


Eeed).  He  would  not  venture  to  ex- 
press an  opinion,  although  he  was  dis- 
posed very  much  to  coincide  with  the 
judgment  of  his  hon.  Friend,  in  regard 
to  the  construction  of  vessels.  The 
matter  had  already  been  brought  before 
the  House  of  Commons  on  various  points 
connected  with  naval  construction ;  and 
he  must  say  that  the  ideas  of  the  Admi- 
ralty as  to  the  speed  that  was  necessary 
was  altogether  condemnatory  of  their 
policy.  That  was  a  matter  which  he 
could  understand  quite  as  well  as  his 
hon.  Friend,  and  he  maintained  that 
the  ideas  of  the  Admiralty  as  to  the 
speed  with  which  a  vessel  should  be 
furnished  were  altogether  wrong.  They 
were  content  with  a  much  lower  rate  of 
speed  than  that  which  prevailed  in  other 
countries.  Now,  when  Wrliament  voted 
a  sum  of  money  for  preparing  ships  for 
the  Navy,  what  did  they  require  from 
the  Admiralty  ?  First  of  all,  they  re- 
quired from  them  that  they  should  de- 
cide on  the  best  construction  of  the 
vessels  that  existed  at  the  time,  to  the 
best  of  their  judgment ;  and,  secondly, 
that  they  should  carry  out  the  details  of 
the  work  in  the  most  economical  manner, 
or  by  purchase,  if  they  could  purchase 
vessels  to  advantage.  It  would  appear, 
however,  that  the  Board  of  Admiralty 
entirely  overlooked  those  two  great 
points  of  duty.  What  was  the  Board 
which  had  to  decide  on  very  nice 
questions  respecting  the  construction  of 
vessels  of  war  ?  He  maintained  that 
the  Board  of  Admimlty  did  not  neces- 
sarily know  anything  about  the  best 
form  of  construction  of  vessels  of  war. 
After  what  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty had  stated,  only  a  few  months  ago, 
it  was  quite  evident  that  he  knew  no- 
thing whatever  about  the  construction  of 
vessels  of  war.  Who,  then,  was  respon- 
sible for  settling  this  very  serious  ques- 
tion —  what  influence  predominated 
the  consideration  of  what  was  the  best 
construction  of  vessels  of  war  ?  It 
was  the  Controller  of  the  Navy,  who 
was  at  the  head  of  that  Department. 
And  what  did  the  Controller  know  of 
the  matter  ?  Had  he  had  experience  ? 
Had  he  had  training?  Had  he  been 
brought  up  from  the  beginning,  gradu- 
ally rising  in  the  scale,  and  possessing 
full  knowledge  of  the  best  mode  of  con- 
struction of  these  very  complicated  ar- 
moured vessels  of  war  ?  Not  necessarily 
so  at  all.   He  was  an  Admiral.   He  had 
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no  wish  to  speak  disrespeotfully  of  an 
Admiral,  especially  in  the  presence  of 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  Wigtown  Burghs 
(Sir  John  Hay) ;  but  the  Controller  was 
an  Admiral,  perhaps,  of  long  experience 
and  naval  training,  who  did  not  neces- 
sarily know  anything  whatever  of  the 
construction  of  vessels  of  war.  There- 
fore, he  ought  not  to  be  entrusted  with 
the  responsibility  of  deciding  the  de- 
signs upon  which  vessels  of  war  were  to 
be  constructed.  He  ventured  to  say,  in 
regard  to  the  Controller  of  the  Navy, 
on  whom  the  important  duty  was  de- 
volved of  superintending  the  designs 
for  the  construction  of  vessels  of  war, 
that  he  ought  to  be  the  very  best  naval 
engineer  they  could  find  in  the  Three 
Kingdoms;  a  man  with  the  greatest 
training,  with  the  most  perfect  know- 
ledge, and  whose  judgment  would  be 
really  valuable  and  reliable.  Then  the 
question  arose  whether,  in  their  con- 
struction of  ships,  they  adopted  in  their 
Dockyards,  in  carrying  out  the  details 
of  construction,  a  system  that  was  at  all 
businesslike  or  economical.  Without 
pretending  to  have  an  opinion  which 
would  justify  him  in  presuming  to  say 
what  the  best  mode  of  construction  or 
the  best  design  for  a  ship  of  war  was, 
he  would  say  that,  having  had  a  great 
deal  to  do  with  large  industrial  occupa- 
tions, the  last  thing  he  would  dream  of 
doing  would  be  to  place  at  the  head  of 
a  manufacturing  establishment  an  Ad- 
miral, who  knew  nothing  of  manufac- 
turing operations,  who  knew  nothing 
whatever  about  business,  and  who  was 
to  be  placed  there  for  three  years,  to  be 
an  ornament  to  the  Dockyards,  able  to 
walk  up  and  down  in  full  naval  uniform 
as  the  representative  of  British  power. 
What  he  thought  was  that  if  they  were 
bound  to  maintain  those  Dockyards  they 
ought  to  be  maintained  on  a  system  that 
would  secure  their  being  conducted  eco- 
nomically and  efficiently  for  the  pur- 
poses for  which  they  were  required. 
They  employed,  at  the  present  moment, 
in  the  Dockyards  something  like  18,000 
men,  and  they  paid,  in  addition,  very 
large  sums  for  incidental  purposes  con- 
nected with  the  Dockyards.  The  ma- 
nagement of  the  18,000  men  distributed 
in  the  several  Dockyards  cost  them  in 
salaries  and  allowances  £224,274  a-year. 
That  seemed  to  him  to  be  a  rather  large 
sum  for  the  clerical  management  of  the 
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Department.  Then,  again,  they  could 
not  have  those  18,000  men  without 
having  a  great  number  of  police  to 
look  after  them.  They,  therefore,  paid 
£84,000  a-year  for  a  police  force  to  look 
affcer  the  Dockyards.  He  would  not 
say  that  the  Dockyards  did  not  require 
some  protection ;  but  he  considered  that 
amount  to  be  altogether  excessive.  Then, 
again,  he  found  that  last  year  a  sum  of 
£148,000  was  paid  to  established  Dock- 
yard men  in  the  shape  of  pensions  and 
allowances.  One  of  the  gentlemen  who 
gave  valuable  evidence  before  the  Earl 
of  Ravensworth's  Committee  was  con- 
nected with  the  Dockyards ;  and  he  (Mr. 
Bylands)  mentioned  the  fact  to  show  the 
unbusinesslike  mode  in  which  the  Ad- 
miralty proceeded  ;  that  this  gentleman 
was  asked  a  question  about  those  pen- 
sions, and  his  reply  was  that  the  pensions 
were  not  taken  into  account  in  consider- 
ing the  wages  of  the  men,  although  they 
came  to  nearly  25  per  cent  of  the  entire 
wages  paid  to  the  established  workmen. 
The  items  which  he  had  mentioned  in 
connection  with  the  wages  and  other 
charges  for  maintaining  the  Dockyards 
sufficiently  showed  that  the  cost  of  the 
Eoyal  Dockyards  was  much  greater 
than  the  cost  of  private  shipbuilding 
yards.  Therefore,  among  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Committee  on  the 
Navy  which  he  looked  upon  as  most  im- 
portant was  that  a  much  larger  amount 
of  work  should  in  future  be  given  out 
to  contract.  In  connection  with  that 
matter,  he  was  gratified  to  be  able  to 
say  that  the  evidence  as  to  the  character 
of  contract  work,  and  also  the  indirect 
evidence  as  to  the  character  of  the  ships 
supplied  to  Foreign  Powers,  left  in  his 
mind  the  fullest  confidence  that  the  pri- 
vate shipbuilding  yards  turned  out  work 
of  an  exceptionally  good  character.  That 
he  deemed  to  be  a  most  satisfactory 
matter  from  every  point  of  view.  Then, 
again,  the  Committee  urged  that  there 
should  be  a  larger  number  of  vessels 
given  out  to  be  built  by  contract,  and 
that  in  connection  with  such  contaracts 
there  should  be  an  insistance  on  the 
shortness  of  time  for  delivery,  and  they 
further  recommended  that  repairs  should 
not  be  given  out  for  contract,  but  that, 
as  far  as  possible,  they  should  be  done 
in  their  own  Dockyards.  The  general 
conclusion  at  which  the  Committee  ar- 
rived was  that  the  Dockyards  should  be 
used  for  all  repairs,  and  for  the  eon- 
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stractioQ  of  experimental  ships;  but 
that  in  regard  to  the  new  ships  built 
upon  a  settled  design,  they  should  be 
contracted  for  and  built  in  the  private 
shipbailding  yards  of  the  country.  He 
wisned  to  urg^  upon  the  Committee  how 
Tery  importaoit  it  was,  in  view  of  the 
fecial  circumstances  of  this  country, 
that  they  should  adopt  the  recommenda- 
tbns  of  that  Committee  of  the  Admi- 
ralty. The  Committee  pointed  out  that 
among  the  advantages  of  extending  the 
contract  work  there  would  be  this  great 
advantage — that  not  only  would  the 
resources  of  the  Dockyards  be  rendered 
available  to  a  greater  extent  for  repair- 
ing vessels  and  building  ships  of  an  ex- 
perimental tjrpe,  but  that  familiarity 
with  the  work  of  building  ships  of  war 
would  be  increased  throughout  the 
country,  and  facilities  would  more  readily 
be  given  for  completing  the  naval  de- 
fences of  the  Empire.  As  far  as  he  was 
able  to  estimate  from  the  Hetums,  the 
power  of  shipbuilding,  including  both 
iron  and  wooden  ships  in  the  shipbuild- 
ing yards  of  this  country  was  something 
like  700,000  tons  a-year,  and  out  of  that 
700,000  tons  a-year  from  200,000  to 
300,000  would  be  iron-clads.  In  1874 
the  great  shipbuilding  yards  of  this 
country  supplied  Foreign  Oovemments 
with  no  less  than  12,877  tons  of  iron- 
clad war  vessels,  and  in  1875  they 
supplied  13)844  tons,  making  in  the  two 
years  26,721  tons;  while  in  those  two 
years  the  entire  tonnage  of  war  vessels 
produced  in  the  Government  Dockyards 
was  25,300,  as  against  26,721  tons. 
Absolutely,  in  those  two  years,  more 
tons  of  iron-clad  war  vessels  were  built 
for  Foreign  Powers  in  our  large  ship- 
building yards  than  were  built  by  the 
Admiralty  in  the  Eoyal  Dockyards. 
What  appeared  to  him  to  be  of  the 
utmost  importance  in  connection  with 
this  matter  was  that  they  were,  or  that 
the  country  ought  to  be,  in  a  far  better 
position  than  any  other  countiy  in 
Burope  with  regard  to  their  available 
means  of  defence,  and  they  ought  also 
to  be  in  a  far  better  position  for  obtain- 
ing a  more  powerful  Navy  than  any 
other  European  country.  Nevertheless, 
they  were  told  that  they  had  not  got 
the  Navy  they  ought  to  have ;  and  so 
iar  from  keeping  up  the  relative  pro- 
portion and  having  twice  as  large  a 
Navy  aa  France,  tihey  were  told  that 
although  the  French  Navy  was  below 
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ours  at  present,  still  in  the  course  of 
four  or  five  years,  if  the  present  rate  of 
shipbuilding  continued,  France  would 
be  ahead  of  us.    If  that  were  so,  and 
he  did  not  dispute  it  for  a  moment,  it 
was  a  state  of  things  that  ought  not  to 
be  tolerated,  and  could  not  be  justified. 
It  was  a  remarkable  thing  that  while, 
according  to  the  highest  authorities,  the 
French  had  been  making  greater  pro- 
gress, and  had  been  gradually  approach- 
ing us  in  naval  strength— that  was  to 
say,  if  we  made  a  comparison  between 
the  French  and  the  English  Navy  12  or 
15  years  ago,  it  would  be  found  that  the 
proportion  in  our  favour  was  much  larger 
than  it  was  now,  for  during  the  last  few 
years  the  French  Navy  had  been  more 
rapidly  approaching  ours  than  at  any 
former  period.  The  French  Naval  Autho- 
rities had  not  been  content  to  remain  quite 
as  dormant  as  the  Board  of  Admiralty  in 
this  country.     How  was  it  that  France 
had  done  more  than  we  had  done  during 
the  last  few  years?     It  would  really 
seem  that  the  French  Government  got 
more  than  we  did  out  of  a  given  amount 
of  money.     France  was   not  spending 
anything  like  what  we  spent,  and  was 
not  employing  the  large  staff  of  work- 
men we  were  employing.    Last  year  the 
expenditure  of  the  French  Government 
did  not  amount  to  more  than  £8,000,000 
for  her  Navy,  while  our  Naval  Vote 
amounted  to  upwards  of  £11,000,000; 
and,  in  point  of  fact,  in  the  last  few 
years  the  sums  voted  for  the  French 
Navy  was    not   much  more  than  half 
what  we  were  spending.    For  some  time 
past  France  had  certainly  been  spending 
25  per  cent  less  than  this  country ;  and 
although  the  expenditure  of  that  country 
amounted  to  £8,000,000  last  year,  we 
had  been  spending  every  year  a  very 
much  larger  sum.    Well,  in  the  face  of 
that  there  had  been  a  gradual  approach 
in  the  relative  strength  of  the  Fleets  of 
the  two   coimtries.     He   believed  the 
reason  was  that  they  did  not  make  their 
money  go  as  far  as  they  ought  to  make 
it  go,  and  there  ought  to   be  such  a 
reform  in  the  administration  as  would 
secure  greater  results  in  future  from  the 
money  they  expended.     His  right  hon. 
Friend  the    Member  for  Westminster 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  alluded,  when  the 
Navy  Estimates  were  before  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  last  occasion,  to  the  pro- 
mises of  the  Admiralty,  and  showed  that 
their  undertaking  to  spend   a  certaiii 
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sum  of  money  and  produce  a  certain 
result  was  never  absolutely  carried  out. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  gave  most 
striking  instances  to  show  where  the 
promises  of  the  Admiralty  had  failed  to 
be  carried  out,  and  the  Committee  knew 
that  that  had  been  so  for  years,  and 
that  when,  year  after  year,  Parliament 
voted  a  considerable  sum  of  money  for 
the  purpose  of  constructing  a  certain 
weight  of  tonnage  in  the  Navy,  it  was 
found  at  the  end  of  a  few  years  that  a 
large  amount  of  tonnage  had  never 
been  built  for  which  the  country  had 
paid,  or  apparently  paid.  Certainly  it 
was  paid  for  in  this  sense — that,  accord- 
inff  to  the  calculation  of  the  Board  of 
Aamiralty,  a  certain  sum  of  money  ought 
to  produce  a  certain  weight  of  ships, 
and  as  that  undertaking  had  not  been 
fulfilled  it  was  evident  that  the  money 
had  been  wasted  somewhere,  or  that 
the  cost  of  the  ships  was  much  larger 
than  the  original  Estimate.  He  thanked 
the  Committee  for  having  allowed  him 
to  make  those  remarks ;  and  he  wished 
in  oonolusion  to  take  that  opportunity 
of  expressing  a  hope  that  Her  Majesty's 
GK)vemment  would  not  lose  sight  of  the 
importance  of  these  questions,  but  that 
every  effort  would  be  made  to  secure  for 
the  country  a  more  powerful  and  effi- 
cient Navy,  and  also  to  provide  that  the 
large  sums  of  money  which  the  country 
were  prepared  to  vote  would  be  so  ex- 
pended as  to  secure  for  the  country  the 
best  possible  results. 

Mb.  OOKST  said,  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  sat  down  had  made  a 
speech  which  they  had  often  heard 
before  in  Committee  of  Supply.  The 
burden  of  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  to  induce  the  Admiralty  to 
spend  all  the  money  voted  for  the  Navy 
in  building  ships  by  contract  in  the 
mercantile  shipouilding  yards  of  the 
country;  and  in  order  to   support  his 

S reposition  he  had  thought  fit  to  run 
own  the  Dockyards  which  were  sup- 
ported by  the  country.  He  was  not 
Sling  to  answer  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
ember  at  any  great  length,  nor  to 
make  over  again  the  speeches  that  had 
often  been  made  in  that  House  in 
defence  of  the  Dockyards.  He  stood  in 
a  very  much  better  position  than  the 
hon.  Member,  because  in  defending  the 
Dockyards  it  was  unnecessary  for  him 
in  any  way  to  run  down  the  work  done 
in  the  private  shipbuilding  yards.    That 
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was  no  part  of  his  case.  He  was  quite 
aware  that  ships  could  be  built  efficiently 
and  well  by  contract,  and  he  did  not 
think  that  in  recent  years  the  Admiralty 
had  shown  any  indisposition  to  avail 
themselves,  to  the  fuU  extent,  of  the 
advantages  which  the  private  established 
building  yards  of  the  country  offered. 
The  statement  of  the  hon.  Member  was 
not  true  that  in  this  matter  they  were 
very  much  behind  the  French,  because 
whereas  we  had  at  least  18,000  men 
employed  in  their  Dockyards,  the  French 
employed  26,000,  so  that,  at  all  events, 
they  employed  a  great  many  more  men 
for  their  Dockyard  service  than  we  did. 
Then,  as  far  as  shipbuilding  was  con- 
cerned, last  year  France  spent  consider- 
ably more  than  we  did  in  this  country. 
With  respect  to  the  use  of  the  Dock- 
yards, it  must  be  apparent,  he  should 
have  thought  even  to  the  hon.  Member 
himself,  that  a  country  like  this  must 
possess,  in  a  time  of  war,  fortified  Dock- 
yards. If  they  built  every  ship  they  re- 
quired by  private  contract,  it  would  be 
necessary  and  absolutely  essential  to 
maintain  Her  Majesty's  Dockyards,  in 
their  present  state  of  efficiency,  for  the 
purpose  of  repairing  and  refitting  the 
Fleet  in  a  time  of  war.  If  this  country 
were  unhappily  at  war  with  a  Foreign 
Power,  he  presumed  that  that  oountry 
would  ultimately  gain  the  victory  who 
could  most  rapidly  repair  and  refit  its 
Fleet.  A  Fleet  could  only  be  repaired 
in  a  fortified  Dockyard  under  the  pro- 
tection of  batteries  such  as  the  Dock- 
yards of  Chatham,  Portsmoulli,  and 
Pljrmouth  possessed. 

Mr.  RYLANDS  said,  he  thought  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
misunderstood  him.  He  had  expressly 
stated  that  the  Dockyards  must  be  re- 
tained principally  for  the  repair  of  ships. 

Mb.  GOEST  said,  thatit  wasabsolutely 
necessary  to  keep  up  the  Boyal  Dock- 
yards in  a  state  of  efficiency,  and  the 
Committee  of  the  Navy  had  themselves 
observed  that  they  must  be  maintained 
for  the  repair  of  ships.  In  making  that 
observation  they  did  not  recommend  that 
no  ships  should  be  boilt  in  them  while 
they  were  so  retained.  As  they  must  be 
retained  for  the  repair  of  ships  in  a 
time  of  war,  it  became  economical  to 
utilize  them  for  the  building  of  ships  so 
far  as  shipbuilding  could  be  carried  on 
in  them.  He  regii9tted  that  those  estab- 
lishments excited  so  much  ire  in  the 
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mind  of  the  hon.  Gentleman ;  but  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  notions  were  very  far 
from  correct.     The  Admiral  Superin- 
tendent was  not  always  to  be  found 
strutting  about  the   Dockyard  in  full 
uniform  with  his  cocked  hat  on  his  head. 
At  the  same  time,  it  was  necessary  to 
hare  someone  to  superintend  the  work. 
It  was  also  necessary  to  employ  police 
for  the  protection  of  the  Dockyards,  or 
anybody  who  liked  would  be  able  to 
find  his  way  into  them  with  a  view  of 
stealing  and  carrying  away  the  property 
of  the  country.     As  it  was  necessary  to 
keep  the  Dockyards  in  a  state  of  repair, 
it  was  eeonomical  to  use  them  for  ship- 
building.    He  had  no  wish  to  go  into 
the  question  the  hon.  Member  had  so 
often  raised  in  that  House  on  previous 
occasions  as  to  the  pensions  given  to  the 
artificers.     Those  pensions  seemed  very 
much  to  excite  the  objection  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  When  the  Committee  came 
to  Vote  No.  6,  which  dealt  specially  with 
the  wages  of  the  artificers  and  labourers 
in  the  Dockyards,  he  (Mr.  Gorst)  should 
have  a  good  deal  to  say  upon  that  sub- 
ject ;  but  he  was  far  from  believing  that 
the  Government  lost  anything  by  giving 
the  artificers  of  the  Dockyards  a  portion 
of  their  remuneration  in  the  shape  of 
pensions.     On  the  contrary,  he  would  be 
prepared  to  show  that  the  Government 
were  great  gainers.    As  the  Committee 
were  justified,  upon  this  Vote,  in  dis- 
cussing the  general  question  of  the  con- 
dition of  the  Navy,  he  desired  to  make 
a  few  practical  observations  on  that  sub- 
ject.   The  hon.  Member  stated,  and  he 
presumed   that  many  other    Members 
would  say  the  same,  that  the  Admiralty, 
as  at  present  constituted,  had  to  a  cer- 
tain extent  lost  the  confidence  of   the 
country.     The  aspect  of  the  Committee 
at  that  time,  and  the  empty  Benches  of 
the  House,  certainly  did  not  look  as  if 
the  country  were  extremely  anxious  to 
arraign  the  Board  of  Admiralty ;  for  it 
appeared  that  the  Members  of  the  House 
would  not  take  the  trouble  to  attend  in 
order  to  take  part  in  the  naval  discus- 
rions  which  were   raised    upon    these 
Votes.    It  would,  therefore,  seem  that 
upon  the  whole  they  were  satisfied  with 
the  administration  of  the  Navy,   and 
perfectly  willing  to  leave  the  Admiralty 
m  charge  of  it.    He  believed  that  the 
real  reason  of  the  growing  dislike  of  the 
House  of  Commons  to  attend  the  dis- 
cussions upon  the  Navy  Estimates  was 


because   Members  were    beginning  to 
realize  the  extremely    small  influence 
the  House  of  Commons  had  over  the 
administration  of  the  Admiralty.     That 
was  the  explanation  of  that  growing  in- 
difference of  the  House  of  Commons  to 
the   discussion  of  the  Navy  Estimates 
which  had  been  pointed  out  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Buniley  (Mr.  Rylands).  It 
seemed  to  him  (Mr.  Gorst)  to  be  per- 
fectly fatal  to  the  administration  of  the 
Navy,  according  to  the  Constitution  of 
this  country,  that  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  should  be  a  Member  of  the 
other  House  of  Parliament.    The  Board 
of  Admiralty  was  a  high  Scientific  De- 
partment* and  he  supposed  that  a  Mem- 
ber of  Parliament,  when  he  became  a 
Member  of   the  Board  of  Admiralty, 
found  himself  as  soon  as  he  joined  the 
Board  in  the  presence  and  in  the  society 
of  men  who  had  made  naval  construc- 
tion   and    naval    administration    their 
study  and  their  business  from  their  boy- 
hood.    Of  course,   in  the  presence  of 
such  men,  a  Member  of  Parliament  so 
situated  could  not  have  any  very  great 
influence  upon  the  deliberations  of  the 
Board.    The  real  power  which  Parlia- 
ment possessed  over  such  a  Board  as 
the  Board  of  Admiralty  was  in  the  fact 
of  the  presence  in  that  House  of  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty.     He  had 
influence  with  his  Colleagues  only  be- 
cause he  was  the  person  charged  with 
the  defence  of  the  policy  of  the  Admi- 
ralty in  the  House  of  Commons.    If  a 
great  question    of    naval    construction 
were  raised,  what  influence  could  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty — a  civilian 
who  had  made  no  particular  study  of 
naval  construction — ^nave  upon  the  de- 
liberations of   the  Board  ?    The  only 
reason  why  he  had  any  power,  or  in- 
fluence, or  force  in  the  administration  of 
the  Board  of  Admiralty  was  because  he 
could  say  to  his  Colleagues — "I  have 
got  to  defend  your  policy  in  the  House 
of  Commons.     How  am  I  to  defend  it  ? 
"What  arguments  am  I  to  use  ?    How 
am  I  to  answer  the  objections  which 
may  be  raised?"     The  fact  that  the 
First  Lord  was  the  person  charged  by 
the  Constitution  of  this  country  with 
that  duty  was  the  only  thing  which  gave 
him  influence  in  the  Board  of  Admiralty. 
He  had  no  wish  to  say  a  single  word 
against  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
(Sir  Thomas  Brassey).      He   had  the 
highest  opinion  of  the  present  Secre- 
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tary  to  the  Admiralty,  and  also  of  the 
Civil  Lord  (Mr.  Caine)  who  represented 
the  Admiralty  in  that  House,  and  he 
was  quite  sure  that  those  hon.  Gentle- 
men would  not  understand  that  the  ob- 
servations he  was  now  making  were  di- 
rected against  them.  He  only  wished 
that  the  present  Secretary  was  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  and  if  the  Go- 
vernment had  due  regard  for  the  tradi- 
tions of  the  Constitution  of  the  country 
they  would  make  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  the  First  Lord,  and  then  they 
would  have  a  responsible  official  in  that 
House.  But  as  long  as  the  Admiralty 
was  represented  there  by  Gentlemen 
who  were  only  subordinate  officials  of 
the  Department,  the  House  of  Commons 
would  have  no  real  voice  in  the  decisions 
come  to  by  the  Department,  and  could 
only  represent  in  an  exceedingly  unin- 
fluential  way  the  views  and  opinions  of 
the  House  to  the  Board  of  Admiralty. 
So  long  as  that  state  of  circumstances 
continued  the  Board  of  Admiralty  would 
treat  the  House  of  Commons  with  con- 
tempt, and  would  have  no  regard  for 
the  discussions  which  took  plax^e  in 
Committee  of  Supply.  As  had  al- 
ready been  the  case  in  the  past,  the 
Board  would  continue  in  the  future 
to  treat  the  views  and  decisions  of 
the  Committee  of  Supply  with  abso- 
lute neglect  and  supreme  contempt. 
Last  year,  as  if  to  prove  to  the  whole 
world  how  perfectly  useless  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  when  a  Member 
of  the  House  of  Lords,  was  to  the  coun- 
try, the  Government  thought  fit  at  a 
very  critical  moment  to  send  the  First 
Lord  to  Egypt.  He  was  absent  from 
this  country  for  at  least  three  months, 
and  presumably  he  occupied  his  official 
position  and  distinctions  all  that  time, 
and  received  his  salary  from  the  House 
of  Commons,  which  salary  the  House  of 
Commons  were  again  asked  that  night 
to  attach  to  the  Office  of  First  Lord. 
But  the  Admiralty  went  on  perfectly 
well,  as  far  as  he  knew,  without  the  First 
Lord.  The  noble  Earl  who  now  filled 
that  Office  (the  Earl  of  Northbrook)  was 
never  missed  at  all,  and  if  he  had  re- 
mained up  to  the  present  moment  in 
Egypt  the  Admiralty  would  have  been 
conducted  with  quite  as  g^eat  efficiency, 
and  it  was  peifectly  certain  that  the 
House  of  Commons  would  have  had  just 
as  much  influence  over  the  decisions  of 
the  Board  of  Admiralty  as  they  had 
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now,  with  the  First  Lord  in  ''another 
place."    The  Admiralty,  as  at  present 
constituted,  was,  he  presumed,  about  the 
most  independent  Department  in  the 
Kingdom.     There  was  absolutely  no- 
body who  had    any   control  whatever 
over  it.     The  only  Body  who  had  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  control  over  the  Board, 
or  who  might  have,  was  the  Treasury. 
But    the    Treasury    control    consisted 
simply  of  checking  the  amount  of  money 
the  Admiralty  might  spend.     If  they 
had  a  Board  of  Admiralty  very  much 
impressed  with  the  dissatisfaction  of  the 
country  at  the  present  condition  of  the 
Navy,  with  extensive  powers  for  increas- 
ing the  efficiency  of  their  Fleets,  and 
spending    money,   the    control  of  the 
Treasury  would  become  a  reality,  be- 
cause the  ardour  of  the  Board  would  be 
checked  by  the  necessity  of  really  super- 
intending the  expenditure  of  the  Depart- 
ment.   But  as  long  as  the  control  was 
not  a  maximum,  but  a  minimum  control, 
and  the  Admiralty    remained  content 
with  the  present  inefficient  condition  of 
the  Fleet,  and  did  not  ask  leave  to  spend 
more    money,    but    was    content   with 
spending  the  actual  amount  which  the 
^easury   placed  at  its  disposal,  there 
was  no  control  on  the  part  of  the  Trea- 
sury whatever.    Control  was  only  felt 
when  the  Admiralty  was    anxious  to 
spend,   and  it  was   not  felt  when  the 
Admiralty  was  content  to  save.     There- 
fore, notwithstanding  the  fact  that  con- 
trol theoretically  existed  on  the  part  of 
the  Treasury,  he  maintained  that  the 
Admiralty,  at  that  moment,  if  it  made 
up  its  mind  to  keep  within  Uie  expendi- 
ture which  the  Treasury  idlowed,  was 
the  most  independent  and  the  most  un- 
trolled  Body  in  the  United  Kingdom. 
He  did  not  want  to  say  too  much  against 
the  Board.     He  did  not  agree  with  all 
the  strong   censure    which    had    been 
passed  upon  the  Board  by   the  hon. 
Member  for    Burnley   (Mr.  Rylands). 
The  hon.  Member  said  that  the  Admi- 
ralty   knew    nothing    whatever    about 
naval  construction.     He  supposed  that 
there  were  Members  of  the  Admiralty 
Board  who,  perhaps,  did  not  know  mu^ 
about  naval    construction;    but    there 
were  also  Members  of  the  Board  who 
were  very  eminent  naval  constructors; 
and  the  Board  had   the  advantage  of 
possessing  employds  and  officials  capable 
of  giving  them  advice,  which,    at  all 
events,  was  the  advice  of  instructed  and 
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competent  persons,  upon  any  question 
of  construction  they  might  enter  into. 
He  did  not,  however,  beueve,  whatever 
the  Admiralty  themselves  and  their 
advisers  might  be,  that  they  rendered 
more  efficient  service  to  the  public  be- 
cause they  were  altogether  free  from 
control  and  criticism.  He  thought  the 
Admiralty  would  be  much  more  efficient 
and  effective  if  it  was  subjected  to  the 
control  of  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
if  the  criticisms  which  found  their  way 
into  the  minds  of  the  public  through 
that  House  produced  a  greater  effect 
upon  the  administration  of  the  Admi- 
ralty. If  they  had  the  First  Lord  in 
the  House  of  Commons  that  would  be 
so;  because,  if  there  were  a  particular 
criticism  upon  any  point  of  construction 
or  other  matter  which  the  Admiralty 
knew  to  be  urgent,  and  the  First  Lord 
wanted  advice  from  his  naval  construc- 
tors as  to  the  progress  it  was  necessary 
to  make,  it  would  begiven  to  him,  and 
the  criticisms  of  the  House  of  Commons 
would,  consequently,  have  considerable 
influence  over  the  administration  of  the 
Admiralty.  To  illustrate  what  he  meant 
he  would  refer  to  an  incident  which  oc- 
curred in  the  last  Parliament,  when  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West- 
minster (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  was  First 
Lord.  A  Motion  was  made  in  that  House, 
either  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cardiff 
(Sir  Edward  J.  Reed)  or  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Chichester  (Lord 
Henry  Lennox),  in  reference  to  the 
construction  of  Her  Majesty's  Ship 
Inflexible,  At  any  rate,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cardiff  (Sir  Edward  J.  Reed) 
spoke  in  favour  of  that  Motion,  and 
passed  some  very  useful  and  very  favour- 
able criticisms  upon  the  construction 
of  that  vessel.  He  could  not  say  that 
that  debate  changed  the  views  of  the 
Admiralty;  but,  at  all  events,  it  had 
a  considerable  efPeot  upon  them,  because, 
at  that  time,  the  First  Lord  could  be  in- 
structed upon  the  subject,  the  whole 
matter  could  be  explained  to  him,  and 
although  it  was  a  scientific  question,  and 
a  question  which  a  layman  was  not 
capable  of  dealing  with,  yet  it  was  quite 
certain  that  that  debate  had  a  consider- 
able effect  u{>on  the  ultimate  construc- 
tion  of  the  Inflexible,  He  was  quite 
certain  that  if  such  a  debate  were  raised 
now,  it  would  have  no  effect  at  all.  Li- 
deed,  he  was  not  certain  that  it  would 
erer  reach  the  Admiralty.    At  any  rate, 


it  would  only  reach  the  Board  as  far  as 
such  Members  of  the  Board  might  read 
it  in  the  newspapers  who  might  be 
anxious  to  know  what  any  Member  who 
had  a  technical  knowledge  of  the  sub- 
ject chose  to  say.  Indeed,  it  would 
have  about  the  same  effect  as  if  the 
speeches  were  made  in  the  Society  of 
Arts  or  in  the  Kensington  Laboratory. 
Looking  at  the  general  necessities  of 
the  Empire,  the  present  condition  of  the 
Admiralty  was  deplorable.  Notwith- 
standing all  the  agitation  of  the  news- 
papers, all  the  speeches  made  in  that 
House,  and  all  the  Questions  asked  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  they  all 
knew  the  deplorable  condition  in  which 
the  defence  of  their  own  seas,  and  ports, 
and  harbours  was  left  at  the  present 
moment.  If,  unhappily,  they  were  at 
war  with  a  great  Naval  Power,  even  their 
own  harbours  in  the  United  Kingdom 
were  not  safe  against  attack.  And  if 
that  was  the  state  of  things  here  on  the 
spot,  where  they  had  their  eyes  upon 
the  conduct  of  the  Admiralty,  what  must 
be  the  condition  of  the  defences  of  their 
Empire  in  those  remote  seas  to  which 
the  view  of  the  House  of  Commons  was 
seldom,  if  ever  extended  ?  If  anybody 
would  inquire  into  the  state  of  their 
ports — for  instance,  those  in  the  Pacific, 
which  were  very  near  an  enemy  with 
whom  it  was  not  impossible  at  au  early 
period  they  might  find  themselves  at 
war — he  believed  it  would  be  found  that 
the  ports  they  possessed  in  the  Pacific, 
and  especially  the  Harbour  of  Esqui- 
mault,  were  absolutely  defenceless ;  and 
no  attempt  whatever  had  been  made  by 
the  Admiralty  to  defend  the  latter  port, 
although  it  was  the  only  station  they 
possessed  in  the  Pacific  in  which  their 
Fleet  could  anchor,  or  obtain  the  coal 
or  provisions  which  the  result  of  ex- 
tended operations  might  render  neces- 
sary. If  inquiries  were  made  as  to  the 
condition  of  many  other  of  their  remote 
Possessions,  he  believed  it  would  be 
found  that  they  were  in  a  most  lament- 
able  condition  and  literally  defenceless. 
Now,  under  those  circumstances,  he 
should  have  thought  that  the  Admiralty, 
and  the  Government  generally,  would 
have  given  every  possible  encourage- 
ment to  those  Colonies  which  were  dis- 
posed to  undertake  the  defence  at  least 
of  their  own  ports  and  harbours,  becatuse 
it  was  not  only  the  defence  of  the 
Colonial  ports  that  would  be  more  effi* 
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ciently  discharged  by  the  Colonies  them- 
selves, but  any  Fleet  which  might  be 
sent  into  those  neighbourhoods  would 
be  set  free  for  other  enterprizes.  Take 
the  Australian  Colonies,  for  instance. 
If  their  Fleet  was  not  required  for  the 
local  defence  of  the  Australian  Colonies, 
the  Fleet  employed  there,  in  the  event 
of  a  war,  might  be  used  for  offensive, 
instead  of  defensive,  measures. 

The  chairman  pointed  out  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was 
going  beyond  the  Question  before  the 
Committee,  which  was  the  Navy  Esti- 
mates, and  not  their  Colonial  defences. 

Mr.  GORST  would  apologize  if  he 
had  committed  any  irregularity.  He 
was  only  pointing  out  how  necessary  it 
was  for  the  efficiency  of  the  British 
Fleet  that  the  duty  of  defending  the 
Colonies  should  be  intrusted  to  the  Colo- 
nies themselves.  His  point  was,  that  if 
they  were  to  spend  money  in  clothing 
and  victualling  their  seamen  and  Marines, 
the  Fleets  they  employed  must  be  capa- 
ble of  taking  the  seas  in  order  to  look 
for  the  enemy,  instead  of  being  obliged 
to  lurk  in  the  harbours  along  the  coast, 
where  they  could  not  act  offensively. 
He  would  not,  however,  pursue  the  mat- 
ter further  if  the  Chairman  thought  he  was 
going  beyond  what  was  strictly  within 
the  order  of  that  Vote.  All  he  desired 
to  point  out  to  the  Committee  was  that 
the  Admiralty  was  in  a  most  unhappy 
position  at  present,  because  it  was  re- 
lieved, by  the  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  appointing  a  First  Lord  who 
was  not  a  Member  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, from  that  salutary  check  which 
the  debates  and  opinions  of  the  House 
would  exercise  over  the  Admiralty.  He 
was  quite  sure  that,  able  as  the  Board 
of  Admiralty  might  be,  and  scientific  as 
some  of  the  Members  of  it  were,  and 
earnestly  anxious,  as  he  believed  all  of 
them  were,  to  discharge  their  duty  to 
their  country  and  to  maintain  the  Fleets 
of  the  country  in  a  condition  of  efficiency, 
the  Admiralty  would  never  be  able  to 
discharge  its  responsibilities  to  the  coun- 
try until  they  were  subjected  to  the 
criticism  of  the  House  of  CJommons. 

Sir  EDWARD  J.  REED  said,  he 
would  not  attempt,  after  what  had 
passed  in  the  House  that  night,  to  offer 
any  large  view  of  the  subject.  The 
Committee  had  no  power  to  increase  any 
Vote  whatever.  They  only  enjoyed  the 
power  of  diminishing  the  sums  which 
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appeared  in  the  Estimates,  and  the  Ad- 
miralty had  taken  eood  care  that  there 
should  be  very  litUe  to  diminish  or  to 
come  under  the  notice  of  the  Committee 
in  that  direction.  There  was  ano^er 
reason  why  he  should  not  enter  upon 
any  large  question  that  night,  and  it 
was  to  be  found  in  the  words  which  had 
fallen  from  the  Prime  Minister,  touching 
the  Yote  of  Credit  to  be  moved  to- 
morrow. He  thought  that  as  they  had 
a  naval  debate  in  view,  and  as  a  large 
proposal  of  the  Gt)vernment  was  about 
to  come  before  them,  they  would  be  in  a 
better  position  to-morrow  than  they  were 
in  at  present  to  discuss  the  naval  arma- 
ments of  the  country.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  the  Admiralty  itself  had  lately  been 
endeavouring  to  show  to  the  world  that 
aU  and  more  than  all  which  had  been 
stated  about  the  deplorable  condition  of 
the  British  Navy  was  true.  It  was  said 
that  they  were  in  the  possible  presenoe 
of  a  war  with  a  powerful  European 
nation,  but  only  a  third-rate  Naval 
Power;  and  no  sooner  did  they  come 
within  the  presence  of  that  possibility 
than  they  found  the  Admiralty  bringing 
forward  in  the  Dockyards  every^ing 
they  could  possibly  lay  their  hands  upon, 
and  casting  about,  among  the  Mercantile 
Marine,  for  colossal  ships,  altogether 
unfit  for  warlike  purposes,  and  without 
a  particle  of  defence,  although  they 
might  be  fit  to  perform  auxiliary  ser- 
vices in  connection  with  the  Royal  Navy. 
Recently  the  Admiralty  refused  to  build, 
from  designs  supplied  to  them  by  a 
very  eminent  builder  on  the  Clyde,  a 
ship  of  great  speed,  because  it  was  a 
ship  with  a  very  small  amount  of 
armour  protection — ^the  Admiralty  re- 
fused to  undertake  to  build  her  on  the 
ground  that  they  ought  not  to  consfcrui^ 
a  ship  of  so  large  a  size  with  so  little  ar- 
mour. He  quite  sympathized  with  them 
in  that  feeling ;  but  l^ey  told  the  coun- 
try now  that  they  were  purchaaing  still 
larger  ships  without  any  armour  at  alL 
They  were  told  that  the  Admiralty  were, 
in  point  of  fact,  purchasing  passenger 
steamers  of  1 2,000  tons  of  the  moet  coatly 
character  ever  built,  but  which  were  not 
eligible  for  war  steamers,  and  were  not 
expected  to  be  used  for  warlike  purposes 
when  constructed.  He  mentioned  that 
to  show  that  the  Admiralty  were  demon- 
strating one  of  two  propositions — either 
that  they  were  prepared  to  spend  money 
recklessly  for  purposes  for  which  they 
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had  refused  to  spend  money  wisely  and  I 
eoonomically,  or  that  the  Government 
was  in  such  a  condition  that  they  were 
dnren  to  this  last  resource.  He  main- 
tained that  there  was  no  escape  from 
one  or  other  of  those  condusions.  He 
desired  now  to  make  a  few  remarks 
upon  the  Ketom  which  had  lately  been 
Mesented  to  the  House  by  his  hon. 
Friend  below  him  (Sir  Thomas  Brassey). 
It  would  be  in  the  recollection  of  the 
Committee  that  a  few  weeks  ago  he  had 
called  attention  to  a  Betum  laid  before 
the  House  of  armoured  and  unarmoured 
Teasels,  laid  down  to  be  built  in  Her 
Majesty's  Dockyards  and  by  contract,  in 
1880  or  since  the  present  Gbyemment 
came  into  Office,  showing  the  cost  and 
the  progress  made  with  them.  He  had 
observed  in  that  Beturn  a  large  number 
of  unarmoured  vessels  put  down  as 
armoured  vessels.  On  calling  the  at- 
tention of  his  hon.  Friend  to  the  fact, 
his  hon.  Friend  was  g^od  enough  at 
once  to  acknowledge  the  error.  He 
■poke  of  it  as  a  clerical  error,  and  pro- 
posed to  amend  it  and  substitute  an 
accurate  Beturn.  The  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Admiral  the  Member  for 
the  Wigtown  Burghs  (Sir  John  Hay) 
drew  attention  to  another  point,  and  his 
hon.  Friend,  with  an  amount  of  con- 
fidence in  the  people  upon  whom  he  had 
to  depend  for  information  which  he 
thought  his  hon.  Friend  would  lose  in 
the  course  of  time,  said  he  would  under- 
take that  the  new  Beturn  should  be  cor- 
rect in  every  particular.  No  one  in  the 
House  would  doubt  for  a  moment  that 
his  hon.  Friend  desired  and  intended 
that  every  document  he  produced  in  the 
House  should  be  strictly  accurate.  It 
would,  however,  be  his  (Sir  Edward  J. 
Beed's)  business  to  take  exception  to 
this  Beturn  even  in  its  amended  form, 
and  to  call  the  attention  of  his  hon. 
Friend  to  it.  In  the  first  place,  he 
would  refer  to  the  diagram  to  which  the 
right  hon. and  gallant Baronet(Sir  John 
Hay)  on  the  other  side  of  the  House  had 
made  allusion.  This  diagram  had  been 
amended,  and  it  now  showed,  in  an  al- 
most picturesque  form,  the  rate  at  which 
the  present  GK)vemment  claimed  to  have 
•dded  armoiired  and  unarmoured  ships 
to  Her  Majesty's  Navy.  He  had  gone 
carefully  over  the  figures,  and  he  was 
l><Hmd  to  say  that  every  year  the  addi- 
tions which  were  claimed  to  have  been 
OMkle  to  the  Navy  by  the  present  Board 


of  Admiralty  were  exaggerated  and  un- 
true.    There  was  only  one  year  in  which 
they  were  approximately  correct ;  but  in 
the  other  years  they  were  very  much 
exaggerated,  and  there  was  not  a  single 
year  in  which,  as  far  as  he  could  find  out 
— and  he  had  taken  a  great  deal  of  pains 
in  going  through  the  matter — ^the  figures 
were    truthfully  and    correctly    given. 
In  saying  that,  he  would  wish  to  guard 
the  Committee  against  an  observation 
which  might  possibly  be  made  by  his 
hon  Friend  below  him,  that  he  was  re- 
ferring to  the  fact  that,  generally  speak- 
ing, the  tons  of  ships  built,  or  professed 
to  be  built,  by  the  Admiralty  could  only 
be    indicated,   while    a  vessel  was    in 
course  of  construction,  by  speaking  of 
the  estimated  tons  completed.    But  when 
that  mode  of  expression  was  used  for  the 
purpose  of  indicating  the  additions  made 
to  the  Navy,  the  Betums  were  mislead- 
ing to  Parliament  and  the  public.    This 
appeared  to  be  the  principle  adopted — 
supposing  5,000   tons  weight  of  hull 
were  to  cost  £500,000,  and  the  Admi- 
ralty spent  £600,000.    Thereupon  they 
stated   not    that   they    had   overspent 
to  the  extent  of   £100,000,   but  that 
they   had    added    1,000    tons    to    the 
Navy,  whereas  they  had  only  built  the 
same  ship.    On  that  ground  he  natu- 
rally took  exception  to  any  Beturn  pre- 
pared upon  that  principle.     It  might  be 
said,  and  had  been  said,  that  that  was  a 
conventional  mode  of  expressing  the  work 
done  by  the  Admiralty,  and  that  there 
was  no  more  convenient  form  of  ex- 
pressing the  progress  made  with  regard 
to  a  ship.    That  was  a  point  he  would 
not  discuss  that  night ;  but  what  he  did 
wish  to  discuss  was  this.     When  they 
passed  out  of  the  region  of  the  ships  in 
progress,  and  laid  before  the  House  a 
Beturn  of  the  tonnage  of  ships  com- 
pleted, and  gave   a  diagram  ded&ring 
that  in  1880,    1881;    1882,    1883,   and 
1884  so  many  thousand  tons  were  added 
to  the  Navy,  that  Beturn  ought  to  be 
an  accurate  account  of  the  tonnage  of 
ships  built.    But  the  Beturn  presented 
by  his  hon.  Friend  was  nothing  of  the 
kind.     It  gave  the  fictitious  and  not  the 
real  tonnage.    A  Beturn  in  this  form 
passed  all  the  bounds  of  reason,  and 
entirely  misled  the  country.    That  was 
not  all.    What  he  found  to  be  the  fact 
was  this — ^but  he  did  not  wish  to  speak 
with  the  same  positiveness  upon  this 
matter,  because,  having  a  great  many 
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figures  to  go  over,  he  might  have  lost 
sight  of  something — all  he  would  say 
was  that  he  had  taken  a  gread  deal  of 
pains  in  going  through  the  Heturn,  and 
he  found  that  the  tons  built,  according  to 
the  diagram,  were  12,864  in  the  year 
1883-4 ;  but  he  could  not  find,  upon  the 
most  careful  examination,  that  the  Ad- 
miralty had  in  reality  built  more  than 
1 1 ,  000  tons.  He  was  quite  sure  that  the 
Betum  was  largely  inaccurate  in  all  the 
years  mentioned,  except  in  regard  to  the 
year  1881-2,  when  his  figures  and  those 
of  the  Admiralty  very  closely  approxi- 
mated. This  was  the  first  complaint  he 
had  to  make  of  the  Betum,  and  he 
appealed  to  the  Government  to  supply 
the  House  with  a  Betum  which  would 
express  how  many  tons  had  been  added 
to  the  Navy  in  each  year — how  many 
real  tons — tons  weight  of  hull,  taken 
in  a  literal  and  proper  sense,  and  not  in  a 
way  in  which  not  one  in  fifty  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  that  House  could  be  expected  to 
understand.  He  would  now  ask  the 
Committee  to  allow  him  to  draw  their 
attention  to  some  other  figures.  The 
Beturn  professed  to  show  the  cost  of 
hull,  inclusive  of  fittings.  He  would 
have  thought  that  any  Member  of  the 
House,  taking  this  Beturn  into  his 
hands  and  finding  a  ship  in  it  recorded 
as  complete,  with  the  cost  of  fittings 
in  connection  with  the  hull  and  of 
fittings  in  connection  with  the  engines 
expressly  included,  would  infer  that  the 
total  cost  of  the  ship  was  given.  There 
was,  however,  not  a  single  case  in  which 
the  Beturas  were,  in  that  sense,  accurate 
and  complete — not  one,  although  a  great 
many  were  given.  Again,  the  Betum 
showed  that  the  present  Board  of  Admi- 
ralty had  not  completed  a  single  ship  of 
over  1 ,  500  tons  which  they  had  themselves 
begun.  This  paralysis  was  the  more  re- 
markable, because  when  the  Board  of  Ad- 
miralty undertook  to  conduct  the  affairs 
of  the  Navy,  they  declared,  as  their  pro- 
gramme, that  they  would  build  quickly 
and  turn  out  ships  rapidly.  That  was  the 
under  taking  of  the  GK)vemment,  and, 
unfortunately,  the  country  believed  them. 
Not  only  in  that  House,  but  also  before 
his  constituents,  he  had  said  he  believed 
they  were  going  to  do  what  they  had 
promised ;  but  the  Beturn  showed  that 
this  confidence  had  been  misplaced.  If 
any  hon.  Member  would  take  this  Be- 
tum in  hand,  he  would  see  that  directly 
he  laid  his  finger  on  a  ship  of  more 
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than  1 ,420  tons,  he  found  her  incomplete. 
He  was  bound,  however,  to  admit  that 
there  were  one  or  two  unarmoured  ves- 
sels expected  to  be  completed  at  the  end 
of  last  month  which  were  possibly  com* 
plete.  But  he  believed  he  was  correct 
in  stating  that  these  were  still  in  the 
hands  of  the  Dockyards.  The  state- 
ment which  he  made,  that  the  cost 
of  every  ship  was  incorrectly  given, 
and  given  below  the  actual  cost,  was 
a  very  serious  one.  He  thought  if 
he  were  in  the  position  of  his  hon. 
Friend,  and  were  made  the  vehicle  for 
conveying  to  Parliament  a  document  so 
deficient  in  this  essential  and  important 
particular,  he  should  feel  a  very  great 
amount  of  dissatisfaction,  to  say  the 
least  of  it.  He  had  taken  out  a  list  of 
five  vessels.  The  SateUiU  was  put  down 
as  having  cost  £62,720.  He  did  not 
hesitate  to  say,  and  he  challenged  the 
contradiction  of  his  hon.  Friend  below 
him,  that  the  cost  of  that  ship  was  as 
near  to  £70,000  as  it  was  to  £60,000.  The 
next  ship,  the  Jffyaeinthe,  was  put  down 
at  £70,000,  and  he  was  sure  she  had 
cost  £73,000.  The  Heroine,  the  cost  of 
which  was  stated  to  be  £66,889,  he 
was  satisfied  had  cost  over  £73,000. 
The  Bapid  was  put  down  at  £68,000 ; 
he  declared  that  she  had  cost  over 
£72,000.  The  RoyalUt  was  stated  at 
£67,000,  whereas  he  declared  that  she 
cost  over  £70,000.  These  increases  were 
not  arrived  at  by  taking  into  aocoont 
whatever  incidental  charges  went  to 
make  up  the  cost  of  the  ships,  although 
they  ought  in  strictness  to  have  been 
included.  The  Admiralty  had  received 
tenders  during  the  last  few  days  for 
the  construction  of  ships  by  private 
builders.  Did  the  Adnuralty  suppose 
that  those  builders  had  left  out  of 
their  calculations  the  cost  of  fuel,  fur- 
nace labour,  and  many  other  incidental 
charges  in  connection  with  the  con- 
struction of  ships?  Of  course,  any 
builder  who  did  that  would  come  to  grief 
very  quickly  ;  and  when  Betums  were 
made  showing  the  cost  of  ships,  there 
should  be  excluded  from  them  alto- 
gether the  expenditure  incurred  in  this 
way  on  the  ships  themselves  was  more 
than  he  could  understand.  Of  course, 
in  such  calculations  a  fair  amount  of  in- 
cidental charges  ought  to  be  added.  The 
result  of  his  investigations  with  refsr- 
ence  to  those  five  ships  was  that  when 
the  allowances  which  the  Acoonntaat 
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General  was  in  the  habit  of  bringing 
against  ships  in  the  Dockyards  were 
taken  into  account,  the  ships  which  were 
pat  down  in  the  Betum  of  his  hon. 
IViend  as  having  cost  £332,000  had 
actually  cost  £112,000  more  than  that 
Bum — ^that  was  to  say,  instead  of  costing 
£332,000,  they  had  cost  £444,000.  That 
was  the  actual  cost,  as  he  made  it  out, 
taking  the  Accountant  Oeneral's  Ke- 
turns,  inclusive  of  incidental  charges. 
The  estimate  might  be  open  to  correc- 
tion ;  but  whether  it  was  or  not,  a  very 
large  portion  of  the  additional  charge 
ought  to  be  taken  into  account,  and 
some  intimation  ought  to  be  given  in 
the  Betums  made  to  that  House  of  the 
exact  cost  of  the  ships  to  the  country. 
Now,  he  had  made  a  few  days  ago  a 
statement  in  another  place,  which  ex- 
cited a  great  deal  of  attention,  and  he 
thought  it  right  to  repeat  that  statement 
on  the  present  occasion  for  the  informa- 
tion of  the  Committee.  The  expendi- 
ture of  the  present  Board  of  Admiralty 
he  made  out  to  have  been  as  follows : — 
In  the  first  year  of  Office,  1880-1,  they 
expended  a  total  of  £1,426,360  upon 
new  ships.  Out  of  that  they  spent 
£1,165,800  upon  ships  which  had  been 
finished,  a  large  application  of  which 
they,  of  course,  made  to  ships  which 
they  found  unfinished  on  taking  Office. 
Only  £261,500  had  been  spent  on  un- 
finished ships,  and  that  he  regarded  as 
an  excellent  sign.  In  the  next  year 
the  amount  on  finished  ships  fell  to 
£489,500,  and  the  amount  on  unfinished 
ships  rose  from  £260,000  to  £705,000. 
Then,  in  1883-4,  the  amounts  were 
£351,000  only  on  finished  ships,  and 
£1,500,000  on  unfinished  ships.  He 
made  out  that  up  to  the  3l8t  March 
last  the  Government  had  expended 
£8,855,000  in  the  Dockyards  on  new 
ships,  out  of  which  £3,259,000  had 
been  expended  on  finished  ships,  in- 
cluding, of  course,  several  ships  begun 
by  their  Predecessors,  leaving£5,596,000 
as  expended  on  ships  lying  unfinished  at 
the  present  moment.  Now,  if  they  added 
to  that  the  incidental  charges,  which  ought 
to  he  added,  they  arrived  at  the  fact 
that  out  of  the  aggregate  sum  spent  about 
£6,500,000  was  invested  money,  which, 
at  the  present  moment,  was  quite  un- 
aTailable  for  national  purposes.  There 
▼as  another  small  but  curious  point  in 
this  Betum  to  which  he  desired  to  draw 
the  attention  of  the  Committee.    His 


hon.  Friend,  as  he  had  already  stated* 
had  said  that  the  insertion  of  some  un- 
armoured  ships  as  iron-clads  was  the 
result  of  a  clerical  error ;  but  everyone 
familiar  with  the  Admiralty  knew  that 
there  had  been  a  strong  tendency  of  late 
to  slip  in  ships  as  armoured  which  were 
unarmoured,  in  order  to  make  an  extra- 
ordinary show  in  that  respect ;  and  that 
many  devices  had  been  resorted  to  in 
order  to  produce  the  impression  that 
ships  were  protected,  the  essential  cha- 
racteristics of  which  ships  being  that 
they  had  no  protection  whatever ;  they 
had  some  protection  over  their  machi- 
nery, but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  they  them- 
selves were  utterly  devoid  of  any  protec- 
tion whatever  in  the  proper  sense  of  the 
term.  Not  a  single  %d,  had  been  ex- 
pended on  their  protection,  and  nothing 
could  be  more  extraordinary  than  that 
they  should  have  been  returned  as  pro- 
tected vessels.  Again,  in  the  Betum, 
there  was  a  column  with  the  heading 
''Thickness  of  armour-plate,"  and  he 
found  in  that  column  astonishing  entries 
for  the  new  Scout  torpedo  boats.  Those 
vessels  had  not  the  slightest  pretension 
to  any  armour-plating  whatever.  It 
was  said  that  the  ''thickness  of  armour- 
plate"  in  the  case  of  the  new  Scout 
meant  a  thin  water-tight  deck.  He  con- 
fessed that  he  could  not  understand 
that.  He  hoped  his  hon.  Friend  would 
use  his  influence  to  get  the  Betums 
rendered  in  a  clear  form  to  the  House, 
and  free  from  those  falsifications — that 
was  to  say,  as  far  as  it  was  possible  for 
a  man,  with  heroic  determination  work- 
ing against  the  Department,  to  get  them 
presented  in  a  truthful  shape.  It  must 
not  be  understood  by  the  Committee, 
from  what  he  was  saying,  that  the  Ad- 
miralty intentionally  made  low  estimates 
of  the  cost  of  building  in  their  own 
Dockyards.  His  own  impression  was 
that  they  tried  to  make  fair  estimates, 
and  he  believed  that  they  proceeded 
very  much  in  the  same  way  as  private 
shipbuilders  in  that  respect.  But  the 
difiPerence  was  that  the  estimates  of  a 
private  firm  were  obliged  to  be  adhered 
to,  whereas  the  estimates  of  the  Ad- 
miralty were  merely  taken  as  a  point  of 
departure  from  which  they  could  go  in 
all  directions.  There  was  a  small  ship 
at  Chatham  called  the  Conqueror,  From 
the  fact  of  her  being  comparatively 
small  and  an  iron-clad  of  moderate  ar- 
mament, all  other  conditions  correspond- 
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ing,  there  was  no  reason  that  her  esti- 
mated cost  should  not  have  been  ad- 
hered to  if  the  calculations  had  been 
correctly  made.     Now,  the  estimate  for 
that  ship   was  as   follows : — ^for  hull, 
£246,450;    machinery,    £52,500;    the 
total   estimated  cost   being   £298,950. 
But  what  was  the  actual  cost  of  the 
vessel  ?    It  was  £380,000  ;  or  an  excess 
of  £81,050  upon  a  comparatively  small 
ship.  But  then  he  found  brought  against 
this  ship  by  the  Accountant  General  an 
establishment  charge  of  £67,000,   be- 
cause she  had  been  a  long  time  in  course 
of  completion ;  and  that  brought  up  the 
total  cost  to  £447,000.    If  the  Com- 
mittee were  inclined  to  think,  notwith- 
standing what  he  said,  that  there  was 
some  novelty  or  complications  or  some 
unexpected  element  of  cost  involved  in 
this    case    which    human    intelligence 
could  not  have  foreseen — in  other  words, 
if  that  were  an  experimental  ship — then 
he  would   give  an    instance  of    what 
happened  a  few  years  ago  in  a  real 
case  of  experimentiEd  shipbuilding.    The 
late  gallant  officer  Admiral  Sartorius, 
who    really  put    the    spirit   into    this 
country  to  resort  to  the  ram,  came  to 
him  some  time  before  the  Polyphemu9 
was  begun,  and  asked  him  to  design  a 
good  sort  of  ship  of  the  ram  class.     He 
said — '^I  am  anxious  to  have  my  idea 
carried  out;    will  you    design   a  ship 
under  my  advice  ?"    He  (Sir  Edward  J. 
Eeed)  undertook  to  do  so,  and,  having 
got  that  promise  from  him,  the  Admiral 
went  to  the  Admiralty,  and  they  under- 
took to  design  the  ship  themselves.  They 
designed  the  Polyphemus.    She  was  pro- 
posed to  Parliament,  and  the  cost  of  the 
vessel  was  to  be  £84,000 — that  was  to 
say,  £42,000  for  materials,  and  £42,000 
for  labour.     He  said  nothing  about  the 
machinery    of  the   ship,    because   the 
greater  part  of  that  turned  out  to  be  an 
entire  failure ;  and  he  was  not  disposed 
to  complain  in  this  case,  because  the 
Admiralty  had   made    an    experiment 
which  he  thought  ought  to  have  been 
made  with  reference  to  boilers.    He, 
therefore,  confined  his  observations  to 
the  hull  alone,  and  that  cost  £159,000 
— that  was  to  say,  there  was  an  excess 
of  no  less  than  £75,000  on  a  ship  which 
was  estimated  to  cost  £84,000.    And, 
then,  if  they  added  to  that  the  incidental 
charges — ^well,  he  thought  he  had  better 
not  say  what  the  vessel  would  have  cost 
He    would  like   to   refer   to    another 
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vessel — namely,   the  Edinburgh,    That 
ship  was  commenced  two  years  before 
the    present    Government  acceded   to 
Office,  but,  on  various  pretexts,  she  had 
been  under  construction  until  the  present 
time,  and  was  likely  to  remain  so  for 
some  time  longer.    The  story  of  the 
vessel  was  this.     She  was  to  have  cost 
£450,000,  and  her  machinery  £82,000. 
On  the  31st  of  March  last  year  there 
had  already  been  spent  on  her,  exclu- 
sive of  incidental  charges,  £4,000  more 
than  the  estimate— that  was  to  say,  she 
had  then    cost    £536,000    instead    of 
£532,000.    Well,  the  Admiralty  said  if 
the  House  would  grant  £14,460  for  la- 
bour only  they  would  make  progress 
with  her ;  they  had  obtained  that  money, 
and  now  they  came  down  to  ask  for  a 
further  sum  of  £59,000  to  complete  the 
ship.     She  had  been  six  or  eight  years 
building,  and  the  delay  that  had  taken 
place  was  so  detrimental  to  the  interests 
of  the  country  that  he  could  not  under- 
stand any  man  of  sense  allowing  the 
construction  of  a  ship  to  be  prolonged 
over  the  period  he  had  mentioned ;  and 
he  wouldsay,  in  passing,  that  he  regretted 
to  observe  in  that  House  the  tendoicj 
to  accept  excuses  on  such  grounds  as 
that  the  difficulty  of  getting  g^ns  had 
occasioned  the  delay.    He  said  that  the 
time  had  come  when  the  House  should 
tell  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  that 
they  could  not  listen  to  such  excuses  at 
all,  but  that  he  must  have  the  guns 
ready  for  the  ships,  and  that  if  he  were 
unequal  to  the  work  he  should  give  up 
his  Office  and  make  way  for  someone 
more  capable  of  doing  what  was  neces- 
sary for  the  interests  of  the  country  in 
respect  to  the  Navy.    He  was  convinced 
that  if  the  country  became  involved  in 
war  with  any  Power  or  Powers  of  naval 
consequence   this  language   would  be 
used  towards  those  men  who  had  failed 
in  these  great  particulars,  unless  thej 
retired  of  their  own  accord  and  saved 
themselves  from  the  censure  they  de- 
served.    He  knew  that  the  Admiraltj 
groaned   under    the    delay  in    getting 
guns ;  but  they  should  insist  on  having 
them,  and  he  was  convinced  that  that 
House  would    back    up    any  Minister 
who   resisted    a  system    which   would 
not  enable  them  to  have  the  gvokB  of 
the   Navy    constructed   in    their    own 
way.     Let    the  Admiralty  free  than* 
selves   from    a    system    under    whiefa 
the   Navy   of  the  country  was  made 
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to  depend  on  the  rapidity  with  which 
guns  could  be  manofaotiured  in  Wool- 
wich Arsenal.     Would  the  Admiralty 
tell  the  Committee  that  if  they  granted 
the  additional    £59,000    they    would 
actually  finish  the  Edinhurgh  f    Without 
any  charge  for  material  during  the  last 
12  months,   they  had    advanced  from 
£532,000  to  £610,000  in  the  cost  of  this 
ship.    Before  concluding,  he  would  like 
to  obserye  that  he  should  not  be  satis* 
fied  if  his  hon.  Friend,  in  reply  to  this 
statement,  harped  on  the  old  string  of 
the  experimental  character  of  the  ships, 
and  the  delay  involved  by  changes  in 
machinery  and  appliances  for  loadine 
large  guns.     He  should,  not  be  satisfied 
wi&  that,  because  the  same  thing  went 
on  with  regard  to  ships  which  were  ad- 
mittedly not  experimental.     The  same 
exeeesive  cost  and  the  same  unreason- 
able delay  occurred  in  the  case  of  un- 
armoured  vessels  which  had  none  of 
those  appliances,  and  therefore  he  should 
not  consider  himself  in  any  way  an- 
swered by  being  told  that  the  ships  were 
experimental,  and  that  unforeseen  diffi- 
coltke  had  been  discovered.    He  would 
not  trouble  the  Committee  further  than 
to  say  that  the  only  course  open  to  hon. 
Members,  when  imperfect  Betums  were 
placed  before  them,  was  to  ask  Questions 
and  probably  to  receive  snubs  at  the 
hands  of  Muiisters ;    and  therefore  he 
trusted  that  the  Betums  in  the  case  of 
the  Navy  would  henceforward  be  placed 
before  them  in  a  correct  form.      He 
hoped  that  his  hon.  Friend  would  not 
fall  back  on  the  gun  argument ;  that  he 
wonld  receive  this  statement  as  seriously 
as  he  (Sir  Edward  J.  Beed)  made  it; 
and  that  he  would  be  able  to  explain 
how  it  was  that  ships  which  had  cost  so 
much  money  had  been  put  down  in  the 
Betoms  as  costing  so  much  less,  and 
how  it  was  that  the  Admiralty  claimed 
to  have  constructed  an  amount  of  ton- 
nage largely  in  excess  of   what  they 
had  actually  turned  out.      They  had 
lately  had  a  new  Accountant  General 
appointed  to  the  Admiralty  by  the  Earl 
of  Northbrook ;  he  understood  that  that 
gentleman  had  no  connection  with  the 
l^epartment,  and  that  he  was  stated  to 
be  a  very  able  and  competent  man.    He 
▼oald  express,  but  hesitatingly,  the  hope 
that  this  genlieman  would  not  fall  into 
one  error  of  which  the  late  Accountant 
Oeneral  was  guilty.    Amongst  the  ac- 
iXHintt  laid  before  that  House  there  was 


the  annual  Betum  from  the  Accountant 
General.  Now,  the  Accountant  General 
was  purely  a  financial  Minister,  and  it 
was  no  part  of  his  duty  to  take  up  the 
position  of  apologist  for,  and  expounder 
of,  all  the  irregularities  in  the  Admiralty 
accounts.  It  was  not  for  the  Accountant 
General  to  explain  why  this  large  waste 
of  public  money  went  on ;  he  was  not  a 
competent  authority  in  the  matter,  inas- 
much as  he  proceeded  upon  second  or 
third-hand  information,  and  could  only 
repeat  what  he  was  told.  The  House 
had  already  had  enough  of  that  sort  of 
information.  It  was,  indeed,  a  paralyzing 
fact  that  answers  given  to  Questions  in 
the  House  on  Admiralty  matters  were 
inspired  answers,  and  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers had  to  direct  their  attacks  against 
Gentlemen  in  that  House  whose  only 
responsibility  was  that  they  had  con- 
sented to  be  made  the  channel  through 
which  those  inspired  answers  were  con- 
veved 

Mb!  a.  F.  EGEBTON:  Sir,  the 
Committee  has  listened  to  a  very  able 
speech  £rom  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Cardiff  (Sir  Edward  J. 
Beed).  I  do  not  propose  to  go  into  all 
the  particulars  to  which  he  referred ; 
but  I  should  like  to  make  one  or  two 
remarks  upon  the  main  portion  of  his 
speech,  which  was  an  attack  upon  the 
amended  Betum  of  the  Navy  Estimates 
that  has  been  recently  issued  from  the 
Admiralty.  I  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
he  had  shown  that  that  Betum,  uninten- 
tionally, amounts  almost  to  a  falsification 
of  accounts,  because  it  takes  the  addi- 
tional tonnage  that  has  been  added  to 
the  Navy  solely  from  the  Note  which  is 
to  be  found  on  page  196  of  the  Navy 
Estimates,  which  gives  a  peculiar  calcu- 
lation of  tonnage.  It  certainly  does  not 
show,  and  would  not  show  under  any 
circumstances,  how  the  tonnage  was 
added  to  the  Navy,  but  simply  how 
much  money  was  expended  upon  ships, 
and  the  amount  of  each  man's  labour 
upon  the  ships.  Well,  I  do  not  know 
what  answer  the  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site (Sir  Thomas  Brassey)  has  to  give  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  (Sir  Edward  J. 
Beed's)  remarks  upon  that  statement; 
but  I  must  say  that  it  appeared  to  me, 
at  the  time  that  I  heard  it,  to  be  per- 
fectly conclusive,  and  to  be  hardly  sus- 
ceptible of  any  answer  at  all.  Then 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Cardiff  referred  to  one  matter  of  very 
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great  importance,  and  that  is  the  manner 
in  which  the  Estimates  are  constantly 
exceeded  in  the  Dockyards  in  the  matter 
of  expenditure  on  ships.  Well,  I  sup- 
pose every  Board  of  Admiralty  has  suf- 
fered from  that ;  and  it  appears  to  me 
to  arise  in  the  main  from  the  constant 
cross  references  backwards  and  forwards 
between  the  Admiralty  and  the  Dock- 
yards. What  happens  is  this.  The 
Dockyards  propose  some  improvements 
— ^and,  as  far  as  practice  goes,  I  believe 
that  these  proposals  come  from  the  Exe- 
cutive officers  at  the  Dockyards,  and  not 
from  the  Civil  officers — ^these  proposals 
are  refexred  to  the  Admiralty,  tlie  Admi- 
ralty refers  them  back  again  to  the 
Dockyards,  after  they  have  been  seen  by 
the  Constructors'  Department,  and  thus 
there  is  a  constant  conmiunication  be- 
tween the  Admiralty  and  the  Dockyards, 
and  the  consequence  is  that,  whether 
rightly  or  wrongly,  there  is  always  a 
great  excess  upon  the  Estimates  for 
ships  before  they  are  finished,  or  any- 
thing like  finished.  I  hope  that,  after 
the  recommendations  of  the  Committee 
on  Shipbuilding  have  been  carefully 
considered  at  the  Admiralty  and  the 
Dockyards,  some  remedy  may  be  found 
for  this  state  of  things,  and  that  for 
the  future  we  may  have  something  re- 
sembling the  state  of  things  that  pre- 
vails when  a  private  firm  gives  an  order 
for  a  ship  to  a  firm  of  shipbuilders. 
When  a  private  firm  gives  such  an  order 
the  ship  is  built  and  delivered  out  of 
hand  without  alteration  or  delay  with 
these  cross  references.  That  is  a  state 
of  things  which,  to  my  mind,  ought,  as 
far  as  possible,  to  exist  at  our  Dock- 
yards ;  and  I  hope  that  in  the  future,  at 
any  rate,  we  may  see  this  state  of 
things  prevail.  But  I  did  not  rise  to 
remark  so  much  upon  what  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cardiff  has  said  in  his  very 
able  speech ;  but  I  desire  to  say  a  few 
words  upon  the  general  principle  which 
I  think  underlies  everytning  connected 
with  the  administration  of  the  Navy. 
The  real  question  for  us  to  consider,  to 
my  mind,  is  what  our  requirements  are 
with  regard  to  the  Navy,  and  whether 
we  have  anything  approaching  to  a  ful- 
filment of  those  requirements.  Now,  it 
appears  to  me  that  the  subject  of  the 
Navy,  both  as  to  defence  and  as  to 
attack,  divides  itself  under  two  heads. 
In  the  first  place,  we  have  the  defence 
of  our  shores,  which  implies  the  power 
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of  attack ;  and,  in  the  second  place,  we 
have  the  defence  of  our  trade,  implying 
the  defence  of  our  foreign  coaling  sta- 
tions. The  real  fact  for  us  to  consider 
in  the  House  of  Commons  is  whether 
the  present  Administration,  not  to  speak 
of  past  Administrations,  are  doing  all 
in  their  power  to  supply  these  require- 
ments. Now,  I  would  like  to  make  a 
remark  upon  something  that  fell  from 
the  hon.  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr. 
Bylands).  In  his  speech  he  said,  with 
some  truth,  that  the  Admiralty  for  years 
— that  all  Admiralties  for  years  past 
have  been  asleep.  I  think  there  is  a 
certain  amount  of  truth  in  that ;  but  I 
will  supplement  the  observation  by  say- 
ing that  if  the  Admiralty  has  been 
asleep,  the  House  of  Commons  has  been 
asleep  also,  and  the  nation  behind  the 
House  of  Commons  has  likewise  been 
asleep.  But  he  proceeded  to  say  that 
all  Admiralties  have  neglected  the  re- 
quirements of  the  ooun^.  That  is,  to 
a  certain  extent,  true;  but,  for  a  mo- 
ment, compare  the  state  of  things  that 
exists  now  with  the  state  of  things 
which  existed  under  the  previous,  or 
under  the  two  previous.  Boards  of 
Admiralty.  I  do  not  say  that  the 
Administration  with  which  I  was  oon- 
neoted  supplied  all  the  requirements  of 
the  country;  very  far  from  it.  I  have 
no  doubt  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  late  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  and  his  Predecessor, 
the  late  Mr.  Ward  Hunt,  would  have 
been  very  glad  if  they  could  have  per- 
suaded the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
to  give  them  a  much  larger  sum  for  the 
Navy  than  it  was  possible  for  him  to 
allow.  Looking  at  present  circum- 
stances, I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying 
that  the  Admiralty  to-day  is  under  far 
more  favourable  conditions,  as  far  as 
our  naval  requirements  are  concerned, 
than  any  past  Administration  has  been. 
When  we  left  Office  our  Navy,  relatively 
to  the  Navies  of  Foreign  Powers,  was  in 
a  far  stronger  position  than  it  has  been 
since.  I  say  that  without  fear  of  con- 
tradiction. From  the  year  1877  to  the 
year  1880  there  was  nothing  afloat  any- 
where completed  that  was  at  all  equal 
to  four  of  the  ships  that  we  had  at  that 
time  completed  and  afloat — I  mean  the 
Devastation,  the  InJUzibU,  the  Thunderer^ 
and  the  JJreadnought,  Therefore,  we 
may  say,  and  I  think  with  perfect  truth, 
that  fxt>m  1878  to  1880  we  were  in  a 
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far  stronger  position  than  any  Foreign 
Navy ;  and  let  me  also  remind  the  Com- 
mittee that  at  that  time  torpedo  warfare 
was  hardly  developed  at  all;  no  one 
knew  at  that  time  what  that  might  be  in 
the  fnture.  The  late  Govemment  did 
take  certain  steps  to  procure  torpedoes ; 
hot  it  has  been  since  1880 — between 
that  and  the  present  year — that  that 
weapon  and  the  modes  of  using  it  have 
been  so  greatly  developed.  I  only  say 
that  in  passing,  and  I  do  not  wish  fur- 
ther to  refer  to  what  took  place  under 
any  previous  Administration.  What  I 
wish  to  inquire  into  very  briefly,  if  the 
Committee  will  allow  me,  is,  what  is  the 
present  state  of  affairs  ?  Now,  I  do  not 
wish  to  go  into  details ;  there  are  other 
Gentlemen,  including  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  (Sir  Edward  J.  Eeed), 
who  are  far  more  capable  of  going  into 
details  on  the  state  of  the  Navy  than  I 
am ;  but  I  wish  to  give  a  broad  view  of 
the  subject.  What  is  the  state  of  the 
case  with  regard  to  the  Iron-clad  Fleets 
of  foreign  countries  ?  If  the  Betums  I 
have  are  correct,  England  at  this  time 
has  48  efficient  iron-clads  of  every  sort 
and  description,  including  three  Colo- 
nial ships.  If  we  compare  that  with 
the  Fleets  of  foreign  nations,  we  shall 
find  that  France  at  this  time  has  46 
efficient  iron-clads ;  Italy  has  nine ;  Bus- 
aia  has  13 — there  is  some  doubt  about 
the  exact  number  that  there  are  in 
Bossia  in  these  Betums — and  that 
Oermany  has  23.  Well,  nobody  could 
say  fairly,  with  th€(se  flgures  before 
them,  that  England  was  in  a  sufficiently 
pre-eminent  position  with  regard  to  iron- 
clad ships.  But,  besides  that,  it  must  be 
remembered  that  there  are  iron-clads  in 
the  Paciflc,  that  Chili  has  a  certain 
number,  that  Brazil  has  some,  also 
Japan  ;  and  without  going  into  par- 
ticulars I  may  say  broacQy  that  the 
iron-dad  Fleet  of  Ikigland  is  immensely 
OTerweighted  by  the  number,  and,  I  may 
tay  also,  the  power  of  the  iron-clads  of 
foreign  counmes.  Now,  take  the  con-^ 
dition  of  the  Iron-clad  Fleet  of  Italy 
tt  this  time.  Italy  has  four  ships, 
erery  one  of  which  the  Italians  think — 
and  I  have  no  doubt  correctly — is  per- 
fectly equal  to  our  strongest  ship ;  and 
at  present  they  have  in  tnem  four  guns 
of  greater  weight  than  any  that  we 
ha?e  in  our  ships.  It  is  true  that  in  the 
near  future  we  are  promised  some  100- 
ton  guns  for  our  iron-clads ;  but  so  far 


as  I  know  at  present  there  is  not  one  of 
our  ships  armed  with  that  weapon ;  and 
judging  from  the  procrastination  that 
seems  to  prevail,  I  am  afraid,  in  the 
Department  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite,  the  Surveyor  General  of 
Ordnance  (Mr.  Brand),  as  well  as  at  the 
Admiralty,  upon  my  word  I  do  not 
know  when  these  guns  will  be  placed 
in  the  ships.  I  hope  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  be  able  to  tell  us.  I  think  I 
have  shown  that  we  are  in  a  minority, 
as  far  as  the  flrst  class  of  vessels  is  con- 
cerned, compared  with  Foreign  Powers. 
But  now  I  should  like  to  go  a  little 
further,  and  assuming  that  a  war  with 
two  first-class  Powers  was  declared  at 
this  moment,  I  should  like  to  ask 
what  we  should  have  to  provide  in  the 
first  instance  ?  That  is  the  serious  test 
of  the  power  of  the  Navy — ^the  power  of 
opening  a  war  with  effect.  Now,  what 
should  we  have  to  provide  in  the  first 
instance  in  case  we  were  at  war  with 
two  first-class  Powers?  We  should 
want  a  Channel  Fleet  to  begin  with, 
probably  with  head-quarters  in  the 
Downs,  and  we  should  unquestionably 
want  a  North  Sea  Fleet.  We  should 
want  a  Fleet  to  guard  the  shores  of 
Ireland  and  St.  George's  Channel;  we 
should  want  ships  in  the  Mediterranean ; 
and  we  should  want — I  am  speaking 
merely  of  iron-dads  —  also  a  certain 
number  of  ships  in  the  Pacific,  on  the 
China  Stations,  and  on  the  Austra- 
lian Stations.  Now,  without  g^ing 
into  the  particulars  of  the  strength 
of  each  squadron,  I  may  say  that 
from  the  best  information  I  can  pro- 
cure we  should  want  at  least  33  first- 
class  ships  under  the  Admiralty  classifi- 
cation— with  which  the  hon.  Gentieman 
opposite  (Sir  Thomas  Brassey)  is  so 
familiar — and  at  least  six  second-class 
ships.  Besides  that,  if  we  were  to 
provide  properly  for  the  commencement 
of  a  war,  we  should  have  also  to  provide 
for  the  possibility  of  relieving  these 
ships.  1  have  said  that  for  the  squad- 
rons in  action  we  should  want  from  39 
to  40  ships,  and  for  these  39  or  40  ships 
the  reliefs  we  should  require — ^in  this 
matter  I  speak  subject  to  correction  by 
naval  officers  present — would  be  at  least 
15  first-class  and  three  second-class  iron- 
clads fit  for  sea  in  harbour.  But  taking 
it  at  a  lower  figure  than  that,  I  do  not 
believe  that  any  Naval  First  Lord,  in 
the  case  of  a  war  of  the  description  I 
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have  mentioned^  would  be  satisfied  with 
less  than  10  or  12  ships  for  purposes  of 
relief.    Taking  the  larger  figure,  I  say 
the  total  requirements   under  the  cir- 
cumstances I  have  mentioned  would  be 
48  first-^lass  and  nine  second-class  iron- 
clads.   Of  course,  I  am  not  going  into 
the  question,  which  will  be  discussed 
hereafter,  as  to   whether   these   ships 
should  be  harhette  or  broadside   ships. 
That  is  a  question  which  experts  may 
better  decide  than  I  can  pretend  to  do. 
But  what  I  would  impress    upon   the 
Committee  is,  that  out  of  these  58  ships, 
at  least  48  of  them  ought  to  be  classified 
under  the  Admiralty  classification   as 
first-class  ships  heavily  armed.    Well, 
to  meet  these  requirements  what  have 
we  got  in  this  present  year  1 885  ready 
for  sea?     We  have  got  of  first-class 
iron-clads  under  the  Admiralty  classi- 
fication 12  ready  for  sea  and  at  sea,  and 
we  have  nine  building,  adding  to  the 
original  programme  those  which  are  to 
be  built  under  the  sum  which  has  been 
recently  added  to  the  Navy  Estimates. 
Of  ships  of  the  second  class  we  have  got 
13,  some  of  them  good  ships,  some  of 
them  bad ;  but,  whatever  they  may  be, 
there  they  are  afloat  and  ready  to  take  ac- 
tion at  any  moment ;  and  we  have  g^t  five 
building.    Of  course,  the  five  building 
will  be  better  than  many  of  the  13  exist- 
ing old  ships.  Well,  of  these  seoond-class 
iron-clads  five  ships,  like  the  Orion  and 
JB0IIB  Isls,  mount  guns  of  25  tons ;  and, 
therefore,   if    necessary,  to  my  mind, 
they  might  take  their  place  in  line  of 
battle  with  first-class  ships,  of  which  I 
have  mentioned  how  many  we  should 
want.    We  may  have  then,  within  a 
iew  months,  I  may   say,   25  heavily- 
armed  ships  to  meet  the  demand  above 
indicated  of  33  first-class  ships ;  and  of 
that  class  of  ship  we  shall  then  have 
no  reserve  whatever.    I  do  not  say  that 
these   requirements  are  to  be  met  by 
any  Admiralty  at  once— that  would  be 
impossible ;  but  I  think  that  every  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  who   considers 
the  subject  with  care  and  attention,  as 
all  First  Lords  should  do,  must  work  up 
to  a  programme  of  that  sort.    He  must 
see  that  in  course  of  time  the  Fleet  of 
this  country  must  necessarily   be   far 
stronger  than  it  is  at  present.     I  have 
no  doubt  that  First  Lords  bear  all  these 
things  in  their  heads,  and  that  they  do 
work  out  problems  of  that  kind ;  and 
I  venture  to  think  that  it  is  of  some 
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importance  that  not  only  should  the 
First  Lord  carry  in  his  head  the 
programme  that  he  is  working  up 
to,  but  that  the  House  of  Commons 
and  the  nation  generally  should  have 
some  idea  of  the  requirements  of  a  first- 
class  Power  as  to  their  Naval  Service. 
Well,  Sir,  these  are  the  remarks  which 
I  principally  desired  to  make  to  the 
Committee.  There  are  many  other  sub- 
jects of  very  great  importance — of  the 
greatest  possible  importance — which  I 
am  afraid  have  been,  up  to  the  present 
time,  rather  neglected— 1  will  not  say 
only  by  the  present  Admiralty,  but  by 
all  Admiralties  —  and  amongst  theee 
subjects  the  most  important  is  the  forti- 
fication of  our  coaling  stations,  which 
has  been  referred  to  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Oentleman  the  Member  for 
Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst)  in  the  earlier  part 
of  this  debate.  So  far  as  I  know  at 
the  present  time  there  are  half-a-dosen 
coaling  stations  that  are  almost  entirely 
without  defence.  Take  Hong  Kong  for 
instance.  The  noble  Marquess  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartington)  told  us  the  other  day,  in 
answer  to  a  Question,  that  something 
was  to  be  done  there ;  but,  so  far  as  our 
information  goes  from  Hong  Kong 
itself,  it  seems  that  the  inhabitants  are 
very  far  from  satisfied  with  the  opera- 
tions that  are  being  carried  on.  They 
do  not  think  that  &ey  are  in  a  proper 
state  of  defence. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  I  must  remind  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  the  remark  I  made 
to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst)  applies  to  the  ob- 
servations he  is  now  making.  The 
question  of  fortifications  is  irrelevant  on 
this  Vote,  and  that  with  regard  to  the 
Colonies  he  can  only  refer  to  such  sub- 
jects as  come  under  this  Vote. 

Mr.  a.  F.  egerton  :  Then  I  will 
not  refer  to  this  matter  any  further ;  I 
will  only  say  that  with  fixed  fortifications 
the  Admiralty  has  nothing  to  do,  and 
that  it  is  connected  more  with  the  War 
Office  than  with  any  other  Department 
But  there  are  other  subjects  which  are 
of  the  greatest  importance  and  with 
which  the  Admiralty  is  very  greatly 
concerned ;  and  one  of  these  questions 
is  that  of  torpedo  defence  for  oar 
ports.  I  have  some  reason,  I  think,  to 
fear  that  the  Admiralty  are  not  sof- 
fioiently  alive  to  the  necessity  of  speedily 
building  torpedo  boats.     There  is  one 
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point  which  probably  it  will  be  better 
to  disenss  ander  Vote  10,  Seotion  2 ;  but 
still  it  has  reference  to  money  for  pro- 
Tiding  torpedo  boats,  and,  so  far  as  I 
ean  make  out,  I  do  not  think  the  Admi- 
nd^  have  proposed  a  sufficient  sum  to 
provide  for  this  class  of  boat.     But,  as 
1  haye  said,  this  subject  will  come  up 
again  in  detail  under  Vote  10,  Section  2, 
and  I  will  then  take    the    liberty  of 
making  a  few  remarks  upon  it.    But  I 
would  point  out  that  it  is  of  the  greatest 
importance  that  the   whole  system  of 
toipedo  defence  and  attack  should  be 
most  seriously  taken  in  hand  by  the 
Admiralty,  and  that  the  leeway  we  have 
made   should   be  compensated  for   as 
speedily  as  possible.    At  present,  there 
is  no  doubt  we  are  far  behind,  not  only 
Bussia,  but  also  Oermany  and  France, 
in  our  supply  of  torpedo  boats,  and  in 
the  kind  of  torpedo  boats  we  possess.    I 
yenture  to  hope  that  whatever  the  Ad- 
miralty do  with  a  new  sum,  which  it  is 
reported  will  be  charged  for  this  service 
within  the  next  few  days,  that  at  any 
rate  this   question  of   torpedo  defence 
and  attack  will  have  their  most  serious 
attention. 

Mb.  OAINE  :  The  hon.  Member  who 
has  just  spoken  stated  that  fVom  1878 
to  1880  we  enjoyed  a  far  stronger  posi- 
tion than  any  Navy  in  the  world,  and 
he  went  on  to  state  that  our  Navy  to- 
day is  in  a  position  of  inferiority  com- 
pared with  the  position  it  was  in  during 
that  period.     Well,  much  as  I  depre- 
cate these  continual  comparisons  with 
othw  nations,  if  they  are  forced  upon  us, 
we  must  meet  them,  and  in  meeting  this 
I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  to-day  we 
are  relatively  in  as  strong  a  position  as 
regards  any  other  Navy  as  we  were  in 
the  years  to  which  the  hon.    Member 
has  referred.     I  have  with  me  a  list  of 
the  battle  ships  of  European  nations  in 
1884 — ships  built  and  building.     I  have 
put  these  ships  into  the  first  and  second 
class.     The  first  class  consists  of  ships 
of  over  8,500  tons  displacement,  and  the 
second  class  of  ships  of  8,500  tons  dis- 
placement   and   under,   the    minimum 
thickness  of  armour  being  in  every  case 
not  less  than  seven  inches.      I  omit  the 
puT^y  coast  defence  vessels.    Without 
gotnginto  detail  as  to  the  ships  of  the  first 
and  second  class,  built  and  building,  I 
may  say  that,  exclusive  of  the  recent 
Upbuilding  programme  laid  down  in 
September  last,  we  had  last  year  87 


battle  ships  with  a  total  displacement  of 
296,480  tons,  while  France  had,  built  or 
building  at  the  same  time,  85  vessels 
with  a  displacement  of  only  247,848 
tons.  When  we  have  completed  our 
shipbuilding  programme  we  shall  have 
46  first  and  second-class  vessels  with 
a  total  displacement  of  861,430  tons, 
against  a  condition  of  things  in  France 
almost  exactly  as  that  which  exists  to- 
day. Italy  has  nine  first  and  second- 
class  ships,  built  and  building,  with  a 
total  displacement  of  91,603  tons.  Ger- 
many has  10  first  and  second-class  ships, 
built  and  building,  with  a  displacement 
of  72,557  tons.  Bussia  has  nine  first 
and  second-class  ships,  built  and  build- 
ing, with  a  displacement  of  70,812  tons, 
and  Austria  has  seven  first  and  second- 
class  ships,  built  and  building,  with  a 
displacement  of  37,600  tons.  Turkey 
has  five  first  and  second  class  ships, 
built  and  building,  with  a  displacement 
of  25,810  tons.  That  is  our  information 
with  regard  to  the  Navies  of  the  world. 
Now,  it  has  often  been  urged  that  our 
Navy  ought  to  be  equal  to  the  Navies 
of  any  two  or  three  other  Powers.  I  am 
not  prepared  to  agree  with  that  state- 
ment; but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  when  we 
have  completed  our  shipbuilding  pro- 
gramme which  is  now  laid  down,  we 
shall  be  stronger  than  any  other  two 
Navies  in  the  world,  for  we  shall  then 
have  46  ships,  with  a  total  displacement 
of  361,480  tons.  France  and  Italy, 
combined,  will  have  44  {ships,  with  a 
total  displacement  of  339,451  tons ; 
France  and  Germany  will  have  45  ships, 
with  a  total  displaoement  of  320,405 
tons ;  and  France  and  Bussia  will  have 
44  ships,  with  a  total  displacement  of 
3 1 8, 1 60  tons.  Taking  three  Fleets  com- 
bined, France,  Italy,  and  Germany  would 
have  54  ships,  with  a  displacement  of 
412,008  tons;  France,  Italy,  and  Bussia 
would  have  53  ships,  with  a  displace- 
ment of  409,763 tons;  France,  Italy,  and 
Turkey  would  have  49  ships,  with  a  dis- 
placement of  365,261  tons;  and  France, 
Germany,  and  Bussia  would  have  54 
ships,  with  a  displacement  of  390,717 
tons.  I  think  that  these  figures  con- 
clusively prove  that  our  Navy  to-day 
is,  at  any  rate,  in  as  good  a  position  as 
compared  with  the  Navies  of  ^Foreign 
Powers,  as  it  was  in  1880,  and  that  it 
has  completely  kept  up  its  efficiency. 
Now,  I  do  not  suppose  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cardiff  (Bir  Ed  ward  J.  Beed) 
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will  expect  us  to  reply  categorically  to 
all  the  mass  of  affairs  he  brought  before 
us  to-day  ?  I  can  only  {promise  him 
that  when  the  day  comes — and  I,  equally 
with  himself,  hope  it  will  come  soon — 
when  he  brings  his  Motion  before  us, 
that  we  shall  be  prepared  to  deal  with 
his  figures  on  the  Shipbuilding  Yote. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  has  criticized,  with 
that  severity  which  generally  charac- 
terizes his  criticism,  the  Beturn  of  ships, 
built  and  building,  which  has  been  laid 
on  the  Table  of  the  House.  He  told  us 
that  the  figures  every  year  were  exag- 
gerated and  untrue — that  they  were  wil- 
lully  misleading.  [Sir  Edward  J.  Beed  : 
No,  no.]  I  took  the  hon.  Member's 
words  down  at  the  time,  and  I  am  glad 
that  my  hon.  Friend  withdraws  them. 
He  used  the  word  misleading  at  any 
rate.  He  said  that  not  one  of  the  costs 
of  ships  was  accurately  stated ;  and  he 
certainly  made  the  remark  that  devices 
had  been  resorted  to  in  making  up  the 
Beturn  in  question. 

SmEDWABD  J.  BEED :  I  beg  par- 
don ;  I  do  not  wish  to  be  misrepresented. 
What  I  said  was  that  the  Beturn  had 
been  framed  so  as  to  make  as  good  a 
show  of  ships  as  possible. 

Me.  OAINE  :  Well,  I  will  notpressthe 
matter.  The  hon.  Member  haslmade  his 
remarks  solely  on  his  own  authority.  This 
Beturn  has  been  very  carefully  drawn  by 
the  Admiralty ;  and  until  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman sustains  the  charge  which  he 
has  made  against  it,  I  must  ask  the 
Oommittee  to  accept  it  as  correct,  and  to 
believe  that  the  Department  is  as  well 
able  to  make  as  correct  a  Beturn  of  facts 
and  figures  concerning  its  Office  as  the 
hon.  Gentleman.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
has  made  some  observations  with  re- 
gard to  the  watertight  decks  of  vessels 
of  the  Seout  class.  It  is  true  that  these 
vessels  have  watertight  decks.  The  deck 
is  what  it  is  represented  to  be,  and  we 
do  not  claim  that  it  is  anything  else. 
My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Burnley  (Mr.  Bylands)  spoke  at  some 
length  about  the  time  taken  in  ship- 
building, and  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Cardiff  (Sir  Edward  J.  Beed) 
commented  rather  severely  upon  the 
same  subject.  The  latter  Gentleman 
spoke  of  six  or  eight  years  being  occu- 
pied in  building  iron-clads  in  our  own 
yards.  It  is  quite  true  it  takes  five  or 
six  years  to  baud  a  first-class  iron-dad ; 
but  that  is  considerably  less  time  than 
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that  taken  by  other  nations.  The  aver- 
age time  taken  to  build  a  first-dass  iron- 
clad in  France  is  seven  years  and  five 
months;  but  in  England  the  average 
time  is  only  five  years  and  three  months. 
My  hoi^.  Friend  the  Member  for  Burnley 
also  made  some  severe  strictures  on  the 
composition  of  the  Board  of  Admiralty. 
He  Asked  whether  the  Board  of  Ad- 
miralty knew  anything  about  the  con- 
struction of  vessels  of  war;  and  he 
asked  further  who  were  the  advisers  of 
the  Board.  The  hon.  Gentleman  ex- 
pressed the  opinion  that  the  Board 
ought  to  include  one  of  the  g^atest 
engineers  who  could  be  found  in  the 
Kingdom.  My  own  impression  is 
that  the  hon.  Member  does  not  know 
what  the  composition  of  the  Board  is, 
or  he  would  know  that  we  enjoy  the 
privilege  of  having,  as  one  of  our  Col- 
leagues, one  of  the  greatest  engineers 
in  matters  connected  with  shipbuilding — 
namely,  Mr.  Bendel.  I  think  that  is  a 
conclusive  answer  to  the  hostile  criticism 
which  was  made  by  my  hon.  Friend  as 
to  the  composition  of  itie  Board  of  Ad- 
miralty. When  these  Estimates  were 
last  before  the  Committee  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Westminster 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  raised  several  points 
of  interest  and  importance.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  anxious  on  the  tew- 
pedo  question,  and  he  recommended  an 
increase  in  the  number  of  officers  and 
gunners,  and  also  an  increase  of  the 
training  facilities.  Last  Friday  the 
Treasury  sanctioned  an  increase  in  the 
aggregate  authorized  number  of  gun- 
ners and  boatswains  on  the  active  list 
of  from  680  to  728.  This,  I  may  inform 
my  right  hon  Friend,  is  entirely  to  meet 
the  increasing  demands  of  the  torpedo 
service.  Then,  we  have  recently  in- 
creased the  facility  for  training  and  in- 
struction.  We  have,  within  the  last  few 
months,  had  fitted  as  additional  torpedo 
schools,  the  Defiance  at  Plymouth  and 
the  Donegal  at  Portsmouth.  A  new  tor- 
pedo range  has  been  fitted  at  Malta,  and 
we  have  decided  to  proceed  with  the 
fitting  of  a  thoroughly  complete  torpedo 
range  at  Portsmouth.  In  this  respect, 
therefore,  I  think  our  arrangements  are 
satisfactory.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man expressed  anxiety  about  the  num- 
ber of  ships  ready  and  the  time  in  which 
they  ooula  be  manned.  He  feared  we 
were  short  of  stokers  and  artificers,  and 
he  asked  if  we  could  readily  avail  oar- 
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aelres  of  our  Reserves  for  the  purpose  of 
manniDg.    We  have  not  as  many  blae- 
jackets  as  we  could  wish  considering 
the  large  number  who  are  always  tinder 
instruction  in  ginnery  and  in  the  use 
of  the  torpedo.     If  we  are  short  on  an 
emergency  it  will  be  due  to  the  great 
reduction  of  the  boys  which  was  made 
hj  the  Administration  of  my  rip^ht  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith).     We  have 
always  looked  to  the  Merchant  Service 
and  to  private  trade  for  our  reserve  of 
stokers  and  artificers,   and    recent  ex- 
perience has  fully  justified  our  confi- 
dence.   Nothing  can  be  more  satisfac- 
toiy  than  the  manner  in  which  the  ships 
have  been  got  ready  in    the  last  few 
weeks.    At  no  time  has  the  Admiralty 
been  better  off  for  stokers.  The  arrange- 
ments   for  engine-room    artificers    are 
quite  satisfactory.     Some  other  classes 
of  artificers,  not  so  important  as  engine- 
room  artificers,  are  rather  short ;  but  we 
should  have  no  difficulty  at  all  in  filling 
up  all  requirements  from  private  trade, 
in  case  of  emergency.     Our  London  re- 
cruiting station  is  besieged  by  men  of  this 
class  seeking    employment.     It    is    an 
interesting  fact  that  large  numbers  of 
these  men  are  in  employment,  but  seem 
anxious  to  offer  their  services  to  Her 
Majesty.    My  right  hon.  Friend  stated, 
in  the  course  of  his  speech  a  few  nights 
ago,  that  we  could  not  man  the  first  re- 
serve of  ships  at  Portsmouth  in  three 
weeks.  We  could  have7,000  or  8,000  men 
ready  for  sea  in  a  week  without  calling 
out  the  Naval  Reserve.   With  the  Naval 
Reserve  we  could  depend  upon  20,000. 
A  Return,  recently  published,  shows  the 
number  of  men  in  the  Beserve.    It  is 
estimated  that  in  the  coasting  trade  and 
at  home  there  are  in  the    first  class 
7,829,  and  in  the  second  class  7,593,  or 
a  total  in  the  two  classes  of  15,422.     Of 
these,   2,496    are   on    long   and    short 
voyages ;  but  nearly  1,200  are  expected 
home  within  the  next  two  mouths.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  asks  how  many 
completed  ships  are  ready,  and  in  how 
many  days  these  ships  couid  be  manned. 
We  have  ready  to-day  10  iron-clads — 
the  Devastation,  Ajax,    launder er.    Hot- 
*?wr,  Rup^t,  Orion,  Iron  Duke,  Colossus, 
Block  Prince,  and  Conqueror — eight  ships 
for  coast     defence,    20    corvettes    and 
cruisers,   and  27  gunboats ;  and  I  am 
informed  officially  that  they  could  be 
manned,  in    an    emergency,   under  10 
days.    My  right  hon.  Friend  also  com- 
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plained  of  the  insufficient  provision  for 
repairs.  We  have  no  efficient  iron-clad 
ship  needing  repair.  It  has  always  been 
the  policy  oi  the  present  Board  to  keep 
the  Iron- clad  Fleet  in  a  complete  state 
of  repair.  My  right  hon.  Friend  also 
asked  for  information  on  the  subject  of 
the  increased  cost  per  ton.  He  said 
the  average  cost  per  ton  of  ships  was 
estimated  in  1883-4  at  £33  Qs.  9d,,  in 
1884-5  at  £34  8«.  9^.,  and  in  1885-6  at 
£35  5t.  9rf.  In  1884  we  were  just  be- 
ginning some  new  ships.  Some  of  the 
Admirals  were  begun  in  the  previous 
year,  and  we  were  working  on  the  old 
Estimates  for  the  JEdinhurgh  and  Colossus; 
but  since  that  time  we  have  been  obliged 
to  increase  the  Estimates  for  all  the 
others.  The  tendency  of  modern  ships 
of  war  is  to  increased  cost  per  ton,  and 
not  towards  decrease.  The  programme 
of  new  shipbuilding  was  stated  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  to  be  less  than  was 
promised  for  the  year.  I  can  only  assure 
the  Committee  that  we  intend  to  spend 
all  the  money  promised.  It  was  always 
intended  to  build  not  less  than  28,000 
tons  in  Dockyards  and  by  contract,  and 
that  amount  will  be  built.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West- 
minster also  asked  for  an  explanation  of 
the  changes  made  in  propelling  machi- 
nery of  the  Benhow,  Bows,  Rodney,  and 
CamperdQVon,yi\i\^  in  1884-5  were  shown 
as  of  7,500  indicated  horse  power,  but 
which  are  now  shown  as  9,500  horse 
power,  and  of  the  Hero,  which  was  for- 
merly shown  as  of  4,500  horse  power, 
and  now  shown  as  of  6,000  horse  power. 
The  changes  were  made  in  consequence 
of  a  decision  to  apply  forced  draught 
with  the  very  desirable  result  of  an  ad- 
ditional knot  in  speed.  The  engines,  in 
fact,  are  better  than  promised.  There 
has  been  a  Question  asked  to-night  on 
the  subject  of  the  recommendations  of 
the  Committee  on  Shipbuilding,  and  I 
think  my  right  hon.  Friend  asked  the 
same  question  in  his  speech  some  time 
ago.  A  Paper  will  presently  be  laid 
before  the  House  showing  what  is  pro- 
prosed  to  be  done,  and  therefore  I  will 
not  say  more  on  that  point  at  present.  I 
now  come  to  the  observations  made  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  the  al- 
leged non-fulfilment  of  the  shipbuilding 
programme  of  1884-5,  and  it  seems  to 
me  that  they  call  for  a  very  careful 
reply.  He  has  spoken  of  the  figures  of 
the  Estimates  of  last  year  as  absolutely 
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fallacious.  That  is  a  very  serious  charge. 
The  subject  has  also  been  referred  to  by 
the  hon.  Member  forOardifiP  (Sir  Edward 
J.  Beed),  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Burnley  (Mr.  Eylands).  Well,  Sir,  in 
the  Estimates  for  the  year  1884-5,  the 
tonnage  (weight  of  hull)  proposed  to  be 
built  in  the  Dockyards  was — armoured, 
10,500  ;  protected,  2,667  ;  unarmoured, 
2,888 ;  or  a  total  of  1 6,055.  The  tonnage 
actually  built,  as  shown  in  the  Estimates 
for  18856,  was — armoured,  10,745,  a 
gain  on  the  Estimate  of  245  ;  protected, 
2,160,  showing  a  loss  of  507;  un- 
armoured, 3,261,  showing  a  gain  of  373  ; 
making  a  total  of  16,166,  and  showing 
a  net  gain  in  the  Dockyards  of  1 1 1  tons. 
The  tonnage  estimated  to  be  built  by 
contract  in  1884-5  was  —  armoured, 
2,114 ;  unarmoured,  2,510  ;  or  a  total  of 
4, 624.  The  tonnage  actually  built  was — 
armoured,  2,080,  showing  a  loss  of  34 ; 
unarmoured,  2,164,  a  loss  of  346;  making 
a  total  of  4,244.  There  was  thus  a  net 
loss  by  contract  of  380  tons.  From  these 
figures  it  appears  that,  taking  Dockyard 
and  contract  work  together,  we  built — 
armoured  tonnage,  12,825  tons,  as 
against  12,614  promised,  or  a  gain  of 
211  tons ;  protected  tonnage,  2, 1 60  tons, 
as  against  2,667  promised,  or  a  loss  of 
507  tons  ;  unarmoured  tonnage,  5,425 
tons,  as  ag^nst  5,398  promised,  or  a 
gain  of  27  tons.  On  the  whole  ship- 
building programme  of  the  year  there 
was  thus  a  net  loss  of  269  tons.  I  think 
that  is  as  near  an  approximate  result  of 
the  promise  as  anyone  could  reasonably 
expect.  To  take  first  the  armoured  ships. 
Having  built  211  tons  more  than  was 
promised  in  the  past  year,  how  comes  it 
that,  as  stated  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite,  the  armoured  ships  were 
not  advanced  towards  completion  to  the 
extent  anticipated  in  the  Estimates — in 
fact,  that  they  fell  short  of  such  advance- 
ment by  no  less  than  1,739  tons  ?  The 
explanation  lies  in  the  use  of  the  word 
ton  in  connection  with  shipbuilding.  It 
seems  to  fall  to  the  lot  of  the  Hepre- 
sentatives  of  the  Admiralty  to  explain 
year  after  year  what  is  meant  by  the  use 
of  the  word  ton.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Westminster  has 
criticized  this  use  of  the  word  ton,  and 
has  repeated  year  after  year  that  this 
ton  is  not  a  ton  at  all — we  are,  in  fact, 
deceiving  ourselves.  We  have  only  con- 
tinued the  use  of  a  term  and  method  of 
calculation  which  was  in  use  at  the  Ad- 
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miralty  during  the  whole  time  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  First  Lord.    The 
fact  is  that,  as  applied  to  a  ship  during 
its  construction,  the  word  ton  loses  its 
original  meaning  as  a  measure  of  weight, 
and  becomes  a  measure  of  progress.    At 
starting  the  actual  weight  of  the  hull  is 
calculated   in  tons.     Thus,  if  the  bull 
weighs  6,000  tons,  and  the  cost  of  con- 
struction as  shown  in  the  Estimates  is 
£400,000,  as  soon   as  half  this  money 
has  been  spent,  it  would  be  said,  and  so 
stated  in  the  Estimates,  that  half  the 
tons  weight  of  the  hull — that  is,  3,000 
tons — had  been  constructed.    But  it  is 
immaterial  for  this  purpose  whether  or 
not  the  half  of  the  hull  that  has  been 
constructed  actually  weighs  3,000  tons. 
Half  the  money  that  the  ship  is  to  cost 
has  been  expended,  and  it  is  said,  there- 
fore, that  half  the  work  is  done.     This  is 
absolutely  true  if  the  ship  will  be  com- 
pleted by  the  expenditure  of  the  remain- 
ing half  of  the  money ;  but  if  at  this 
sti^ge  it  is  found  that,  for  one  reason  or 
another — such  as  changes  introduced  into 
the  original  design  of  the  ship,  increased 
cost  of  materials,  or  even  through  amis- 
calculation  of  the  cost  at  the  beginning— 
the  remaining  £200,000  will  not  suffice 
to  complete  the  ship,  perhaps  a  further 
sum  of,  say,  £100,000  will  be  required; 
then,  inasmuch  as  half  the  total  cost  of 
the  ship  has  not  been  expended,  we  can 
no  longer  say  that  half  the  tonnage,  or 
3,000  tons,  has  been  built.     We  must 
put  the  ship  back,  so  to  speak  ;  our  ctl- 
culation  will  have  to  be  revised ;  and  at 
only  £200,000  out  of  £500,000  has  been 
spent,  we  must  now  admit  that  only  two- 
fifths  of  the  tonnage,  or  2,400  tons  oat 
of  the  6,000,  has  been  constructed.  Here, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  say,  is  a 
loss  of   600  tons.     But  this  is  not  so. 
There  has  really  not  been  any  loss  at  all 
The  money  provided  in  the  Estimates 
has  been  spent,  and  the  oorresponding 
amount  of  work  has  been  done,    fiat 
the  work  necessary  to  complete  the  work 
has  turned  out  to  be  greater  than  wm 
anticipated,  and  hence  the  ship  is  not  to 
far  advanced  towards  completion,  for  the 
money  spent  upon  her,  as  she  woold 
have  been  had  nothing^  occurred  to  inter- 
fere with  the  original  design  and  Esti- 
mate.    Objection  has  been  taken  to  the 
use  of  the  word  ton.     But  what  term 
would  serve  us  any  better  to  indicate 
the    rate  of  a  ship's  progress  ?    The 
French  speak  of  hundi^dths  in  lieu  of 
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tons,  and  find  themselves  in  the  same 
difficulty  as  we  do.    The  fact  is,  it  does 
not  matter  what  term  you  make  use  of, 
88  loD§^  as  you  take  care  to  keep  in  view 
the  purpose  for  which  it  is  employed, 
8nd  the  sense  in  which  you  use  it.     Cora- 
paring  the  figures  given  in  the  Esti- 
mates in  1884-5  with  those  for  1885-6, 
there  appears,  as  has  been  stated,  to  be 
a  loss  of  armoured  tonnage  amounting 
to  1,739  tons.     The  ships  in  which  this 
so-called  loss  has  occurred  are  chiefly 
the  ImpMeu$0f  with  a  loss  of  975  tons, 
and  the  Warspit§^  with  a  loss  of  572  tons. 
The  total  cost  of  the  Impiri$use  has  been 
iocreased  by  £52,900,  aud  the  total  cost 
of  the  Warspite  has  been  increased  by 
£25,000.   The  circumstances  which  have 
cansed  this  apparent  loss  are — firstly 
and  chiefly,  the  changes  involved  in  the 
adoption  of  a  modified  type  of  boilers. 
It  was  intended,  in  the  first  instance,  to 
fit  them  with  a  locomotive  type  of  boiler, 
and  then  it  was  decided  after  the  trial  of 
the  Polyphsmus  to  change  the  type.   The 
hipirieute,  at  the  time  of  making  the 
alteration,  was  much  farther  advanced 
than   the    Wiarspite,    Secondly,   altera- 
tions consequent  upon  the  adoption  of 
Tavasseur  mountings  for  barbette  gims, 
and  those  due  to  changes  in  Yavasseur 
broadside   carriage.    Thirdly,   changes 
in  the  hold,  to  provide  the  stowage  of 
quick-firing^  gun  ammunition.  Fourthly, 
an  alteration  in  the  thickness  of  the 
wood  sheathing ;  in  the  breastwork  on 
the  spar  deok  adjacent  to  the  barbettes, 
and  in  the   position  and    number    of 
torpedo  ports.    In  the  protected  ships 
there  has  been  a  real  loss  of  tonnage  in 
the  past  year.    The  tonnage  promised 
has  fallen  short  of  the  amount  executed 
by  507  tons.     This  loss  is  accounted  for 
chiefly  by  the  decision  to  abandon  the 
construction  of  a  ship  of  the    Mersey 
type  at  Devonport.     The  apparent  loss 
has  been  rather  in  excess  of  the  real 
loss.    It  amounts  to  590  tons — namely, 
in  the  Mersey,  41  tons ;  in  the  Hevern^ 
192  tons;  in  the  Thames,  113  tons;  in 
the  New  Mersey,   314  tons;  total,   660 
tons,  less  a  gain  on  the  Forth  of  70  tons. 
The  excess  is  attributable,  as  in  the  case 
of  the  armoured  vessels,  to  changes  in 
the  designs  and  consequent  increase  of 
cost.    In  the  case  of  the  Mersey,  8evem, 
Ferih^    and    Thames,    alterations    were 
made  from  the  original  design,  giving 
8-inch  guns  in  place  of  6-inch  on  the 
poop  and  foreoastle,  involving  special 


strengthenings  of  the  decks,  &c.,  also 
substituting  teak  in  place  of  fir  of  deck 
under  the  broadside  guns.     In  the  un- 
armoured  tonnage  there  has  been  a  real 
gain  in  the  Dockyards  of  373  tons,  but 
an  apparent  loss  of  558  tons.     The  loss 
has  occurred  chiefly  on  the  Calliope  and 
Amphion,  and  is  due  to  changes  intro- 
duced into  the  designs.    In  the  case  of 
the  Calliope  there  was  a  change  of  arma- 
ment involving  the  building  of  sponsons 
for  the  guns,   and  in  the  case  of  the 
Amphion  the  original  Estimate  for  arma- 
ment and  sponsons  was   altered  from 
what  was  intended.   In  the  unarmoured 
tonnage  to  be  built  by  contract  there  is 
a  real  loss  of  346  tons.   This  was  caused 
by  the  decision  not  to  proceed  with  the 
construction  of  the  new  torpedo  depot 
ship  New  Hecla^  combined  with  minor 
changes.     It  thus  appears  that,  while  on 
the  whole  shipbuilding  programme  of 
the  past  year  there  has  been  a  real  loss 
of  only   269   tons,    the    apparent    loss 
amounts  to  3,488  tons.     The  right  hon. 
Member  for  Westminster   pronounces 
the  figures  in  the  Estimates  to  be  ''  ab- 
solutely  fallacious,"    and    accuses  the 
Admiralty  of  stating  that   *'  a  certain 
amount  of  work  will  be  done  which  is 
not  done."     This  condemnation  is  not 
justified  by  the  facts,  for,  as  has  been 
shown,   the  total  amount  of    tonnage 
executed  in   the  year,  taking  all  the 
ships  together,  corresponds  closely  with 
the  amount  promised  in  the  Estimates. 
It  is  only  the  estimate  of  the  state  of 
advancement  towards  completion  of  cer- 
tain ships  that  is  at  fault.     It  is  at  fault 
for  the  simple  reason  that  a  loss  which 
has  really  been  accumulating  from  the 
commencement  of  building  is  now  taken 
account  of,  and  the  loss  of  former  years 
is  added  to  the  loss  proper  to  the  year. 
In  fcust,  our  accounts  all  show  the  loss 
proper  to  the  year,  but  do  not  include 
the  loss  in  former  years.     This  forecast 
is  made  a  year  in  advance,  and  is  liable 
to  disturbance,  as  has  been  shown  from 
changes  introduced  into  the   design  of 
the  ship,  increased  cost  of  materials,  or 
other  unforeseen  circumstances.   Altera- 
tions in  designs  are  unavoidable  inci- 
dents whatever  Board  of  Admiralty  may 
be  in  Office .   Armoured  ships  n  ecessarily 
take  years  to   build,  and  it  is  almost 
certain  that  valuable  suggestions  will 
be  made  in  that  interval  to  which  it  is 
impracticable  for  the  Admiralty  to  close 
their  eyes.    The  most  that  can  be  done 
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is  to  inBist  that  no  changes  shall  be 
made  in  the  original  design,  unless  it 
can  be  shown  conclusively  that  they  are 
of  such  value  as  to  justify  the  increased 
cost,  and  the  delay  consequent  on  their 
adoption,  and  such  as  will  give  us  a 
better  ship  in  the  end.  We  contend 
that  no  such  changes  have  been  made 
except  with  that  object  in  view.  No 
change  of  any  kind  has  been  made 
by  the  Admiralty  during  the  progress 
of  these  ships  which  has  not  dis- 
tinctly added  to  the  value  of  the  ships 
to  the  full  amount  of  the  money  ex- 
pended. Well,  Sir,  I  have  endeavoured, 
as  far  as  possible,  to  meet  the  conten- 
tion of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  and  of 
other  speakers  to-night,  with  regard  to 
the  fulfilment  of  the  pledges  of  the  Ad- 
miralty as  to  their  shipbuilding  pro- 
gramme of  last  year.  My  explanation 
is  satisfactory  to  my  own  mind,  and  I 
hope  it  will  be  equally  satisfactory  to 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Westminster. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  It  is  very  grati- 
fving  to  know  that  the  statement  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Caine)  has 
made,  and  which  I  am  sure  he  has  made 
in  perfect  good  faith,  is  entirely  satis- 
factory to  himself.  I  speak  in  the  pre- 
sence of  a  great  many  Oentlemen  who 
are  acquainted  with  shipbuilding,  and  I 
think  that  if  they  were  informed  that  so 
many  tons  of  shipping  had  been  built 
because  a  certain  sum  of  money  had 
been  spent  upon  a  ship  they  would  ex- 
press great  surprise,  and  their  entire 
unwillingness  to  deal  with  any  ship- 
building firm  who  treated  them  in  that 
way.  The  truth  is  this — that  these 
figures  to  which  I  refer  are  fallacious. 
I  repeat  the  statement  with  the  full 
consciousness  of  the  responsibility  which 
I  assume  in  doing  so— I  say  that  the 
figures  on  page  191  of  the  Estimates  of 
1884-5,  and  on  page  197  of  the  Estimates 
of  1885-6,  are  entirely  fallacious.  They 
give  an  impression  which  is  not  justified 
by  the  facts.  They  say  that  so  many 
tons  of  shipping  have  been  added  to  the 
Navy;  but  the  truth  is  that  a  certain 
sum  of  money  has  been  spent  in  ship- 
building which  has  not  produced  the 
result  that  was  anticipated  when  the 
Estimate  was  framed.  If  you  turn  to 
page  204  of  the  Estimates  of  1884-5, 
and  page  210  of  the  Estimates  of  1885-6, 
you  see  there  a  statement  of  the  work 
done,  which  is  more  or  less  trustworthy ; 

Mr.  Caine 


but,  comparing  that  statement  with  the 
statement  in  the  previous  pages  of  the 
same  Estimates,  you  will  find  the  dif- 
ferences of  which  I  speak.    There  are 
two  sets  of  figures.     First  of  all  there  is 
the  Estimate  of  the  work  to  be  done  in 
the  coming  year,  and  then  there  is  a 
record  of  the  work  done.     These  figures 
do  not  correspond  with  the  statement  in 
the  abstract  of  shipbuilding  completed 
for  sea  in  the  later  pages  of  the  Esti- 
mates.    The  figures  in  the  later  pages 
are  more  or  less  correct ;  but  the  figures 
in  the  earlier  part  on  which  the  Admi- 
ralty rest  are  fallacious.    They  are  in- 
tended to  create  an  impression  in  the 
minds  of  the  public  which  is  not  justi- 
fied by  facts.     The  hon.  GFentleman  (Mr. 
Oaine)  says  it  very  often  happens  that 
the  work  upon  ships  turns  out  to  be 
greater  than  was  expected.     *'  It  does 
not  matter,"  the  hon.  Gentleman  added, 
*'  what  term  is  used,  provided  the  money 
is  spent ;  changes  of  boilers,  alterations 
in  the  armaments,  and  other  conside- 
rations, have  affected  the  original  Esti- 
mate of  the  cost  of  the  ships."     The 
changes  have  been  made,  but  they  do 
not  produce  a  larger  ship ;  they  do  not 
produce,  in  many  cases,  a  better  ship. 
The  result  is  that  we  are    paying  a 
great    deal  more  for  our    snips  Uiin 
we  expected,  and,   at  the  same  time, 
less    snipping  is    built   than  we    were 
led  to  believe  would  be  built.     Those 
were  figures  based,  not  on  any  assump- 
tions of  my  own,   but  upon  the  Be- 
turns  brought  forward  by  the  Admi- 
ralty itself,  and  inserted  in  page  204  of 
last  year's  Estimates,  and  page  210  of 
the  Estimates  of  the  present  year.    I 
assume  that  those  Estimates  are  correct, 
as  they  have  always  compared  much 
more  nearly  with  the  expense  accounts 
of  the  Admiralty ;  and  I  think  there  is 
reason  to  believe  they  are  accurate,  or, 
at  any  rate,  that  they  may  taken  as 
more  or  less  trustworthy.   I  do  not  wish 
to  go  into  this  matter  at  great  length ; 
all  I  desire  to  do  is  to  point  out  to  the 
Committee  that  the  subject  is  one  which 
requires  very  careful  attention  and  con- 
sideration.      Let  us  consider  how  this 
House  has  been  dealt  with  in  regard  to 
this  matter.     On  the  2nd  of  December 
last  the  Admiralty  announced,  in  both 
Houses  of  Parliament,  that  they  had 
made  provision  in   the  Estimates   for 
building  29,810  tons  of  shipping  in  the 
course  of  the  coming  year.    In  the  Esti* 
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mates  tliat  were  presented  to  this  House 
only  two  months  later,  they  provided, 
accordingly   to  the    fallacious    principle 
which    I    contend    they     have    been 
actiog  upon,  for  the  building  of  only 
28,000  tons,  so  that  their  proposal  put 
forward  in  February  was  less  by  7J-  per 
cent  than  the  solemn  engagement  they 
announced  to  this  House  in  December. 
This,  I  think  the  Committee  will  see, 
was  not  only  a  very  rapid  change,  but 
a  yery   extraordinary    and    important 
change;  but  it  was  still  more  serious, 
because  we  were  exposed  to  this  danger 
—that  even  these  28,000  tons  of  actual 
fihippinfi^  would  not  be  built,  but  that  we 
should  have  only  a  proportion  of  those 
28,000  tons  built,  having  reference  to 
what  had  been  the  case  during  the  past 
year,  when  there  was  a   deficiency  of 
3J00  tons  of  shipping  out  of  20,000 
tons.    Bearing  this  in  mind,  we  have, 
I  say,  to  look  forward  to  a  deficiency  of 
at  least  5,000  tons  on  the  28,000  tons 
that  have  been  promised ;  and  instead  of 
our  having  29,800  tons  built,  in  accord- 
ance with    the    engagement    made  in 
this  House   in  December  last,   I  will 
undertake  to  say  that,  unless  there  is  a 
complete  change  in  the  system  pursued, 
we  shall  only  have   some  23,000  tons 
completed  by  this  time  next  year.    This 
being  the  cstse,  it  would  be  far  better 
for  the  Government  to   say  definitely 
one  thing  or  the  other.   Let  them  say  at 
once—*'  We  only  intend  to  build  23,000 
tons; "  so  that  the  House  and  the  country 
may  really  know  what  they  are  about. 
In  that  case,  if  the  country  is  coiitent 
or  satisfied  with  such  an  engagement, 
I,  at  least,  shall  have  nothing  more  to 
say.    But  I  do  object  to  expectations 
being  held  out  to  us  in  the  Estimates 
whieh  are  not  to  be  realized,  but  which, 
haring  regard  to  all  past  experience, 
fall  short  of  the  Estimates  put  before 
this  House,  just  as  the  performance  of 
last  year  and  the  year  before  has  fallen 
short  of  the  Estimates  of  those  years. 
Taming  to   another  point,  I  may  say 
that  I  have  made  no  complaint  that  im- 
provements are  made  in  the  mechanical 
arrangements  of  the  ships ;  I  have  made 
00  complaint    that    improvements   are 
nuide  in  the  armaments  of  those  ships ; 
bat  I  do  complain  of  the  system  under 
which  these  improvements   are  made, 
and  which  I  believe  to  be  an  extrava- 
gant and  an  injurious  system ;   and  I 
^y  plainly  and  unhesitatingly  that  in- 


stead of  £35  U'ton  the  cost  of  our  ships 
is  £40  or  £45  a-ton  under  a  system 
which  I  assert  is  absolutely  fallacious 
and  unsatisfactory.  Now,  Sir,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Caine)  has  spoken  of 
ships  which  can  be  put  in  commission 
in  the  space  of  10  days.  I  am  not  ac- 
quainted with  all  the  ships  he  mentioned, 
but  I  am  acquainted  with  the  condition 
of  the  Colossus  and  the  Conqueror;  and 
I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  those 
two  ships  cannot  be  completed  under  a 
period  of  six  weeks  or  two  months  from 
the  present  time,  because  the  loading  gear 
for  their  guns  has  only  been  recently  sup- 
plied, and  it  will  take  about  two  months 
to  get  it  on  board  the  ships.  Last  year 
we  were  informed  that  the  Conqueror  hoA 
been  completed;  but  I  object  to  being 
told  that  any  ship  has  been  completed 
until  she  is  ready  to  hoist  her  pennant 
to  proceed  to  sea.  What  I  desire  is  that 
the  Admiralty  should  let  us  know  what 
is  our  real  position  with  regard  to  the 
strength  of  the  Navy.  If  it  is  a  strong 
position,  well  and  good,  and  let  them 
say  so ;  but  if  our  position  be  weak,  let 
us  know  that  it  is  so.  All  we  require  is 
that  they  should  make  us  acquainted 
with  our  strength  or  weakness,  which- 
ever it  may  be.  Then  again,  Sir,  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Admi- 
ralty (Sir  Thomas  Brassey)  told  us  on 
the  17th  of  March  something  about  our 
steam  pinnaces.  He  stated  that  there 
were  170  steam  pinnaces  available  for 
torpedo  work.  But  I  should  like  to  be 
informed  how  many  Whitehead  tor- 
pedoes have  been  served  out  to  those 
steam  pinnaces  ?  I  should  also  like  to 
be  told  how  many  of  those  steam  pin- 
naces have  been  fitted  for  the  White- 
head torpedo  service ;  how  many  have 
been  assigned  to  the  Dockyards  for 
Dockyard  service ;  and  how  many  have 
been  assigned  to  the  harbours  for  har- 
bour service;  and,  also,  whether  there 
is  a  single  steam  pinnace  or  a  single 
torpedo  boat,  which  has  not  yet  been 
assigned  to  the  Fleet,  which  would  be 
avaUable  for  coast  and  harbour  defence; 
and  whether  there  is  any  expectation 
that  even  within  the  next  three  months, 
or,  I  will  say,  the  next  six  months,  there 
will  be  a  single  torpedo  boat  fitted  with 
Whitehead  torpedoes  available  for  the 
service  of  our  coast  and  for  the  protec- 
tion of  our  harbours  ?  My  own  impres- 
sion is  that  the  deficiency  in  this  respect 
is  so  great  that  there  is  nothing  in  the 
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fib  ape  of  torpedo  boats  available  for  the 
defence  of  our  harbours  and  coasts,  as 
they  are  all  required  for  the  service  of 
the  Fleet ;  and,  as  far  as  steam  pinnaces 
are  concerned,  anything  that  may  be  fit 
for  torpedo  service  would,  I  think,  be 
absorbed  entirely  by  the  Fleet.  We 
have  been  told  that  there  is  to  be  a 
Return  laid  upon  the  Table  very  shortly 
by  the  Admiralty  in  reference  to  the 
recommendations  of  the  Committee  on 
Shipbuilding.  Now,  one  of  the  most 
important  recommendations  of  that  Com- 
mittee, and  one  also  which  was  supported 
by  the  Director  of  Naval  Construction 
in  a  Paper  to  which  I  referred  on  a 
recent  occasion,  was  in  favour  of  the 
more  rapid  completion  of  the  ships  taken 
in  hand,  no  matter  whether  those  ships 
were  armour-clad  or  unarmoured  ships. 
The  Constructor  to  the  Navy  gave  three 
years  as  the  time  with  which  an  armoured 
ship  could  be  completed  from  the  moment 
she  was  laid  down.  I  believe  that  if  the 
Admiralty  were  to  insist  on  the  comple- 
tion of  each  ship  within  a  period  of  three 
years  from  the  time  at  which  she  was 
first  laid  down,  a  very  large  proportion 
of  the  incidental  expenses,  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Ey lands) 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Cardiff  (Sir 
Edward  J.  Eeed)  have  complained  of, 
would  be  saved,  and  all  those  discre- 
pancies between  money  and  tonnage,  to 
which  the  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  has 
referred,  would  disappear  entirely.  It 
ought  to  be  sufficient  for  the  Admiralty 
to  procure  the  design  for  a  ship,  and  to 
require  that  that  ship  should  be  com- 
pleted, whether  in  one  of  Her  Majesty's 
Dockyards  or  by  a  contractor,  as  she  was 
designed.  It  must  be  possible  for  the 
Admiralty  to  decide  beforehand  what 
the  armament  of  a  ship  should  be,  and 
to  insist  that  that  ship,  with  her  armour 
and  armament,  and  all  the  mechanical 
appliances  she  would  require,  should  be 
put  in  hand  when  she  was  designed  and 
completed  within  the  time  specified.  The 
reason  for  all  the  delay  that  takes  place, 
and  the  cause  of  all  the  consequent  extra 
expense,  is  this.  The  Admiralty  lay 
down  a  ship  without  having,  in  the  first 
instance,  fully  determined  what  her  ar- 
mament is  to  be ;  they  then  wait  for 
six,  or  even  for  12,  months,  to  make  up 
their  minds  on  these  points,  in  order 
to  get  over  another  year's  Estimates, 
and  then  they  wait  for  a  further  year 
before  ordering  the  moimtings  of  the 
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guns,  and  for  the  same  reason — ^namely, 
to  get  them  into  a  later  year's  Esti- 
mates. In  the  meantime,  some  sug- 
gestions are  made  for  improvements, 
certain  inventions  and  alterations  are 
recommended  to  the  Admiralty,  which 
cause  still  further  delay,  and  have  the 
effect  of  enormously  increasing  the  cost 
of  the  ship.  Now,  if  they  would  have 
the  ship  completed  off-hand,  they  would 
be  able  to  start  afresh  with  another 
and  as  they  went  on  with  their  ship- 
building they  would  have  in  what  was 
done  some  suggestions  that  would  en- 
able them  to  effect  improvements  in  the 
next  ship  they  laid  down.  Bat  they 
will  not  adopt  this  course.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Cardiff  (Sir  Edward  J. 
Beed)  has  referred  to  the  Edinhwgk, 
which  has  been  put  on  one  side  and 
taken  in  hand  two  or  three  times  in 
the  course  of  its  construction ;  and  it 
should  be  remembered  that  daring  all 
the  time  our  ships  are  being  thus  dealt 
with  the  capital  employed  upon  them 
remains  unproductive,  as  nothing  can 
be  done  with  the  vessels.  I  should  like 
to  know  whether  the  new  ships  which 
are  being  built  by  contract  —  and  we 
have  not  yet  been  told  what  contracts 
have  been  accepted — are  to  be  built  out 
of  hand?  The  suggestion  has  been 
made  that  if  they  are  to  be  built  by 
contract,  it  would  be  to  the  interest  6i 
the  contractors  to  go  on  and  finish  the 
ships  as  rapidly  as  possible.  I  am 
led  to  believe  that  the  time  g^ven  to 
the  contractors  for  the  completion  of 
the  ships  intrusted  to  them  is  much 
longer  than  the  contractors  themselves 
desire  to  have,  and  that  it  would  be 
more  to  their  interest  and  advantage 
that  the  ships  they  have  to  build  should 
be  completed  in  less  time  than  that  which 
is  specified  in  the  contracts.  I  know 
that  there  are  contractors  who  would  be 
glad  to  build  iron-dads  and  complete 
them  in  three  years,  or  less  than  Uuree 
years,  once  for  all. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  assumes  that  the  long  terms 
given  to  the  contractors  have  been  in- 
troduced since  he  was  at  the  Admirmhj. 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  know  that 
the  system  was  very  much  complained 
of  at  the  time  I  waa  at  the  Admiralty ; 
but  I  had  not  the  responnbility  of  boikl- 
ing  any  iron-clads  by  contract  while  I 
was  there,  or  I  should  have  proposed 
that  they  should  have  been  completed 
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in  shorter  periods,  as  I  am  well  aware 
of  the  loss  sustained  by  the  country 
owing  to  the  present  system,  which  has 
frequently  been  insisted  on  as  an  evil 
by  right  hon.  and  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House ;  and  I  have 
learnt  to  follow  their  f^ood  example  by 
calling  the  attention  of  this  House  and 
of  the  country  to  it.     I  wish,  therefore, 
to  know  from  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
will  reply  on  behalf  of  the  GoYomment 
vhat  the  time  allotted  to  the  contractors 
for  the  construction  of  the  new  ships 
really  is;  whether  it  is  more  than  the 
Director  of  Naval  Construction  has  con- 
sidered to  be  necessary  for  the  building 
of  such  ships ;  and  whether  it  is  more 
than  the   Committee  on  Bepairs  and 
Building  Contracts  would    themselves 
sanction  ?    The  hon.  Gentleman  has  re- 
ferred to  the  fact  that  all  the  iron-clads, 
or  at  any  rate  all  the  efficient  iron-clads, 
are  in  g^ood  repair.    I  am  sure  that  that 
statement  was  regarded  by  the  Com- 
mittee as  an  exceedingly  gratifying  one, 
especially  after    the    very    unpleasant 
series  of  statements  made  to  us  last 
week,  when  we  were  told  that  the  iVierp- 
itm$  could  not  steam  10  knots  an  hour; 
that  the  Channel  Squadron  was  suffering 
from  the  prevalence  of  the  boiler  disease, 
as  it  has  been  termed ;  and  that  the 
Jionmrch  had  broken  down  altogether  in 
the  Mediterranean,  and  was  burning  blue 
Hghts  and  sending  up  rockets  for  help 
within   a   short  distance    from    Malta, 
after  having  been  cast  off  by  a  tug  which 
had  burnt  out  her  coal.    I  do  not  be- 
hove that  our  iron-clads  are  in  such 
perfect  order  as  has  been  made  out,  as 
far  as  their  boilers  are  concerned.     If 
they  were,  I  do  not  think  there  would 
be  any  hesitation  in  giving  a  Beturn 
showing  the  condition  of  the   boilers, 
such  as  has  been  given  in  past  years, 
but  which  is  refused  now.    If  the  boilers 
were  in  good  order,  the  Admiralty  would 
no  doubt  be  prepared  to  say  they  are  in 
good  order  in  regard  to    each  parti- 
cular ship.     Such  a  Beturn  has  been 
given  in  times  past,   and  there  is    a 
good  deal  that  I  should  like  to  know  at 
the  present  moment  about  the  condition 
of  the  boilers.     Here  is   a  statement 
which  is  a  commentary  on  the  very  satis- 
factory state  of  mind  in  which  the  Ad- 
miralty would  appear  to  exist  with  re- 
gard to  the  condition  of  the  boilers.    I 
would  also  ask  is  it  a  fact  that  there  is  at 
least  one  other   iron-clad  now  in   the 


Mediterranean  that  can  hardly  crawl 
along  in  consequence  of  the  state  of  her 
boilers ;  is  it  the  fact,  furthermore,  that 
the  JSaryaluif  which  is  not  an  iron-clad, 
but  which  is  the  flagship  on  the  East 
India  Station,  had  to  be  tugged  up  the 
Bed  Sea  and  through  the  Mediterranean 
to  Malta,  for  the  purpose  of  being 
docked,  because  her  boilers  had  broken 
down ;  and,  if  so,  what  is  about  to  be 
done  ?  I  should  also  like  to  know  what 
is  proposed  to  be  done,  or  what  has  been 
done,  in  regard  to  cruisers,  now  that  we 
have  occasion  for  employing  them  ?  Are 
the  Inconstant,  the  iihah,  and  the  Boa- 
dicea  to  be  repaired  and  made  efficient ; 
and,  if  not,  why  not  ?  What  is  to  be 
done  with  regard  to  those  and  other 
vessels  that  are  required  as  cruisers 
under  present  oircumstances  ?  If ,  as  we 
find  has  been  the  case,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  deemed  it  necessary 
to  hire  large  passenger  steam  ships 
from  private  trading  Companies  vessels 
that  are  to  be  converted  into  cruisers, 
how  is  it  that  these  fast  and  power- 
ful war  ships  have  not  been  made 
available?  Turning,  now,  to  another 
matter,  I  desire  to  refer  to  what  I  con- 
sider the  very  satisfactory  assurance  that 
has  been  given  to  the  Committee  with 
regard  to  the  increased  arrangements 
for  torpedo  instruction.  I  am  very  glad 
to  find  that  the  Admiralty  has  taken 
this  matter  into  serious  and  practical 
consideration.  But  in  regard  to  the 
number  of  blue- jackets,  I  have  on  a  pre- 
vious occasion  expressed  doubts  as  to 
whether  there  was  a  sufficient  supply ; 
but  I  was  told  that  the  reduction  in  the 
number  of  boys  which  I  had  effected  in 
1878-9  had  had  an  influence  on  the 
number  of  blue-jackets  at  the  present 
time.  This,  no  doubt,  may  be  true; 
I  but  I  would  remind  the  Committee 
that  the  present  Board  of  Admiralty 
reduced  the  number  of  boys  by  800 
more  than  the  reduction  I  effected  ; 
so  that  the  conclusion  at  which  they 
must  have  arrived  in  1880  was,  doubt- 
less, that  there  was  a  surplus  of  blue- 
jackets which  it  was  desirable  to  de- 
crease. As  far  as  my  own  action  is 
concerned,  I  am  not  at  all  ashamed  to 
say  that  I  effected  every  economy  I 
possibly  could  in  the  Service,  having,  of 
course,  due  regard  to  the  maintenance 
of  its  efficiency ;  but  the  present  Board 
of  Admiralty  has  gone  far  beyond  what 
I  did,  for  they  have  reduced  the  number 
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both  of  the  boys  and  of  the  Marines,  and 
I  am  very  much  afraid  that  we  shall 
want  both  the  boys  and  the  Marines  who 
have  been  so  reduced.  I  am  glad  to  see 
that  the  number  of  boys  is  to  be  in- 
creased ;  but  the  result  will  hardly  com- 
pensate for  the  reduction  already 
effected,  because  those  800  boys  to 
whom  I  have  just  referred  would  now 
have  been  valuable  constituents  of  our 
naval  strength  had  they  been  retained 
for  the  service  of  the  country.  There  is 
one  question  I  should  like  to  ask  my 
hon.  Friend  opposite  ;  and  that  is  whe- 
ther he  will  undertake  that  the  28,000 
tons  the  Admiralty  has  promised  shall 
really  be  built  in  the  course  of  the  pre- 
sent year?  If  the  Admiralty  will  do 
this  they  will  accomplish  a  good  deal 
towards  the  necessary  increase  of  the 
strength  of  the  Navy,  and  will  have  done 
a  good  deal  also  towards  satisfying  the 
expectations  of  the  country.  Neverthe- 
less, I  am  still  at  a  loss  to  understand 
why  Her  Majesty's  Government  should 
have  reduced  their  original  proposal; 
and  I  leave  it  for  this  House  to  say 
whether  it  is  satisfied  with  a  diminu- 
tion of  7^  per  cent  in  February  of  that 
which  was  promised  by  the  Admiralty 
in  the  preceding  December. 

Mr.  NORWOOD  said,  it  had  not  been 
his  intention  to  have  intervened  in  this 
discussion;  but  in  consequence  of  the 
course  it  had  taken  he  felt  it  his  duty  to 
offer  a  few  observations.  He  thought 
that  in  discussing  a  question  of  this  kind 
the  Committee  ought  to  divest  their 
minds  of  anything  like  Party  bias.  He 
had  served  on  the  Admiralty  Committee 
on  Shipbuilding,  to  which  so  much 
reference  had  been  made  in  the  course 
of  the  debate ;  and  having  had  the  ad- 
vantage, or  the  disadvantage,  of  being 
present  at  very  many  discussions  on 
Navy  Estimates,  he  confessed  that  it 
seemed  to  him  to  be  difficult  for  any 
one  Administration  to  point  the  finger  of 
scorn  at  the  other,  and  to  claim  that  a 
particular  Board  of  Admiralty  had  been 
more  effective  in  its  naval  administration 
than  another.  He  thought  that  what- 
ever might  be  the  individual  views  of 
hon.  Members  with  regard  to  thd  pre- 
sent state  of  naval  affairs,  it  was  not 
fair  or  right  to  attempt  to  shift  the  re- 
sponsibility from  one  side  to  the  other. 
It  had  been  said  on  the  present  occasion, 
as  had  been  stated  on  many  previous 
occasions,   that  the  condition  of  naval 
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affairs  was  ripe  for  discussion  in  that 
House  ;  and  he  had  often  heard  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentlemen  on  both  sides  of  the 
House,  as  he  had  that  evening  heard 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Civil  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  institute  comparisons  be- 
tween the  Navy  of  this  country  and  the 
Navies  of  other  countries,  especially  as  to 
the  amount  of  money  expended  by  this 
country  and  by  France.  To  his  mind 
they  ought  to  look  upon  the  naval  ex- 
penditure  of  this  country  as  the  amount 
of  insurance  paid  for  the  vast  amount  of 
shipping  property  it  possessed,  and  the 
enormous  trade  it  carried  on  every  sea. 
He  regarded  the  amount  of  their  expen- 
diture in  this  respect  as  too  small,  and 
considered  all  Boards  of  Admiralty 
equally  blameable  for  the  result.  If  he 
had  regard  to  the  Heturns  made  of 
the  value  of  our  imports  and  exports, 
what  did  he  find  ?  He  found  that  for  the 
year  1883  the  combined  amount  of 
those  imports  and  exports  was  stated  at 
£732,000,000.  Taking  the  value  of  their 
shipping  at  £10  per  ton,  on  a  total  ton- 
nage of  7,026,062,  he  found  that  it 
reached  the  sum  of  £70,260,620,  the  two 
items  together  making  a  gross  total  of 
£802,260,620.  The  sumof£l  1,500,000, 
put  down  in  the  Navy  Estimates, 
amounted  only  to  an  insurance  of  1^- 
per  cent  on  that  amount ;  and  in  arriving 
at  that  result  he  entirely  put  out  of 
calculation  the  all-important  considera- 
tions connected  with  the  defence  of  their 
property  on  land,  and  the  frightful  state 
of  things  that  would  result  in  this  coun- 
try should  it  at  any  time  find  its  first  line 
of  defence  seriously  imperilled.  He, 
therefore,  thought  it  false  economy  on 
the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  limit  their  naval  expenditure  to  a  sum 
varyingfrom£ll,000,000to£12,000,000 
per  annum,  when  there  were  such  vast 
interests  to  be  protected.  He  believed 
that  there  was  much  room  for  improve- 
ment in  their  naval  administration,  and 
that  they  would  never  get  a  satisfactory 
return  for  their  naval  expenditure  until 
they  had  a  reform  in  the  constitution  of 
the  Board  of  Admiralty.  He  was  satis- 
fied that  the  administration  of  that  Board 
was  not  based  on  soimd  commercial  prin- 
ciples ;  and  although  he  did  not  deem  it 
his  duty  on  the  present  occasion  to  point 
out  where  he  thought  a  reform  ought  to 
take  place,  he  had  no  hesitation  in  say- 
ing that  it  would  be  impossible  for  any 
private  shipowever,  however  wealthy  he 
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might  be,  to  conduct  his  business  on  the 
Wis  adopted  by  the  Board  of  Admiralty 
and  to  keep  bimself  oat  of  the  Court  of 
Bankraptcy.      Two  points  arising  out  of 
the  recominendations  of  the  Admiralty 
Committee    bad    been    dwelt  upon  by 
MTsral  hon.  Members  who  had  taken 
part  in  tbe  debate,  and  especial  refer- 
ence had    been    made  to  the  constant 
delay  which  took  place  in  the  construc- 
tion of  tbe  ships  laid  down  for  the  ser- 
vice of  the  country.     Under  the  present 
lystem  they  commenced  the  construction 
of  a  large  Teasel,  and  after  a  certain 
amount  of  work  had  been  done  upon  it 
there  was  a  stoppage.     After  a  long  in- 
terval the  work  of  construction  was  re- 
oommenced,  only  to  be  again  broken  off, 
and  in  that  way  a  Tessel  that  ought  to 
hare  been  constructed  in  three  years  was 
not  completed  until  after  a  lapse  of  seven 
or  eight  years ;  whereas,  had  the  work 
been  regularly  and  systematically  pro- 
ceeded with,  tbe  ship  might  easily  have 
been  put  afloat  in  tiiree.    That  he  re- 
garded as  a  most  unsatisfactory  state 
of  things,  because  not  only  did  it  in- 
volve a  loss  of  interest  on  tbe  outlay, 
bat  it  also  prevented  the  addition   to 
their  Fleet  of  a  powerful  vessel,  which 
it  was  very  desirable  to  have.     As  had 
been  pointed  out  by  his  hon.  Friend 
below  him,  there  were  at  the   present 
time   from   £6.000,000    to    £6,500,000 
locked  up  in  vessels  that  remained  in  an 
unfinished  condition  in  their  Dockyards. 
A  merchant  shipowner  did  not  proceed 
in  that  way.     When  he  had  determined 
on  the  construction  of  a  new  ship,  he 
gave  his  attention  not  only  to  the  form 
and  dimensions  of  the  vessel,  but  to 
every  detail  of  its  construction.     When 
he    had    made    his    contract,    he  very 
rarely,  if  he  were  a  wise  and  able  man, 
deviated  from  the  course  agreed  upon ; 
and  the  result  was  that  he  obtained  the 
vessel  he  wanted  at  the  minimum  expen- 
diture of  time  and  money.      But  in  the 
Royal  Nary  the  system  was  the  very  re- 
veneof  that.  The  sanction  of  Parliament 
was  asked  and  obtained  for  a  new  ship, 
and  after  the  construction  of  that  vessel 
had   been    carried   to  a  certain  point 
alterations  were  suggested,  and  she  was 
in  tome  respects,  almost   entirely  re- 
i^nstmcted.      A    new    armament    was 
probably  recommended,   and   that   re- 
qttiied  that  the  vessel  should  be  specially 
adapted  to  the   reception  of  that  ar- 
i&tmeat.     The  result  was  that,  as  a 


matter  of  course,  the  cost  of  construc- 
tion very  considerably  exceeded  the 
amount  of  the  original  Estimate  for 
which  the  Vote  of  the  House  had  been 
taken.  There  was  also  another  serious 
matter,  to  which  he  would  here  refer, 
in  connection  with  the  mode  in  which 
the  naval  affairs  of  the  country  were 
managed.  He  referred  to  the  great 
mismanagement  that  was  evidenced  with 
regard  to  the  construction  of  the  ord- 
nance with  which  the  ships  were  mounted. 
The  evidence  taken  by  the  Committee 
showed  that  a  great  portion  of  the  delay 
in  the  completion  of  their  ships  arose 
from  the  frequent  fact  that,  when  a 
vessel  was  constructed,  the  ordnance  with 
which  she  was  intended  to  be  armed 
was  not.prepared.  The  Admiralty  had 
been  in  the  hands  of  the  War  Depart- 
ment for  a  long  time.  The  Committee 
which  had  been  referred  to  recom- 
mended that  the  Admiralty  should  be 
free  to  purchase  their  guns  wherever 
they  could  be  best  and  most  easily  ob- 
tained. It  was,  however,  the  practice 
that  Woolwich,  and  to  a  small  extent 
Elswick,  should  furnish  the  guns  for 
the  Navy;  but  he  said,  if  they  could 
be  bought  more  readily  and  of  a  satis- 
factory kind  from  private  firms,  he 
was  at  a  loss  to  see  why  they  should 
not  be  so  obtained.  Ho  was  rejoiced 
to  find  that  public  attention  was  being 
directed  to  this  most  important  question 
of  the  Navy.  The  Committee  would  be 
aware  that  by  far  the  larger  portion  of 
the  grain  consumed  in  this  country  was 
imported  from  beyond  the  seas,  and  that, 
therefore,  the  very  means  of  subsistence 
of  their  people  depended  on  the  Navy 
being  strong  and  thoroughly  able  to 
protect  their  Mercantile  Marine.  He 
trusted  that  the  foreign  political  diffi- 
culties they  were  now  passing  through, 
and  which  he  hoped  would  soon  disap- 
pear, would  indelibly  fix  the  mind  of 
the  House  and  the  country  upon  the  folly 
and  absurdity  of  allowing  the  Navy  to 
sink  so  much  below  the  requirements  of 
the  country  as  it  had  done.  He  could 
not  think  it  was  creditable  or  proper 
that  the  country  should  resort  so  soon 
to  the  Mercantile  Marine  for  assistance 
as  was  now.  the  case.  He  could  have 
understood  that,  after  a  severe  struggle 
with  a  great  Naval  Power  the  Ad- 
miralty would  have  to  apply  to  the 
Mercantile  Marine  for  assistance;  but 
at  the  outset  of  a  contest  the  country 
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oaght  to  have  a  sufficiency  of  properly 
equipped  men-of-war  at  its  disposal. 
The  ships  of  the  Mercantile  Marine  were 
useful  for  national  purposes,  such  as 
despatch  vessels  and  transports;  but  they 
were  egg-shells,  so  to  speak,  as  com- 
pared with  ships  of  the  Navy,  and  it 
was  a  sign  of  weakness  to  have  recourse 
to  them  now  as  fighting  ships.  It  was 
impossible  to  imagine  a  more  complete 
confession  that  the  Admiralty  were 
unable  of  their  own  resources  to  place 
a  proper  Fleet  on  the  seas,  in  view  of 
a  possible  war  with  a  single  Power,  than 
the  recourse  they  had  already  had  to 
the  Mercantile  Marine  for  the  purpose 
of  strengthening  the  Navy.Tt 

Sib  JOHN  HAY  said,  that  when  the 
Navy  Estimates  were  introduced,  the 
sum  asked  for  was  criticized  as  not  ful- 
filling the  promises  made  by  the  Admi- 
ralty in  I)9cember ;  but  since  then  an 
entire  change  of  policy  had  taken  place, 
and  they  had  seen,  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  Hull  (Mr.  Norwood)  had  just  pointed 
out,  the  Admiralty  g^ing  into  the  mar- 
ket to  obtain  by  hire  or  purchase  a 
number  of  merchant  vessels  to  perform 
the  duty  of  frigates  which  the  country 
did  not  at  present  possess.  He  did 
not  object  to  that;  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  that  they  should  have  them, 
and  he  had  pointed  out,  more  than  18 
years  ago  in  that  House,  that  it  would 
be  necessary,  under  certain  conditions, 
to  arm  a  requisite  number  of  ships  of 
the  Merchant  Service.  Further,  a  pro- 
posal was  made  at  that  time  to  the  War 
Office  that  600  guns  and  fittings  should 
be  prepared  for  the  purpose  of  arming 
those  vessels  when  it  became  necessary 
to  acquire  them ;  but  those  guns  had 
not  been  prepared.  The  change  of  policy 
on  the  part  of  the  Admiralty  was  even 
gpreater  than  this,  inasmuch  as  he 
gathered  from  the  ordinary  sources  of 
public  information  that  the  Admiralty 
had  been  endeavouring  to  purchase  the 
iron-clads  of  other  nations.  The  JEame^ 
ralda  was  now  in  the  possession  of  Chili ; 
when  she  left  this  country  he  believed 
that  she  might  have  been  acquired  at 
cost  price  ;  but  now  that  she  was  wanted 
he  had  no  doubt  that  the  Chilian  Oo- 
vemment  would  not  see  its  way  to  sell- 
ing her.  Therefore,  it  was  with  great 
difficulty  that  they  could  now  acquire 
ships  in  different  parts  of  the  world, 
especially  as  their  price  was  greatly  en- 
hanced.   They  would,  no  doubt,  hear 
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more  about  those  vessels;  but,  in  the 
meantime,  they  had  the  fact  that  the 
country  was  short  of  ships,  and,  in  spite 
of  statements  to  the  contrary,  he  con- 
fessed that  he  doubted  if  there  were  as 
many  ships  available  for  the  Public  Ser- 
vice as  it  was  supposed  there  were.  He 
would  now  call  attention  to  the  number 
of  ships  which  they  at  present  possessed, 
and  to  their  position  in  respect  of  sea- 
worthiness and  trustworthiness  for  the 
Public  Service.  He  thought  it  was  for- 
tunate for  the  country  that  there  should 
be  a  scare  of  the  kind  which  had  directed 
the  attention  of  Parliament  to  the  de- 
fenceless condition  of  the  country.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Civil  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  (Mr.  Oaine)  had  thought 
it  right  to  state  to  the  Oonunittee  the 
number  of  armour-clads  whioh  he  con- 
ceived to  be  available  for  the  Public  Ser- 
vice, and  he  had  compared  them  with 
the  ships  of  the  French  Navy.  He 
should  take  the  opportunity  of  showing 
that  the  optimist  views  of  the  hon.  0«i- 
tleman  were  not  those  he  would  hold  if 
the  figures  he  was  about  to  g^ve  to  the 
Committee  could  be  proved  to  be  correct 
It  was  absurd  to  talk  of  ships  as  being 
efficient  that  could  not  carry  a  sufficient 
supply  of  coal,  and  could  not  steam  14 
knots  an  hour.  He  would,  therefore, 
give  the  speed  of  the  ships  of  Great 
Britain.  Great  Britain  had  ready  of 
first-class  iron-clads,  with  a  speed  of 
14  knots,  \}iQ  Inflixihle^  the  DrMdnwtgkt, 
the  Thunder&r,  the  Dwattatum,  and  the 
Neptune,  or  five  in  number.  The 
French  had  three — namely,  the  Amird 
Duperri,  DevattMion,  and  JUdouiUhk, 
England  had  ready  nine  seoond-cUat 
iron-clads— namely,  the  Ti^ft^raftrtf,  NeUm, 
Alexandra^  Julian,  Iron  Duke^  Tritmpk^ 
Invincihtey  HereuleSj  and  Monarch,  The 
French  had  also  nine  of  the  same  class 
of  ships — the  Bayard,  Turenne,  Coihirt, 
Trident,  Riehelieu,  FrtedUnd,  Sujrem,  iff- 
rengo,  and  Ocean.  England  had  14  other 
ships  that  were  not  capable  of  g^ing  14 
knots,  and  France  1 2  ;  but  they  were  not 
worth  considering  in  the  event  of  war. 
But  we  were  fitting  at  this  moment  sevea 
— namely,  the  Conqueror,  the  CoUum, 
the  Edinburgh,  the  CoUingwood^  the  Im- 
pMmue,  the  Waropitc,  and  the  Modmig: 
while  France  had  eight  —  namely,  the 
2\mnant,  Terrible,  Amiral  Baudin,  Femdr 
royant^  Caiman,  IndompiabU,  Dugmmtitn^ 
and  Vauban.  Then  we  were  building 
six — ^namely,  the  Howt,  the  BnihoWf  the 
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(kmp^rdoum^  the  Anson,  the  Jffero,  and 
the  New  Bero  ;  while  the  French  were 
building  10  —  namely,  the  Formidable, 
Neptune,  Hoche,  Requin,  Magenta,  Mar- 
aaUf  Charles  Martel,  Brenntu,  Overriere, 
and  Regnier,  Those  ships  which  were 
being  bailt  by  France  were  capable  of 
steaming  14  knots  an  hour,  or  were  as- 
sumed to  do  so;  so  that,  when  those  ships 
were  completed,  Oreat  Britain  would 
have  27  iron-olads  capable  of  going  14 
kaots  an  hour,  and  France  would  have 
SO.  Then,  as  to  obsolete  ship's,  England 
had  10  and  France  had  12,  to  which  he 
had  alluded ;  but  if,  as  it  was  stated, 
Great  Britain  must  have  twice  as  many 
iron-clads  as  France  the  Admiralty 
would  have  to  build  33.  It  might  be 
said  that  it  was  absurd  to  ask  for  so 
many  ships ;  but  he  did  not  think  so.  If 
they  referred  to  The  Three  Panics  pub- 
lished by  Mr.  Cobden,  it  would  be  found 
that  between  the  years  1848-50  the 
French  Navy  had  half  as  many  war  ves- 
sels as  the  English.  In  1850  the  French 
had  56  line-of- battle  ships,  and  the  Eng- 
lish had  112.  Everyone  knew  that  iron- 
clads now  represented  the  line-of -battle 
ships  of  those  days ;  and  if  it  was  in- 
tended that  they  should  have  supremacy 
at  sea  it  was  necessary  that  33  iron-clad s 
should  be  added  to  the  Navy.  But  that 
was  still  more  necessary  in  these  days 
than  it  was  formerly,  because  then 
France  and  Spain  were  the  only  two 
other  Powers  which  had  Navies,  and 
the  Fleet  of  France  and  Spain  together 
was  not  quite  equal  to  the  Navy  of  Great 
Britain.  In  former  days  also  England 
took  possession  of  the  Navies  of  smaller 
countries  to  prevent  them  having  ships 
in  war  time,  as  in  the  case  of  Denmark 
in  1801  and  1807,  and  the  Eussian 
Fleet  held  in  our  ports  in  1808.  At 
that  time  they  were  supreme  at  sea, 
but  they  were  not  so  now,  France  having 
30  iron-dads  as  against  the  27  which 
Great  Britain  possessed.  At  that  mo- 
ment, from  the  East  of  the  Gape  of 
Good  Hope  to  Gape  Horn  France  had 
seven  iron-dads ;  hve  in  Ghinese  waters, 
one  in  Oceania,  and  one  at  Otaheite. 
Kussia  had  four,  one  of  which,  the 
yiadimir  Monomaeh,  was  a  very  formid- 
able vessel ;  while  Ghili  had  four  very 
powerful  iron-dads.  To  protect  Aus- 
tralia, India,  and  the  West  of  Ganada, 
they  had  only  four  iron-clads.  If  a  com- 
bination took  place  between  any  of  those 
countries,  what  would  become  of  our 
enormous  carrying  trade  in  the  Pacific, 


lying,  as  it  would  be,  exposed  to  the 
ravages  of  a  superior  force  ?  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Brighton  (Mr. 
Marriott),  on  a  former  occasion,  had 
alluded  to  the  defenceless  position  of 
the  harbours  of  the  Golonies.  He  was 
told  that  if  demands  were  made  by  this 
country  the  great  Golonies  would  build 
11  iron-clads,  and  that  India  would  con- 
tribute two  more  without  any  strain  at 
all  upon  the  resources  of  this  country, 
and  that  arrangements  could  easily  be 
made  by  which  the  ships  would  be  under 
a  British  Admiral.  In  that  case,  they 
would  have  a  sufficient  force  to  protect 
their  Dependencies.  The  Navy  of  India 
had  been  put  an  end  to  entirely  by  this 
country,  and  they  had  promised  in  doing 
so  to  provide  a  sufficient  Marine  for 
India.  He  did  not  doubt  that  if  the 
Indian  Government  were  to  arrange 
with  the  English  Government  they  would 
soon  place  three  or  four  iron-clads  on 
the  seas  under  the  orders  of  a  British 
Admiral  for  the  protection  of  their 
coasts.  But  nothing  had  been  done 
since  the  time  he  was  referring  to.  He 
knew  that  New  South  Wales,  New  Zea- 
land, and  Ganada  were  willing  to  assist 
in  providing  ships,  and  that  the  smaller 
Golonies  were  also  willing  to  join  with 
them.  If  that  were  so,  was  it  not  worth 
while  to  enter  into  an  arrangement  with 
them  ? — because  that  arrangement  alone 
would  reduce  the  number  of  additional 
iron-clads  to  be  built  by  the  Home  Go- 
vernment from  33  to  20.  If  20  of  those 
vessels  were  added  to  the  Navy,  and  1 3 
of  them  employed  on  the  Indian  and 
Golonial  Stations,  he  had  no  doubt  that 
they  might  then  rest  at  ease,  for  there 
then  would  be  a  sufficient  Navy  for  the 
protection  of  their  shores.  In  the  event 
of  a  war  with  Eussia  that  would  be  of  the 
greatest  possible  advantage  in  main- 
taining their  great  lines  of  communi- 
cation. At  that  moment  he  believed 
that  the  four  great  Kussian  iron-clads  in 
Vladivostock  would  be  able  to  inflict 
an  enormous  amount  of  damage  on 
our  commerce  and  trade  on  the  West 
Goast  of  America,  Hong  Kong,  Sin- 
gapore, Australia,  and  India,  which  it 
would  take  many  years  to  repair.  He 
would  like  to  give  the  Gommittee  an 
example  of  the  way  in  which  efficient 
preparation  obviated  war.  In  1789, 
when  a  question  arose  with  regard  to 
the  possession  of  Vancouver's  Island, 
they  had  26  sail  of  the  line  commis- 
sioned in  the  Ghannel,   and  in  a  few 
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both  of  the  boys  and  of  the  Marines,  and 
I  am  very  much  afraid  that  we  shall 
want  both  the  boys  and  the  Marines  who 
have  been  so  reduced.  I  am  glad  to  see 
that  the  number  of  boys  is  to  be  in- 
creased ;  but  the  result  will  hardly  com- 
pensate for  the  reduction  already 
effected,  because  those  800  boys  to 
whom  I  have  just  referred  would  now 
have  been  valuable  constituents  of  our 
naval  strength  had  they  been  retained 
for  the  service  of  the  country.  There  is 
one  question  I  should  like  to  ask  my 
hon.  Friend  opposite  ;  and  that  is  whe- 
ther he  will  undertake  that  the  28,000 
tons  the  Admiralty  has  promised  shall 
really  be  built  in  the  course  of  the  pre- 
sent year?  If  the  Admiralty  will  do 
this  they  will  accomplish  a  good  deal 
towards  the  necessary  increase  of  the 
strength  of  the  Navy,  and  will  have  done 
a  good  deal  also  towards  satisfying  the 
expectations  of  the  country.  Neverthe- 
less, I  am  still  at  a  loss  to  understand 
why  Her  Majesty's  Government  should 
have  reduced  their  original  proposal; 
and  I  leave  it  for  this  House  to  say 
whether  it  is  satisfied  with  a  diminu- 
tion of  7J  per  cent  in  February  of  that 
which  was  promised  by  the  Admiralty 
in  the  preceding  December. 

Mr.  NORWOOD  said,  it  had  not  been 
bis  intention  to  have  intervened  in  this 
discussion;  but  in  consequence  of  the 
course  it  had  taken  he  felt  it  his  duty  to 
offer  a  few  observations.  He  thought 
that  in  discussing  a  question  of  this  kind 
the  Committee  ought  to  divest  their 
minds  of  anything  like  Party  bias.  He 
had  served  on  the  Admiralty  Committee 
on  Shipbuilding,  to  which  so  much 
reference  had  been  made  in  the  course 
of  the  debate ;  and  having  had  the  ad- 
vantage, or  the  disadvantage,  of  being 
present  at  very  many  discussions  on 
Navy  Estimates,  he  confessed  that  it 
seemed  to  him  to  be  difficult  for  any 
one  Administration  to  point  the  finger  of 
scorn  at  the  other,  and  \o  claim  that  a 
particular  Board  of  Admiralty  bad  been 
more  effective  in  its  naval  administration 
than  another.  He  thought  that  what- 
ever might  be  the  individual  views  of 
hon.  Members  with  regard  to  thd  pre- 
sent state  of  naval  affairs,  it  was  not 
fair  or  right  to  attempt  to  shift  the  re- 
sponsibility  from  one  side  to  the  other. 
It  had  been  said  on  the  present  occasion, 
as  had  been  stated  on  many  previous 
occasions,   that  the  condition  of  naval 

Mr.  m  U,  Smii/i 


affairs  was  ripe  for  discussion  in  that 
House  ;  and  he  had  often  heard  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentlemen  on  both  sides  of  the 
House,  as  he  had  that  evening  heard 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Civil  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  institute  comparisons  be- 
tween the  Navy  of  this  country  and  the 
Navies  of  other  countries,  especially  as  to 
the  amount  of  money  expended  by  this 
country  and  by  France.  To  his  mind 
they  ought  to  look  upon  the  naval  ex- 
penditure of  this  country  as  the  amount 
of  insurance  paid  for  the  vast  amount  of 
shipping  property  it  possessed,  and  the 
enormous  trade  it  carried  on  every  sea. 
He  regarded  the  amount  of  their  expen- 
diture in  this  respect  as  too  small,  and 
considered  all  Boards  of  Admiralty 
equally  blameable  for  the  result.  If  he 
had  regard  to  the  Heturns  made  of 
the  value  of  our  imports  and  exports, 
what  did  he  find  ?  He  found  that  for  the 
year  1883  the  combined  amount  of 
those  imports  and  exports  was  stated  at 
£732,000,000.  Taking  the  value  of  their 
shipping  at  £10  per  ton,  on  a  total  ton- 
nage of  7,026,062,  he  found  that  it 
reached  the  sum  of  £70,260,620,  the  two 
items  together  making  a  gross  total  of 
£802,260,620.  The  sumof£l  1,500,000, 
put  down  in  the  Navy  f^mates, 
amounted  only  to  an  insurance  of  H 
per  cent  on  that  amount ;  and  in  arriving 
at  that  result  he  entirely  put  out  of 
calculation  the  all-important  considera- 
tions connected  with  the  defence  of  their 
property  on  land,  and  the  frightful  state 
of  things  that  would  result  in  this  coun- 
try should  it  at  any  time  find  its  first  line 
of  defence  seriously  imperilled.  He, 
therefore,  thought  it  false  economy  on 
the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  limit  their  naval  expenditure  to  a  sum 
varyingfrom£l  1,000,000  to£12,000,000 
per  annum,  when  there  were  suoh  vast 
interests  to  be  protected.  He  believed 
that  there  was  much  room  for  improve- 
ment  in  their  naval  administration,  and 
that  they  would  never  get  a  satisfactory 
return  for  their  naval  expenditure  until 
they  had  a  reform  in  the  constitution  of 
the  Board  of  Admiralty.  He  was  satis* 
fied  that  the  administration  of  that  Board 
was  not  based  on  sound  commercial  prin- 
ciples ;  and  although  he  did  not  deem  it 
his  duty  on  the  present  occasion  to  point 
out  where  he  thought  a  reform  ought  to 
take  place,  he  had  no  hesitation  in  say* 
ing  that  it  would  be  impossible  for  any 
private  shipowever,  however  wealthy  be 
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might  be,  to  conduct  his  business  on  the 
basis  adopted  by  the  Board  of  Admiralty 
and  to  keep  himself  out  of  the  Court  of 
Bankruptcy.     Two  points  arising  out  of 
the  recommendations  of  the  Admiralty 
Oommittee    had  been    dwelt   upon  by 
sereral  hon.  Members  who  had  taken 
part  in  the  debate,  and  especial  refer- 
ence had   been  made  to  the  constant 
delay  which  took  place  in  the  construc- 
tion of  the  ships  laid  down  for  the  ser- 
vice of  the  country.     Under  the  present 
system  they  commenced  the  construction 
of  a  large  vessel,  and  after  a  certain 
amount  of  work  had  been  done  upon  it 
there  was  a  stoppage.     After  a  long  in- 
terval the  work  of  construction  was  re- 
commenced, only  to  be  again  broken  off, 
and  in  that  way  a  vessel  that  ought  to 
have  been  constructed  in  three  years  was 
not  completed  until  after  a  lapse  of  seven 
or  eight  years ;  whereas,  had  the  work 
been  regularly  and  systematically  pro- 
ceeded with,  the  ship  might  easily  have 
been  put  afloat  in  three.     That  he  re- 
garded as  a  most  unsatisfactory  state 
of  things,  because  not  only  did  it  in- 
volve a  loss  of  interest  on  the  outlay, 
but  it  also  prevented  the  addition  to 
their  Fleet  of  a  powerful  vessel,  which 
it  was  very  desirable  to  have.     As  had 
been  pointed   out  by  his  hon.  Friend 
below  him,  there  were  at  the  present 
time   from   £6.000,000    to    £6,500,000 
locked  up  in  vessels  that  remained  in  an 
nnfinished  condition  in  their  Dockyards. 
A  merchant  shipowner  did  not  proceed 
in  that  way.     When  he  had  determined 
on  the  construction  of  a  new  ship,  he 
gave  his  attention  not  only  to  the  form 
and  dimensions  of  the  vessel,  but  to 
every  detail  of  its  construction.     When 
he    had    made    his    contract,   he  very 
rarelv,  if  he  were  a  wise  and  able  man, 
deviated  from  the  course  agreed  upon ; 
and  the  result  was  that  he  obtained  the 
vessel  he  wanted  at  the  minimum  expen- 
diture of  time  and  money.     But  in  the 
Royal  Navy  the  system  was  the  very  re- 
verse of  that.  The  sanction  of  Parliament 
was  asked  and  obtained  for  a  new  ship,  I 
and  after  the  construction  of  that  vessel 
had   been    carried  to   a  certain  point 
alterations  were  suggested,  and  she  was 
in  some  respects,  almost   entirely  re- 
constructed.     A   new    armament    was 
probably  recommended,   and    that    re- 
quired that  the  vessel  should  be  specially 
adi^>ted  to  the   reception  of  that  ar- 
mament.    The  result  was  that,  as  a 


matter  of  course,  the  cost  of  construc- 
tion   very    considerably    exceeded    the 
amount    of   the  original  Estimate  for 
which  the  Vote  of  the  House  had  been 
taken.      There  was  also  another  serious 
matter,  to  which  he  would  here  refer, 
in  connection  with  the  mode  in  which 
the  naval  affairs  of  the  country  were 
managed.     He  referred  to    the   great 
mismanagement  that  was  evidenced  with 
regard  to  the  construction  of  the  ord- 
nance with  which  the  ships  were  mounted. 
The  evidence  taken  by  the  Committee 
showed  that  a  great  portion  of  the  delay 
in  the  completion  of  their  ships  arose 
from  the  frequent  fact  that,   when  a 
vessel  was  constructed,  the  ordnance  with 
which  she  was  intended  to  be   armed 
was  not, prepared.     The  Admiralty  had 
been  in  the  hands  of  the  War  Depart- 
ment for  a  long  time.     The  Committee 
which    had    been    referred   to    recom- 
mended that  the  Admiralty  should  be 
free  to  purchase  their  guns  wherever 
they  could  be  best  and  most  easily  ob- 
tained.    It  was,  however,  the  practice 
that  Woolwich,  and  to  a  small  extent 
Elswick,  should  furnish  the   guns  for 
the  Navy;  but  he  said,  if  they  could 
be  bought  more  readily  and  of  a  satis- 
factory   kind   from    private   firms,    he 
was  at  a  loss  to  see  why  they  should 
not  be  so  obtained.     Ho  was  rejoiced 
to  And  that  public  attention  was  being 
directed  to  this  most  important  question 
of  the  Navy.     The  Committee  would  be 
aware  that  by  far  the  larger  portion  of 
the  grain  consumed  in  this  country  was 
imported  from  beyond  the  seas,  and  that, 
therefore,  the  very  means  of  subsistence 
of  their  people  depended  on  the  Navy 
being  strong  and   thoroughly  able  to 
protect  their  Mercantile  Marine.     He 
trusted  that  the  foreign  political  diffi- 
culties they  were  now  passing  through, 
and  which  he  hoped  would  soon  disap- 
pear, would  indelibly  fix  the  mind  of 
the  House  and  the  country  upon  the  folly 
and  absurdity  of  allowing  the  Navy  to 
sink  so  much  below  the  requirements  of 
the  country  as  it  had  done.     He  could 
not  think  it  was  creditable  or  proper 
that  the  country  should  resort  so  soon 
to  the  Mercantile  Marine  for  assistance 
as  was  now.  the  case.     He  could  have 
understood  that,  after  a  severe  struggle 
with   a  great  Naval    Power    the   Ad- 
miralty  would    have  to  apply  to  the 
Mercantile  Marine  for  assistance ;  but 
at  the  outset  of  a  contest  the  country 
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to  that  Eetum,  he  fouad  from  1706  to 
1 806 — that  was  to  say,  speakiiig  roughly, 
from  the  time  of  the  battle  of  Oape  La 
Hog^e  to  the  time  of  the  battle  of  Tra- 
falgar, the  practice  had  been  to  put  a 
naval  officer  at  the  head  of  the  Ad- 
miralty. He  found  that  for  59  years 
there  was  a  naval  officer  at  the  head  of 
that  Department,  and  for  19  years  more 
the  Admiral  who  had  been  First  Lord 
had,  when  war  broke  out,  to  take  com- 
mand of  the  Fleet,  and  show  if  his  own 
arrangements  were  satisfactory.  For  a 
portion  of  that  time  he  was  taken  from 
the  head  of  the  Admiralty,  and  charged 
with  the  command  of  the  Channel  Fleet, 
and  many  of  those  officers  had  held  the 
post  of  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  for  a 
long  time.  There  had  been  Lord  Orford, 
Lord  Torrington,  Sir  John  Leake, 
Lord  Dursley,  Sir  Charles  Wager,  Lord 
Anson,  Sir  Charles  Saunders,  Lord 
Hawke,  Lord  Keppel,  Lord  Howe,  and 
then  had  come  Lord  St.  Vincent,  to 
whom  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
alluded,  and  Lord  St.  Vincent  was  not 
the  last — Lord  Barham  was  the  last.  In 
1803,  when  Pitt  became  Prime  Minister, 
and  war  broke  out  with  France,  it  was 
discovered  that  Lord  St.  Vincent,  who 
had  been  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
had  got  bitten  with  economy,  and  that 
the  Navy  had  dwindled  into  decay ;  and 
when  Lord  Barham  became  the  head  of 
the  Department  he  ordered  40  ships  to 
be  built  at  once,  and  they  were  subse- 
quently known  as  the  40  thieves.  He 
(Sir  John  Hay)  had  sailed  in  them ;  they 
were  not  very  good  vessels;  but  they 
served  their  purpose.  If  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  (Sir  Thomas  Brassey) 
would  turn  to  Lord  Nelson's  despatches, 
he  would  find  that  the  greatest  of  Ad- 
mirals said  it  was  fortunate  that  a  naval 
officer  was  at  the  head  of  affairs,  for  he 
had  given  him  all  he  wanted  to  fight 
with.  Lord  Nelson  had  received  the 
means  to  fight,  and  he  had  fought  the 
battle  of  Trafalgar.  Lord  Barham  re- 
tired in  1806,  and  they  had  not,  since  his 
time,  had  a  Naval  Lord  at  the  head  of 
the  Admiralty,  except  William  IV.,  when 
he  was  Duke  of  Clarence,  for  a  few 
years,  and  the  Duke  of  Northumberland 
for  one  year.  But  he  did  not  recom- 
mend the  system  of  making  a  naval 
officer  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  and 
then,  when  war  broke  out,  invariably 
sending  him  to  sea;  but  he  was  cer- 
tainly of  opinion  that  it  was  advisable 
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to  have  a  Naval  First  Lord  at  the 
head  of  the  Department,  and  that  the 
process  was  one  by  which  an  efficient 
Navy  could  be  secured.  If  they  had 
such  an  arrangement,  the  First  Lord 
could  either  come  to  the  House  him- 
self, or,  through  the  Secretary,  inform 
Parliament  of  what  he  wanted,  and 
if  he  did  not  get  what  he  asked  for, 
he  would,  of  course,  resign ;  an  inquiry 
would  then  take  place,  and  it  would  be 
found  whether  what  he  asked  for  should 
be  granted  or  not.  Since  1806  they  had 
had  four  ez-Gt>vernor8  General  of  India 
and  several  Secretaries  to  the  Treasury 
at  the  head  of  the  Admiralty ;  but  they 
had  never  had  a  naval  officer,  and  the 
result  had  been  that  the  Navy  had 
dwindled  down  and  fallen  into  decay, 
until  at  that  moment  he  had  been  able 
to  point  out,  without  fear  of  contradic- 
tion, that  they  had  neither  ships,  guns, 
nor  men  in  sufficient  numbers  to  defend 
their  shores,  or  to  keep  the  country  in 
the  state  of  defence  some  believed  it  to 
be  in. 

Sir  DONALD  CURRIE  said,  his 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (Sir  John 
Hay)  had  referred  to  him,  and,  there- 
fore, he  might  perhaps  be  permitted  to 
say  a  word  or  two  on  this  subject ;  but 
it  would  only  be  a  word  or  two.  If  he 
were  to  say  all  he  could  say,  it  would  be 
to  the  effect  that  his  experience  of  the 
last  few  weeks,  during  his  absence  from 
this  country,  had  only  served  to  emphaaice 
and  justify  every  word  of  warning  he 
had  formerly  addressed  to  the  House  and 
to  the  country  on  the  state  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Navy.  They  had,  during  the 
recent  difference  with  the  French  at 
Madagascar,  only  one  ship  at  Tamatave, 
and  that  one  vessel  had  carried  nine 
guns,  eight  of  which  she  dared  not  fire 
shotted.  An  attempt  had  been  made  to 
deny  that  statement,  but  it  had  been 
found  that  it  could  not  be  denied ;  and 
he  had  learned  that  there  were  other 
ships  which  carried  similar  guns.  But 
in  the  present  circumstances  of  the 
country  he  would  rather  not  g^  into  par- 
ticulars, either  upon  the  subject  of 
guns,  or  with  regard  to  coaling  station«» 
and  the  necessity  of  fortifying  them* 
The  country  had  been  living  in  a  fool's 
paradise  as  to  the  Navy  under  the  late 
and  the  present  Governments.  We 
oould  not  have  gone  to  war  with  Franoe 
with  much  hope  of  a  suocesslul  issue,  9M 
we  had  not  the  ships  in  Eattem  waters 
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fit  to  compete  with  her  on  the  sadden 
outbreak  of  war.  Nor  would  he  ask, 
with  regard  to  Bussia,  were  they  in 
a  position  to  properly  maintain  their 
interests? — for  when  he  was  in  the  Bed 
Sea  he  was  told  that  there  had  passed 
through  a  Bussian  armoured  vessel  of 
great  speed,  carrying  very  powerful 
^uns,  and  with  a  large  supply  of  torpe- 
does, whose  captain  had  been  bold 
enough  to  say  that  he  was  not  afraid  of 
anj  vessel  he  could  meet  with  on  his  way 
for  thousands  of  miles.  The  French  had 
impvoYised  as  naval  cruisers  one  or  two 
merchant  vessels  to  cruise  in  China 
waters  to  help  the  carrying  out  of  the 
policy  of  that  country  in  regard  to  con- 
traband of  war.  Had  we  the  guns ;  the 
men ;  the  ships ;  had  we  the  torpedoes 
necessary  for  a  great  war?  It  was  a 
disg^race  to  the  country  that  we  should  be 
in  such  a  position.  An  official  of  the 
Government  had  said  to  him  the  other 
day  that  if  they  were  at  war  with  a 
strong  Naval  Power,  shipowners  might 
have  to  put  their  shipping  under  a 
neutral  flag.  Was  such  a  state  of  things 
creditable?  The  Government  were 
taking  up  merchant  ships  to  arm  them 
as  emisers  in  the  first  line  of  defence, 
which  clearly  proved  the  Navy  was 
short  of  cruisers ;  but  they  had  not  the 
guns  to  put  into  them.  They  had  only 
64  -  pounders  in  those  cruisers ;  and 
what  would  they  be  against  a  powerfully 
armed  cruiser  ?  A  merchant  ship  so 
equipped  could  do  nothing  against  an 
armoured  vessel  but  nm  away.  He 
urged  what  he  had  said  at  first — ^that 
they  had  to  look  most  anxiously  into  the 
present  position  of  matters.  It  was  not 
to  be  dealt  with  by  mere  declamation, 
or  statements  in  regard  to  actual  or  ap- 
parent tonnage,  or  anything  of  that  sort ; 
it  was  both  the  apparent  and  the  real 
danger  which  they  had  to  consider. 

Sib  MASSEY  LOPES  congratulated 
the  Committee  upon  the  fact  that  public 
attention  and  public  interest  were  at  last 
awakened  as  to  the  state  of  their  na- 
tional defences.  A  gpreat  deal  of  alarm 
and  apprehension  had  been  prevalent  in 
the  public  mind  for  a  considerable  time ; 
and  he  thought  he  could  say,  without 
fear  of  contradiction,  that  there  was  now 
a  unanimous  opinion  that  the  naval  de- 
fences of  the  country  were  not  in  the 
Smtion  in  which  they  ought  to  be.  He 
d  not  think  the  coxnforting  assurances 
whicfa  from  time  to  time  had  been  given 


by  the  Board  of  Admiralty  had  in  any 
degree  tended  to  allay  that  apprehen^ 
sion.  He  had  had  the  honour  for  some 
years  to  be  connected  with  the  Board  of 
Admiralty,  and  in  conjunction  with  his 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  it 
had  been  his  duty  to  consider  the  Navy 
Estimates ;  and  he  did  not  hesitate  to 
say  this — that  the  money  that  had  been 
voted  for  the  Naval  Services  had  never 
been  sufficient,  and  had  never  been  ade- 
quate to  maintain  the  naval  supremacy 
of  this  country,  or  to  enable  the  Navy 
to  perform  the  manifold  duties  that  de- 
volved upon  it.  It  had  been  his  duty 
to  revise  the  Estimates,  and  he  could 
assure  the  Committee  that  the  task  which 
had  devolved  upon  himself  and  his  Col- 
leagues had  been  most  hard,  and  diffi- 
cult, and  unsatisfactory.  As  the  Com- 
mittee very  well  knew,  the  Board  of 
Admiralty  was  controlled  by  the  Trea- 
sury ;  but  if  anything  unfortunate  hap- 
pened to  their  Navy  it  would  not  be  the 
Treasury  that  would  be  responsible,  but 
it  would  be  the  Board  of  Admiralty. 
Now,  he  thought  the  subject  of  the 
Navy  ought  at  all  times  to  be  beyond 
Party  considerations;  and  it  was  not 
his  intention  to  make  any  charge  against 
the  present  Board  of  Admiralty.  He 
admitted,  for  the  sake  of  argument,  that 
the  Board  of  Admiralty  had  expended 
the  money  voted  to  the  best  purpose; 
but  he  contended  that  sufficient  money 
had  never  been  voted  to  maintain  the 
supremacy  of  the  country — that  was  to 
say,  in  the  construction  of  ships,  and,  at 
the  same  time,  for  the  repairing  of 
ships,  and  the  consequence  was  that  one 
Board  had  attended  to  the  construction 
of  ships  and  neglected  repairs,  whilst 
another  Board  of  Admiralty  had  at- 
tended to  repairs  and  neglected  the  con- 
struction of  ships,  and  so  alternately. 
That  seemed  to  him  to  be  a  most  un- 
satisfactory state  of  things.  Notwith- 
standing the  costly  improvements  which 
had  taken  place  in  their  guns  and  ships 
during  the  last  few  years,  the  money 
voted  during  that  period  had  been  very 
much  less  man  the  sum  voted  25  years 
ago;  and,  that  being  so,  the  Effective 
Votes  had  decreased,  whilst  the  Non- 
Effective  Votes  had  considerably  in- 
creased, and  the  difference  between  the 
Effective  and  Non- Effective  Votes  in 
1860  and  the  present  time  was  more 
than  the  cost  of  two  first-class  iron-dads 
—something  like  £1,200,000.  He  would 
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fidence  in  the  administrative  capacity  of 
the  Board  of  Admiralty,  constituted  as 
it  was  at  present.  When  he  said  that, 
he  trusted  that  his  hon.  Friends  who 
were  responsible  to  the  House  for  the 
work  of  the  Admiralty,  and  hon.  and 
right  hon.  G-entlemen  opposite  who  had 
formerly  represented  the  Admiralty, 
would  believe  that  he  did  not  mean,  in 
the  slightest  degree,  to  underrate  their 
merit,  or  the  work  which  they  indivi- 
dually performed.  Unfortunately,  the 
position  of  his  hon.  Friends  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  of  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty  (Sir  Thomas  Brassey), 
and  the  Civil  Lord  (Mr.  Caine),  was  this 
— that  they  were  simply  the  Parliamen- 
tary exponents  of  the  ideas  of  the  per- 
manent officials  of  the  Admiralty,  and 
their  position  at  the  Admiralty  was  that 
of  exponents  of  the  ideas  of  Parliament 
to  the  permanent  officials.  That  alone 
was  the  function  they  were  able  to  per- 
form ;  indeed,  it  was  the  only  function 
which  their  previous  experience  and 
knowledge  would  admit  of  their  per- 
forming. Now,  he  ventured  to  think 
that  if  the  impressions  the  public  were 
forming  on  this  question  were  just — 
if  they  were  founded  in  verity  and  in 
truth — the  public  would  not  long  be 
content  with  the  present  system.  What 
the  public  would  want  to  know  was, 
where  and  who  were  the  brains  of  the 
Admiralty;  and  that  was  a  point,  he 
thought,  on  which  the  public  would  have 
to  search  for  some  considerable  time  be- 
fore they  made  any  very  striking  dis- 
covery. He  need  scarcely  say  that  he 
did  not  allude  to  those  gallant  officers 
on  the  Board  of  Admiralty,  who  served 
a  certain  number  of  years,  first  afloat 
and  then  ashore.  He  heard  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr. 
Bylands)  make  some  disparaging  re- 
ference to  the  appointment  of  gallant 
and  distinguished  naval  officers  to  the 
Dockyards  and  to  the  Board  of  Ad- 
miralty ;  but,  for  his  own  part,  knowing 
what  he  did  about  questions  connected 
with  naval  affairs,  he  considered  that 
the  fact  that  the  Admiralty  obtained, 
from  time  to  time,  the  benefit  of  the 
experience  of  eminent  officers  must  be  of 
vast  advantage  to  the  Public  Service, 
always,  however,  assuming  that  the 
gentlemen  were  chosen  not  only  because 
Uiey  had  served  a  certain  number  of 
years  with  the  flag,  but  because  they 
also  possessed  high  administrative  quali- 

Mr,  Sutherland 


ties.  He  believed,  and  his  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  opposite  (oir  John 
Hay)  would  bear  him  out  in  his  belief, 
that  a  gallant  officer  like  Lord  Nelson 
might  very  likely  have  made  the  very 
worst  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  there 
could  be  conceived.  He  maintained, 
therefore,  that  on  the  Board  of  Admi- 
ralty there  must  be  high  administrative 
capacity.  There  were  two  great  and 
important  Offices  in  the  Board  of  Admi- 
ralty which  required  to  be  filled  by  men 
of  the  greatest  ability  and  experience. 
The  first  Office  was  that  which  had  control 
of  the  construction  of  their  ships,  and,  of 
the  two,  perhaps  that  was  of  the  highest 
importance.  The  other  Office  was  that 
which  had  to  do  with  financial  control, 
an  Office  which,  if  it  had  to  be  made  suc- 
cessful, must  be  filled  by  a  thorough 
man  of  business.  A  proof  of  the  suooess 
of  a  concern  owning  commerdal  vessels 
was  the  fact  that  its  vessels  were  able  to 
pay ;  in  the  case  of  an  Admiralty  own- 
ing not  commercial,  but  war  vessels,  a 
proof  of  success  was  the  maintenanee  of 
a  thoroughly  efficient  Fleet  at  the  smallest 
and  fairest  possible  cost.  They  had 
heard  that  night,  and  on  many  preTions 
occasions,  sufficient  to  show  tiiat,  in 
matters  connected  with  the  cost  of  the 
Fleet,  the  system  which  was  pursued  at 
the  present  moment  by  the  Admiralty 
was  a  most  deplorable  one.  Decidedly 
and  emphatically  he  maintained  that  at 
the  Admiralty  there  was  no  financial 
control  whatever.  Beferenoe  had  been 
made  to  the  Report  made  by  the  Ac- 
countant General  of  the  Navy.  He  (Mr. 
Sutherland)  had  read  that  Beport  with 
care,  and  had  come  to  the  oonclosion 
that  the  Accountant  General  merely  ful- 
filled a  clerical  duty,  and  nothing  beyond 
that ;  he  did  not  inspire  the  business 
control,  but  simply  recorded  facts.  Now, 
in  a  business  like  that  of  the  Admiralty 
they  required  more  than  that.  Having 
regard  to  his  own  experience,  and  to  the 
experience  of  more  than  one  hon.  Gentle- 
man beside  him  connected  with  merchant 
shipping,  he  did  not  hesitate  to  say  that 
the  Admiralty  required  to  have  men,  not 
as  clerks,  not  as  Accountant  G^^ierals, 
not  as  Secretaries,  but  as  officers  holding 
rank  as  Lords  of  the  Admiralty,  thoofffa 
not  with  seats  in  Parliament — men  wno 
should  have  between  them  theoontrol  and 
the  burden  of  the  construction  and  finan- 
cial  management  of  this  great  publie 
concern.    Nothing  else  but  that  would 
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effiBct  the  improvement  which  he  thought 
the  Committee,  or,  at  least,  those  Mem- 
ben  who  had  spoken  during  this  debate, 
generally  demanded.     He  remembered 
Teiy  well  some  slight  experience  that 
he  had  had  of  Admiralty  management 
in  connection  with  the  business  with 
which  he  was  more  or  less  intimately 
concenied.    It  was  at  one  time  the  cus- 
tom for  vessels  engaged  in  the  con- 
Tejance  of    Her    Majesty's    Mails    to 
be    placed,     as     far     as    their     con- 
stniction    and  outfit  went,   under  the 
oontrol   of    the    Admiralty;    and    the 
Bpeoifications    and    the    elaboration  of 
details  had   all  to  be   submitted  and 
a][^>roTed,  and  not  only  approved,  but 
mnn  time  to  time  changed  and  trans- 
formed, in  order  to  satisfy  the  change  of 
mood  of  the  officials  in  the  Admiralty 
Department.      He  spoke  of  a  time  now 
20  years  ago  ;  but  from  what  he  heard 
that  day  he  feared  that  the  spirit  which 
governed  the  inner  working  of  the  pre- 
sent system  to  which  he  alluded  was  not 
very  much  more  business-like,  or  more 
advanced,  than  it  was  formeriy.     Well, 
what  was  to  be  the  result  of  this  dis- 
cnsBi<m?     He  should  have  liked  very 
much  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  or  some  of  his  hon. 
Friends  above  or  below  the  Gangway 
on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the  House,  to 
have  made  some  practical  suggestion  as 
to  what  steps  the  Committee  should  take 
with  regard  to  this  matter.     Probably 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  OardilP 
(Sir  Edward  J.  Beed)  intended,  upon  the 
occasion  when  he  would  be  permitted 
to  propose  the  Motion  of  which  he  had 
given  Notice,  to  show  the  whole  case  in 
its  proper  light.     He  (Mr.  Sutherland) 
asserted  that  when  the  time  came  that 
they  were  able  to  grapple  with  this 
matter  properly,  some  mode  of  improve- 
ment should  be  pointed  out.  He  trusted 
the  discussion  they  had  had  that  night 
would  not  be  forgotten,  and  that,  as  a 
result  of  it,  Her  Majesty's  Gbvernment 
would    agree — he    hoped    they   would 
agree*  willingly ;   but,  if  they  did  not, 
that  they  would  be  forced  to  agree — ^to 
the  appointment  either  of  a  Eoyal  Com- 
mission or  Committee  of  the  House  to 
inquire  into  the  working  of  the  Ad- 
miralty in  order  to  effect  such  improve- 
ments as  might  be  necessary.    He  was 
sore  ^at  both  political  Parties  would 
unite    in    doing  whatever  was  neces- 
sary,  in  this  or  in  any  other  way,  in 


order  to  sustain  the  glory  of  the  British 
Navy. 

Mr.  PULESTON  ventured  to  say  that 
the  oldest  Member  of  the  House  had 
never  heard  so  remarkable  a  debate  as 
they  had  had  that  night;  without  a 
single  exception,  everyone  connected 
with  the  administration  of  the  Ad- 
miralty had  adopted  the  same  tone  and 
the  same  spirit.  Not  the  least  remark- 
able of  all  the  circumstances  connected 
with  the  debate  had  been  the  conversion 
of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bum- 
ley  (Mr.  Rylands).  They  knew  that 
last  year  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  no- 
thing to  say  in  the  way  of  criticism  of 
the  remarks  a  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
North  brook)  made  in  **  another  place" 
upon  naval  affairs,  remarks  which  were 
very  severely  commented  upon  at  the 
time.  He  (Mr.  Puleston)  was  happy  to 
find  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Burnley, 
and  other  hon.  Members,  who  last  Ses- 
sion were  not  prepared  to  say  they  ought 
to  spend  any  more  money  on  the  Navy, 
were  now  disposed  to  agree  to  further 
expenditure  for  the  purpose  of  increas- 
ing their  naval  strength.  Last  year  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Kylands),  like  others 
of  the  school  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  lUingworth), 
thought  that  they  ought  to  spend  less 
than  they  did  on  the  Navy.  It  was 
quite  true,  however,  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Eylands)  had  veiled  his 
remarks  that  night  by  saying  that  he 
would  not  grudge  the  expenditure  of 
millions,  provided  that  the  money  was 
spent  in  the  right  way ;  and  he  went  so 
far  as  to  fully  agree  with  the  late  Mr. 
Cobden,  who  said  that  they  should  spend, 
if  necessary,  £100,000,000  on  the  Navy. 
He  (Mr.  Puleston)  did  not  think  that 
hon.  Members  on  the  Opposition  side  of 
the  House,  even  those,  like  himself,  who 
had  been  accused,  because  they  repre- 
sented Dockyard  constituencies,  of  hold- 
ing rather  extravagant  views  on  the 
question  of  the  Navy — he  did  not  think 
that  any  of  them,  even  in  their  wildest 
dreams,  had  ever  gone  so  far  as  to  pre- 
dict the  necessity  for  so  lavish  an  ex- 
penditure as  the  hon .  Gentlem  an  the  Mem- 
ber for  Burnley  (Mr.  Rylands)  had  said 
might  be  necessary.  He  regretted,  how- 
ever, that  the  hon.  Gentleman  still  held 
the  opinion  that  Her  Majesty's  Dock- 
yards should  be  practically  abolished. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  told  the  Committee 
that  there  were  £7,000,000  of   capital 
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now  standing  in  useless  ships ;  but  how 
many  millions  would  there  be  useless  in 
the  ship  and  Dockyard  property  and 
plant  supposing  the  Dockyards  were  to 
be  abolished  ?  Then  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man illustrated,  from  his  standpoint, 
the  expensive  character  of  the  Dock- 
yards by  saying  that  there  was  a  loss 
upon  Dockyard  work  of  some  20  per 
cent  owing  to  changes  of  plant;  but 
that  was  not  the  fault  of  the  Dockyards. 
He  (Mr.  Puleston)  must  insist  here  that 
night,  as  he  had  insisted  on  previous 
occasions,  that  anyone  giving  a  ship  of 
war,  or  any  other  ship,  to  be  built  by 
contract,  would  give  out  the  specifica- 
tions, and  stipulate  that  the  work  must 
be  completed  within  a  certain  time.  So 
would  the  authorities  of  the  Dockyards, 
if  they  were  allowed  to  do  so.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Burnley  had  answered  his 
own  argument  to  a  very  great  extent. 
The  f  aidt  did  not  lay  in  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Dockyards  proper,  but  in 
the  administration  in  Whitehall.  Every 
string  was  pulled  from  Whitehall ;  and, 
therefore,  if  a  large  ship  was  commenced, 
which  ought  to  be  built  in  two  or  three 
years,  and  the  plans  were  changed  seve- 
ral times,  and  the  ship  occupied  twice 
the  number  of  years  to  build,  and  cost 
twice  the  amount  of  money,  the  fault 
was  clearly  not  that  of  the  Dockyard 
authorities,  but  of  those  who  controlled 
the  construction.  He  could  not  but 
strongly  impress  upon  the  Conmiittee 
once  more  the  utter  fallacy  of  arguing 
from  the  standpoint  of  the  abolition  of 
all  the  Boyal  Dockyards.  His  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Bylands)  had  referred  to 
Mr.  Scott  Bussell  as  a  great  shipbuilder. 
During  the  war  with  Bussia  in  the 
Crimea  two  important  ships,  the  Gib- 
raltar  and  the  Rover,  were  given  to  Mr. 
Scott  Eussell  to  build ;  but  before  they 
were  finished  advantage  was  taken  of 
the  emerfi^ency  by  the  men  to  strike, 
and  the  builder  bad  to  appeal  to  the 
Admiralty  for  assistance,  and  assistance 
was  sent  to  him  from  Deptford  and  else- 
where. Mr.  Scott  Eussell  completed  his 
contract,  and  the  ships  were  taken  to 
Woolwich  and  Chatham  to  be  fitted  out. 
A  similar  contingency  might  occur  again ; 
what  had  once  happened  might  happen 
again.  Such  a  state  of  things  as  oc- 
curred in  the  yard  of  Mr.  Scott  Bussell 
would  not  occur  in  Her  Majesty's  Dock- 
yards. All  the  men  who  were  employed 
in  the  Boyal  Dockyards  felt  their  position 
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was  perfectly  secure ;  and  if  thej  woiked 
to-day  for  lower  wages,  it  was  becaose 
they  felt  they  received  compensation  in 
the  shape  of  the  pensions  which  would 
come  to  them  after  a  certain  length  of 
service.     That  argument  in  itself  ought 
to  be  conclusive  in  favour  of  maintain- 
ing the  Dockyards,  not  merely  for  the 
repair  of  ships,  but  at  their  utmost  ca- 
pacity.    He  was  sure  that  if  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Bylands),  and  those  who 
thought  with  Mm,  had  a  large  capital 
invested,  such  as  the  Government  had, 
in  the  Boyal  Dockyards,  it  would  not 
be  long  before  they  would  have  to  look 
in  the  face  the  contingency  of  the  Bank- 
ruptcy Court  if  they  allowed  their  capital 
to  stand  idle.    He  thought  it  a  fortunate 
thing  for  the  country  that  this  change 
of  feeling  had  come  over  the  House  of 
Commons;  and  he  trusted  they  would 
hear  more  in  favour  of  increasing  the 
utility  of  the  Dockyards  rather  than  the 
disestablishment  of  them.    As  the  Com- 
mittee was  aware,  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Bylands)    referred   to    another  matter 
which  had  often  been  referred  to  during 
the  last  few  years ;  and  he  (Mr.  Pules- 
ton) was  glad  it  was  now  coming,  for 
the  first  time,  from  the  Ministeriid  side 
of  the  House.    This  was  not  a  Party 
question ;  and  he  was  glad  that,  at  all 
events,  that  night  there  had  been  no 
question  of  Party  involved  in  disoassion, 
because,  as  he  had  said  before,  there 
had  been  only  one  universal  chorus  in 
the  one  direction.    A  very  remarkable 
speech  had  been  delivered  by  the  hon. 
Member   for    Perthshire    (Sir    Donald 
Currie),  who  had  given  them  the  benefit 
of  his  experience  during  three  or  four 
months  of  recent  travelling.     Thehoa. 
Gentleman    had    said    that    what   he 
knew  and  could  tell  the  Committee  was 
actually  too  painful  for  him  to  repeat. 
He  had,  however,  told  them  how  eight 
or  nine  guns  of  one  ship  dared  not  be 
fired,  and  he  was  afraid  the  same  thing 
might  be  said  of  the  guns  of  other  ves- 
sels.   Hon.   Gentlemen  like   the   hxm. 
Member  for  Hull  (Mr.  Norwood)  knew 
what  they  were  talking  aboat  when  thej 
spoke  of  converting  merchant  roesoli 
into  cruisers,  and  the  impracticability  of 
converting  such  vessels  into  a  portion  of 
their  first  line  of  defence.    So  far  as  the 
defences  of  the  country  were  concemad, 
so  far  as  the  efficiency  of  the  Navy  was 
concerned,  he  (Mr.  Puleston)  thought 
something  would  be  done  by  the  focre 
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of  public  opinion  which  had  been  so 
thoroughly  represented  on  both  sides  of 
the  Committee  that  night.    In  his  opi- 
nioDy  it  would  be  an  utterly  hopeless 
task  for  a  Committee  of  Inquiry  or  a 
Boyal   Commission   to   reconsider    the 
constitution  of  the  Admiralty.     He  be- 
lieved it  was  out  of  the  question — he 
said  it  with  great  regret — to  expect  any 
reform  whatever  in  the  Board  of  Admi- 
ralty. His  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Eylands's) 
contention  was  that  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  should  have  a  seat  in  the 
House  of  Commons.    Now,  that  matter 
had  been  a  bone  of  contention  for  some 
time.    He  thought  they  would  all  agree 
that  it  was  a  most  imfortunate  thing 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty  (Sir  Thomas  Brassey) 
was  not  himself  the  First  Lord,  because 
it  was  impossible  he  could  exercise  in 
the  House  that  influence  in  his  present 
position  which  he  would  exercise  if  he 
occupied  the  higher   rank.     He  (Mr. 
Puieston)  was  bound  to  speak  of  the 
Rrst  Lord    with   very  great   respect. 
Some  hon.   GFentlemen   had    said  that 
when  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  North- 
brook)  was  in  Egypt  his  absence  was 
sot  noticed.     He  (Mr.  Puieston)  echoed 
that  sentiment,  because  he  had  occasion 
sometimes  to  go  to  the  Admiralty,  and 
he  found  that  the  absence  of  the  noble 
Earl  made  no  difference  whatever.  That 
was  a  Tory  serious  thing  to  say,  and  he 
was  sorry  there  was  no  Cabinet  Minister 
on  the  Treasury  Bench  at  the  present 
moment.     [The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
CHEQrsB  (Mr.  Cheldebs)    entered  the 
House  at  this  point.]    He  thought  that 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  been  pre- 
sent during  the  whole  of  the  discussion 
he  must  have  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  he  had  never  listened  to  a  debate 
that  was  so  unanimously  depreciatory  of 
the  administration  of   the  Admiralty. 
He  (Mr.  Puieston)  confessed  he  never 
heard  such  a  debate  before,  and  he  was 
ooafident  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Burnley   (Mr.  Bylands)  had    not. 
Jast  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  entered  the 
House  he  was  saying  a  word  or  two 
abont  the  First  Lord.    They  knew  what 
the  First  Lord  said  in  **  another  place  " 
last  Session — namely,  that  even  if  he 
had  at  his  disposal  millions  which  he 
did  not  want,  he  would  not  know  what 
to  do  with  them.    Now,  he  (Mr.  Pules- 
tej  aaked  the  Committee  if  they  could 


contemplate  a  more  deplorable  admis- 
sion from  a  person  holding  such  a  re- 
sponsible position  as  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty?  His  hon.  Friend  had  spoken 
of  26,000  tons  being  the  tonnage  for  two 
years  for  all  other  nations,  against 
25,000  of  their  own,  those  figures  refer- 
ring to  war  ships.  He  did  not  remem- 
ber which  two  years  his  hon.  Friend 
mentioned;  but  at  that  time  the  Esti- 
mates for  the  French  Navy  were  only 
half  as  much  as  their  own,  and  the 
French  Navy  was  only  half  as  large  as 
theirs.  But  the  French  Navy  had  pro- 
gressed at  a  much  greater  ratio  of  late, 
while  ours  had  been  practically  standing 
still.  The  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
had  taken  pains  to  tell  the  Committee 
that  the  Admiralty  always  intended  to 
construct  28,000  tons.  He  (Mr.  Puies- 
ton) did  not  know  how  far  that  word 
''always"  extended;  but  they  cer- 
tainly did  not  do  it  until  very  recentiy — 
not  till  after  the  Autumn  Session,  which 
entirely  and  absolutely  reversed  the 
statements  made  by  the  noble  Earl  at 
the  head  of  the  Admiralty  only  a  few 
months  previously.  The  Hepresenta- 
tives  of  the  noble  Earl  in  this  House  were 
obliged  to  actually  reverse  his  statements 
on  the  Navy.  They  did  not  hear  then  of 
26,000  tons ;  and  what  he  (Mr.  Puieston) 
wanted  to  know  was,  if  that  was  the 
tonnage  that  was  to  be  built  before  the 
discussion  of  last  Autumn,  what  addition 
was  it  proposed  to  make  now  under  the 
new  order  of  things?  He  wanted  to 
know  whether  the  **  always "  referred 
to  the  time  preceding  the  discussion 
here  last  Autumn,  when  it  was  supposed 
that  the  House  succeeded  in  impressing 
on  the  Admiralty  the  necessity  for  a 
very  large  enlargement  of  the  Navy, 
for  which  very  little  had  been  done  be- 
fore? It  seemed  that  they  were  now 
going  to  buy  wildly  everything  they 
could,  whether  it  was  efficient  or  other- 
wise, so  long  as  it  had  the  appearance 
of  being  a  ship.  However,  he  was  glad 
to  say  they  were  to  have  other  opportu- 
nities of  discussing  this  matter,  and  he 
hoped  the  first  of  those  opportunities 
would  come  soon ;  for  although  there 
had  been  a  very  remarkable  debate  that 
night,  which  would  be  read  throughout 
the  length  and  breadth  of  the  country, 
and  which  would  be  read  in  other  coun- 
tries besides  their  own,  there  were  still 
many  points  which  required  discussion. 
He  hoped  that  what  had  already  been 
said  would  have  no  ill-effect  upon  the 
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country  at  large.  But  at  all  hazard  the 
truth  should  be  told,  and  the  sooner  the 
weakness  of  the  Navy  was  understood 
the  sooner  would  the  ill- effect  of  disclo- 
sures such  as  tbey  had  had  to-day  be 
overcome. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
he  would  not  detain  the  Committee  very 
long;  but  he  wished,  in  the  first  place,  to 
support  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Puleston) 
iu  the  complaint  he  had  made  as  to 
the  manner  in  which  the  Navy  Esti- 
mates were  treated  by  the  Govern- 
ment. He  had  more  than  once  pro- 
tested against  the  Head  of  this  De- 
partment being  in  the  other  House  of 
Parliament.  It  was  against  the  princi- 
ples laid  down  by  the  Prime  Minister 
during  his  last  Administration ;  but  it 
was  of  apiece,  in  every  respect,  with  the 
singular  manner  in  which  the  Navy  Es- 
timates were  treated  by  the  entire  Cabi- 
net. In  the  discussion  that  night,  for 
instance,  they  had  had  angels'  visits 
from  one  or  two  Members  of  the  Cabi- 
net occasionally  ;  but  for  by  far  the 
greater  part  of  the  time  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty  had  been  left  there  with- 
out the  assistance  of  a  single  responsible 
Minister  of  the  Crown.  Was  it  true 
that  an  order  had  been  issued  for  the 
purchase  of  a  large  number  of  steam 
tugs ;  and  was  it  the  fact  that  they  were 
to  be  bought  because  the  Government 
were  convinced  that  it  would  be  impos- 
sible, owing  to  defective  machinery,  for 
iron-clad  s  to  go  in  and  out  of  action 
without  their  assistance  ?  If  that  were 
the  case,  it  showed  the  existence  of  the 
most  serious  defects  in  the  Administra- 
tive Departments  of  the  country.  With- 
out detaining  the  Committee  any  longer, 
he  should  like  to  have  a  categorical  an- 
swer to  that  question. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  thought 
it  was  worth  while  to  make  one  observa- 
tion, though  he  would  not  go  into  the 
large  questions  which  had  been  raised. 
They  were  now  discussing  the  Vote  for 
Victuals  and  Clothing ;  and  on  that  Vote 
they  had  discussed  the  comparative  size 
of  the  English  and  French  Navies,  the 
condition  of  their  guns,  the  defence  of 
their  coaling  stations,  the  defence  of 
their  commerce,  the  capacity  of  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  the  rights  and 
wrongs  of  having  him  in  the  House  of 
Lords;  and  all  this  had  been  debated 
in  reference  to  the  question  of  victuals 
and  clothing.    It  was  worth  while  to 
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know  how  that  arose ;  it  evidently  arose 
from  the  absurdity  of  the  new  Rules. 
Had  it  been  possible  to  put  a  Resolution 
on  the  Motion  for  the  Speaker  leaving 
the  Chair,  they  might  have  had  all  those 
questions  discussed,  and  then  they  could 
have  been  followed  by  a  Yote  in  Com- 
mittee of    Supply.     Aa  it  was,  there 
would   have  to  be  another  debate  of 
equal  length,  to  be  followed  by  another 
Vote,  when  all  those  questions  could  be 
raised  again  on  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member    for    Cardiff   (Sir  Edward  J. 
Reed).    He  did  not  himself  regret  those 
repeated  and  prolonged  debates.  Every- 
thing which  brought  the  question  before 
the  country,  and  forced  the  attention  of 
the  country  to  the  defective  state  of  the 
Navy,  was  good ;  but  the  fact  that  they 
had  debated  in  that  desultory  fashion 
all  those  important  questions  for  a  whole 
night,   and  that  they  would    have  to 
debate  them  again  in  a  few  weeks'  time, 
did  show  a  great  want  of  managemoit 
on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  ^vem- 
ment.    It  had  been  a  fact  worth  observ- 
ing that  all  the  speaking  that  night  had 
gone  one    way — that  the  Gk>vemment 
had    found    no    defenders    but   those 
who    sat   on   their   own   Bench.     His 
hon.  Friend  (Sir  H.  Drummond  WolflT) 
had  been  very  much  struck  with  the 
novelty  of  this ;  but  it  seemed  to  be  the 
rule  now  in  almost  all  important  con- 
troversies.    On  almost  all  the  important 
debates  they  had  had  on  questions  of 
public  affairs,  every  speaker  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  attacked  the  Govern- 
ment, and  the  Gk)vemment  were  only 
defended  by  Members  of  their  own  body, 
and  seldom,  or  never,  found  anybody 
else  to  say  a  good  word  for  them.   They 
had  even  lost  the  single  defender  they 
had  in  the  General  Gordon  debate— the 
hon.  Member  for  Greenock  (Mr.  Suther- 
land)— who  had  just  uttered  a  tremen- 
dous philippic  on  the  state  of  the  Navy. 
That  hon.    Gentleman    was    the  only 
Member  who  rose  in  the  four  nights' 
debate  on  General  Gordon  to  defend  the 
Government.     His  hon.  Friend,  there- 
fore,  might    have  spared  his   wonder 
at  the  course  the  debate  had  taken  that 
night. 

Mb.  D.  DAYIES  said,  he  thought 
this  was  a  very  serious  matter  indeed. 
The  country  did  not  know  very  much 
about  it.  In  the  old  time  their  Navy 
was  built  of  old  English  or  Welak  oak; 
and  if  a  bullet  went  through  it,  the  hole 
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ooald  be  easily  eaulked  up  again ;  while 
the  timber  of  foreign  nations  tore  up 
and  went  into  splinters.  But  now  aU 
nations  were  similarly  provided.  There 
was  a  sort  of  sameness  in  the  iron-dad 
ereiywhere.  Everyone  could  build  an 
iron-dad  equally  well.  The  foreign 
iron-clads  were  just  as  good  as  their 
iron-dads.  There  was  this  difference, 
also.  In  the  old  time,  if  they  were 
tamed  out  of  the  sea  altogether,  they 
oould  liTe  at  home ;  but  now  they  were 
dependent  on  foreigners  for  their  very 
bread.  If  that  supply  were  stopped 
they  would  be  done  for — they  would 
starve.  He  hoped  the  Government 
woold  take  that  fact  to  heart.  They 
were  then  free  and  happy,  and  their 
Fleet  was  able  to  meet  with  all  others. 
But  now  the  case  seemed  to  be  very  dif- 
ferent. He  would  not  mind  a  bit  of  a 
brash  with  one  of  those  foreign  nations, 
just  to  gain  a  little  experience;  they 
did  not  really  know  what  they  could  do. 
[LaughUr.']  That  was  no  laughing  mat- 
ter at  all.  They  might,  at  any  moment, 
have  a  brush  between  their  iron-dads 
and  those  of  a  foreign  nation.  It  would 
be  a  very  serious  matter  if  four  or  five 
of  their  iron-dads  were  sunk.  Where 
wotdd  be  the  rest  of  their  Navy  then  ? 
At  present  they  were  almost  without  a 
ship.  They  were  buying  some  rotten 
ships,  and  things  that  would  be  of  no 
use  at  all;  and  he  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  take  all  that  to  heart.  He 
did  not  know  whether  they  had  proper 
ships,  or  whether  their  ships  were  what 
they  ought  to  be — ^he  left  that  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cardiff  (Sir  Edward  J. 
Beed)  and  other  Gl-entlemen  who  under- 
stood the  question.  But  he  wished  to 
draw  the  attention  of  the  Government 
to  a  matter  about  which  the  country  was 
very  anxious.  He  did  not  often  intrude 
himself  into  debate ;  but  he  thought 
they  ought  to  have  some  explanation. 

Mb.  HABKIS  said,  he  approached 
the  question  from  the  view  of  their  food 
supplies.  This  country,  he  said,  was  in 
a  position  which  no  other  country  in 
the  world  had  ever  been  placed  in  in 
regard  to  her  supplies.  They  were  not 
producing  much  more  than  one- third 
part  of  their  consumption  of  wheat. 
The  statistics  being  a  consumption  of 
26,000,000  quarters;  whereas,  of  the 
home  growth,  there  was  only  available 
for  food  the  small  quantity  of  9,000,000 
qoarters. 


The  CHATEMAN  here  interposed, 
and  said,  that  the  statistics  of  their  food 
supply  were  beyond  the  scope  of  the 
debate. 

Mb.  DEASY  pointed  out  that  new 
gunboats  could  be  built  in  Cork;  and 
he  wanted  to  know  whether  the  Cork 
shipbuilders  would  have  any  opportunity 
of  tendering  ?  Was  it  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  supply  plans  and 
spedfications  for  the  new  boats  required  ? 

Sib  THOMAS  BRASSEY  said,  he 
thought,  at  that  late  hour  of  the  night, 
hon.  Members  would  scarcely  desire 
that  he  should  attempt  a  full  answer  to 
the  numerous  charges  which  had  been 
brought  against  the  Admiralty.  He 
would,  however,  endeavour  to  take  up 
some  of  the  more  important  points,  and 
to  offer  such  explanations  as  he  could  in 
reference  to  the  matters  which  had  been 
brought  under  discussion.  And,  first,  he 
would  like  to  refer  to  the  observations 
made  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Cardiff  (Sir  Edward  J.  Reed)  with 
reference  to  the  employment  of  mer- 
cantile axixiliaries  for  the  defence  of 
commerce.  His  hon.  Friend  had  raised 
a  question  as  to  the  fighting  power  of 
ships  of  that  character.  The  Admi- 
ralty did  not  rely  upon  mercantile 
auxiliaries  to  cope  with  battle-ships, 
or  regularly  built  ships  of  war;  but 
they  contended — and  they  confidently 
contended — that  for  the  defence  of  com- 
merce those  mercantile  auxiliaries  were 
well  able  to  contend  with  similar  ves- 
sels which  might  be  employed  by  a  hos- 
tile Power  for  the  purpose  of  attack- 
ing and  interrupting  their  commerce. 
They  contended  that  a  wise  policy  had 
been  pursued,  not  only  by  the  present 
Board  of  Admiralty,  but  by  those  who 
had  preceded  them,  in  encouraging  the 
construction  of  vessels  in  the  Mercantile 
Marine  of  a  character  suitable  for  con- 
version, into  cruisers.  They  considered 
that  the  existence  of  such  vessels  in 
such  numbers  in  their  Mercantile  Ma- 
rine formed  one  of  the  great  resources 
of  this  country ;  and  he  could  assure  hon. 
Members  that  those  ships  were  regarded 
with  feelings  of  envy  by  the  Adminis- 
trators of  Foreign  Powers.  Those  who 
had  studied  the  Annual  Reports  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  United  States  Navy 
would  have  observed  the  repeated  allu- 
sions and  expressions  of  admiration 
with  reference  to  the  splendid  fleet 
of  mercantile  cruisers  which  had  been 
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called  into  existence  in  connection  with 
the  British  Navy.    He  would  also  re- 
mind hon.  Memhers  that  large  sums 
were    paid    by    Foreign    Governments 
in  the  form  of  subsidies  to  encourage 
the     construction    and    navigation    of 
ships   of  a  class  such   as  it  was  our 
happy  fortune  to  be  able  to  procure 
in  such  numbers,  and  of  such  efficient 
types,  without  any  expenditure  in  the 
form  of  subsidies.      His  hon.   Friend 
the  Member  for  Cardiff  (Sir  Edward  J. 
Beed),  and  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Westminster  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith),    had    criticized    the    mode    of 
measuring    the    tonnage    which    was 
annually  built  in  the  Dockyards.     His 
hon.  Friend  admitted  that  the  system 
which  he  criticized  was  the  one  which 
was  in  force  when  he  (Sir  Edward  J. 
Heed)  so  ably  took  part  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Navy.     He  (Sir  Thomas 
Brassey)  concurred  with  his  hon.  and 
right  hon.  Friends  as  to  the  unsatis- 
factory   character  of   that    method  of 
measurement;  and  he  would  endeavour 
to  ascertain  whether  it  might  not  be 
possible  that  the  tonnage  built  in  the 
Dockyards  should  be  determined  rather 
by  an  actual  measurement  of  the  work 
done  than  by  a  statement  of  the  money 
which  was  annually  spent.     His  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for   Cardiff  called 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  to  in- 
accuracies which  he  alleged  to  be  found 
in  the  statement  of   cost    for    certain 
ships.     All  that  he  had  to  say  on  that 
point  was  this — that  since  he  had  heard 
the  criticisms  of  his  hon.   Friend  the 
Member  for  Cardiff  he  had  compared 
the  figures  which  that  hon.  Gentleman 
criticized  with  those  which  were  inserted 
in  the  Beturns  which  were  in  use  at  the 
Admiralty,  and  he  found  that  they  cor- 
responded exactly.     Those  figures,  of 
course,  had    been    adopted   upon    the 
authority  of  the  Accountant  General  of 
the  Navy  ;  and  he  could  confidently  say 
that  there  was  no  intention  whatever  to 
make  a  mis-statement  in  the  House  of 
Commons.    His  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Cardiff  spoke  critically  as  to  the 
cost  of  ships,  and  he  instanced  the  case 
of  the  Conqueror,    Well,  he  (Sir  Thomas 
Brassey)  believed  that  the  cost  of  the 
Conqueror — even  the  enhanced  cost  as 
determined  upon  a  more  recent  compu- 
tation by  the  Accountant  General— com- 
pared sJmost  exactly  with  that  of  the 
last  iron-clad  which  was  put  out  to  con- 

8ir  ThomM  Braaey 


tract — he  referred  to  the  Benbow — and 
he  might  say  that  in  former  years,  when 
from  an  independent  standpoint  he  gave 
a  good  deal  of  attention  to  Admiralty 
matters  he  arrived  at  the  conclusion — 
he  was  bound  to  confesp  that  it  was  not 
authoritative — but  he  arrived  at  the  con- 
clusion that,  in  a  general  sense,  the  cost 
of  Dockyard  building  might  be  taken 
as  about  10  per  cent  more  than  the  cost 
of  building  by  contract.    He  had  never 
heard  any  hon.  Member  question  that 
conclusion.     There  could  be  no  doubt 
as  to  the  excellence  of  the  workmanship 
which  was  carried  out  in  the  Dockyards. 
It  might  be  asked  why  should  there 
be  this  difference  of   cost — ^this  great 
difference  of  cost — in  the  case  of  the 
Dockyard  work?    Well,  he  could  give 
one  reason  among  many  others,  and 
that    was  that  it  was  not  possible  in 
Dockyard  work  to  introduce  the  system 
of   piece-work  to  the  same  extent  to 
which  it  was    applied  in    the  private 
shipbuilding  establishments.    The  rea- 
son was  obvious.     They  must  mAintat^n 
their  great  Dockyards  on  the  system 
best  adapted  for  the  purpose  of  meet- 
ing all  the  demands  which  might  occur 
in    connection   with    a    great    Navy. 
There  were  not  only  the   emergencies 
which  would  arise  in  time  of  war,  but 
the  emergencies  which  constantly  aroee 
in  time  of  peace ;  and  in  order  to  deal 
with    those    sudden    demands    it   was 
necessary  at  times  to  take  off  eveiy  man 
from  the  building,  and  put  them  on  to 
the  repairing  of  ships.    That  being  so, 
how  was  it  possible  in  the  case  of  any 
particular  ship  to  carry  out  the  system 
of  construction  by  piece-work  to   the 
same  extent  as  in  establishments  where 
they  were  less  liable  to  those  kinds  of 
interruption?    Then   there  were  other 
reasons,   which  must,   he    thought,  be 
accepted  upon  any  fair  view  of  the  case, 
why  the  general  charges  for  the   ad- 
ministration of  the  Dockyards  should  be 
larger  than  in  the  case  of  private  eetab- 
lishments.    It  was  not  possible  fairly  to 
compare  a  Dockyard  with  an  ordinary 
shipbuilding  yard.     First  of  all,  a  Dock- 
yard required,  and  essentially  required, 
a  somewhat  expensive  superintendence 
for  naval  purposes.     They  must  have 
naval  officers    present  in  thoee  Dock- 
yards, both  to  superintend  on  behalf  of 
the  Admiralty,  and  to  act  as  arbitrators 
between  the  Service  afloat  and  the  pro- 
fessional officers    of   the  yard.     They 
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wanted  advice  at  every  stage,  and  that 
was  an  expensive  feature  which  would 
not  be  present  in  a  mercantile  estab- 
lishment. Then  those  Dockyards  must 
be  laid  out  in  such  a  manner  as 
to  give  them  a  great  power  of  ex- 
pansion in  time  of  war.  The  neces- 
sarj  result  was  that  they  had  widely 
extended  establishments,  large  works, 
and  great  distances  between  the  work- 
shops, and  this  involved  the  cost  of 
transport,  and  the  value  of  the  time 
spent  by  the  men  in  going  to  and  fro. 
Then  they  ought  to  have,  and  must 
have,  an  abundance  of  stores  to  meet 
an  emergency,  and  large  store-houses, 
and  a  large  store-house  staff,  such  as 
was  not  necessary  in  dealing  with  ordi- 
nary mercantile  demands.  He  ought 
not  to  omit  to  mention  that  in  dealing 
with  a  public  business  they  must  have 
considerable  minuteness  of  calculation 
and  record,  for  the  purpose  of  giving 
the  information  to  Parliament  which 
was  so  frequently  called  for.  Hence 
arose  the  necessity  for  a  more  extensive 
accountant's  staff  than  would  be  main- 
tained in  a  private  shipbuilding  estab- 
lishment. Those  were  sufficient  reasons 
why  the  general  charges  in  the  Dock- 
yards should  be  in  excess  of  those  which 
were  borne  under  private  administration. 
Everybody  knew  that  the  item  for  gene- 
ral charges  must  be  larger  in  a  Dock- 
yard than  in  a  private  establishment. 
He  would  endeavour  now  to  deal  with 
the  question  of  delay  in  the  completion 
of  ships.  The  hon.  Member  for  Hull 
(Mr.  Norwood)  had  referred  to  that  sub- 
ject, and  had  mentioned,  what  he  (Sir 
Thomas  Brassey)  was  glad  to  acknow- 
ledge, the  indebtedness  of  the  Admiralty 
to  the  Committee,  of  which  he  was  a 
Member,  for  their  most  useful  inquiry 
and  very  valuable  suggestions.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Hull  had  urged  that 
more  care  should  be  used  in  the  pre- 
paration of  designs  before  beginning  the 
building  of  ships.  The  Admiralty  had 
endeavoured,  as  he  (Sir  Thomas  Brassey) 
had  lately  explained,  to  follow  that  ad- 
vice; and  that  was  the  cause  of  the 
delay,  which  at  the  time  was  much  criti- 
cized, in  putting  out  some  of  the  new 
work  to  contract.  But,  as  he  had  said 
before,  he  believed  the  delay  was  a  wise 
delay,  and  it  was  desirable  that  the  utmost 
care  should  be  iised  in  preparing  the 
defllgos  before  they  commenced  construc- 
tion.   With  reference  to  those  delays,  it 


was  known  to  all  those  who  had  had  expe- 
rience in  the  administration  of  Admiralty 
affairs  that  in  the  initial  stages  the  ships 
in  the  Dockyards  were  built  quickly.  It 
was  in  the  later  stages  that  they  suffered 
from  those  delays,  and  the  cause  of 
those  delays  was  not  far  to  seek.  It 
was  connected  with  constant  changes  in 
armament,  including  the  torpedo  arma- 
ment. No  doubt,  it  would  always  be 
desired  to  improve  and  perfect  the  arma- 
ment of  the  Navy,  and  where  there  was 
no  pressing  need  for  a  ship  there  was  a 
tendency  to  give  way  in  point  of  time, 
in  order  to  secure  even  greater  efficiency. 
He  would  repeat,  what  he  had  already 
stated  on  a  former  occasion,  that  they 
entertained  sanguine  hopes  that  the  gun 
and  torpedo  questions  were  gradually 
settling  themselves.  They  did  not  look 
forward  in  the  near  future  to  the  same 
radical  changes  with  which  they  had 
had  to  deal  recently.  They  were  now 
completing  their  ships  more  rapidly 
than  formerly,  and  were  certainly  doing 
better  than  any  of  their  rivals  abroad. 
In  order  to  show  to  the  Committee  that 
he  did  not  make  that  statement  without 
some  foundation,  he  would  read  a  list  of 
the  ships  which  it  was  proposed  to  com- 
plete within  the  present  financial  year. 
They  would  complete  the  Collingwood, 
the  Leander,  the  Arethusa^  and  the 
Phaton — ships  which  were  laid  down  in 
1880-1.  l^ey  hoped  also  to  complete 
the ImpSrieuse, the  Warspttefthe  Amphion, 
the  Calypso,  and  the  CaUiope,  which  were 
laid  down  in  1881-2.  They  would  com- 
plete the  Mersey f  a  very  highly  protected 
and  fast  cruiser  of  3,520  tons,  laid  down 
in  1883 ;  and  if  that  was  fulfilled,  as 
they  confidently  hoped  would  be  the 
case,  it  would  be  a  performance  which 
he  thought  his  right  hon.  Friend  would 
agree  the  Dockyards  would  be  fairly 
entitled  to  take  credit  for.  They  would 
complete  the  torpedo  and  cruiser  vessels 
Scout,  SurprisSf  a,nd  Alacrity  ;  and  of  ves- 
sels laid  down  so  late  as  1884  and  1885, 
they  would  complete  the  Swallow  and  the 
Curlew,  Those  were  torpedo  vessels  of  a 
very  valuable  type.  The  total  number  of 
vessels  to  be  completed  in  the  present 
financial  year  was  no  less  than  14,  in- 
cluding four  iron-clads,  five  protected 
or  partially  protected  vessels,  two  de- 
spatch vessels,  one  torpedo  cruiser,  and 
tnree  gim- vessels.  They  had  been  criti- 
cized with  reference  to  their  delays,  be- 
cause the  ships  built  for  the  Navy  were 
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preserved  meats,  and  what  steps  had 
heen  taken  to  ascertain  the  quidity  of 
the  meats  ? 

Mr.  PABNELL  said,  he  wished  to 
remind  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
that  his  Colleague  in  the  representation 
of  Cork  had  asked  whether  any  inquiry 
had  been  addressed  to  the  Irish  Ship- 
building Companies  who  were  capable 
of  constructing  such  vessels  as  gun- 
boats. The  hon.  G-entleman  would  re- 
collect that  they  had  had  several  con- 
versations on  the  subject.  He  did  not 
intend  to  go  into  the  question  on  the 
present  occasion,  but  would  merely  re- 
mark that  his  hon.  Friend's  question 
had  probably  been  missed,  and  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  doubtless  be 
able  to  give  a  satisfactory  assurance  on 
the  subject. 

Mr.  PULESTON  said,  he  would 
take  that  opportunity  of  asking  the 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  anything  had 
been  done  with  reference  to  the  engi- 
neers counting  their  extra  time  for  pen- 
sions ?  The  Keport  of  the  Committee 
had  been  under  consideration  since  No- 
vember last.  He  would  also  ask  whe- 
ther in  the  Eeport  any  consideration 
was  given  to  the  application  of  the 
engine-room  artificers,  who  sought  to 
have  the  rank  of  Warrant  Officers  given 
to  them  ? 

Mr.  HAKEIS  said,  that  he  regretted 
that  in  his  previous  remarks  he  had,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  Chairman,  over- 
stepped the  bounds  of  the  debate ;  but 
his  only  object  was  to  show  how  very 
necessary  it  was  for  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  protect  their  food  supplies 
by  keeping  the  Navy  in  a  thorough 
state  of  efficiency,  and  how  lamentable 
the  results  would  be  if,  through  any  in- 
adequacy in  their  line  of  marine  de- 
fence, any  interruption  should  take 
place  in  their  supplies.  He  therefore 
deprecated  all  parsimony  in  this  branch 
of  the  Service. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childers)  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West- 
minster (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  was  quite 
correct  in  the  view  he  had  taken  with 
regard  to  the  placing  of  foreseen  ezpen-  ^ 
diture  on  the  regular  Estimates ;  but  the  | 
expenditure  in  the  case  of  the  1,000 
Seamen  and  Marines  in  Egypt  could 
not  be  estimated  for  when  the  Estimates 
was  prepared. 

Sir  John  Hay 


Mr.  W.  H.  smith  remarked  that 
it  violated  the  principle  on  which  the 
Estimates  had  always  been  framed — 
that  a  certain  number  of  men  which  it 
was  foreseen  would  be  required  should 
not  be  provided  for  in  the  regular  Esti- 
mates. 

Sir  THOMAS  BRASSEY  said,  with 
reference  to  the  question  of  his  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Member 
for  Wig^wn  Burghs  (Sir  John  Hay), 
he  could  assure  him  that,  in  the  case  of 
the  Navy,  the  most  scrupulous  care  was 
used  to  see  that  the  supplies  were  of  the 
best  quality. 

Sir  JOHN  HAY  asked,  if  the  agents 
of  the  Government  were  to  be  present 
to  inspect  the  meat  before  it  was  packed 
in  cases,  or  if  the  inspection  consisted  in 
taking  a  sample  from  the  oases,  and  as- 
sumine  that  the  rest  was  good?  He 
trusted  the  latter  was  not  the  case,  be- 
cause that  test  had  been  found  to  £ul 
on  former  occasions. 

Sir  THOMAS  BRASSEY  said,  he 
must  confess  that  he  could  not  answer 
the  question  of  his  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend ;  but  he  would  take  care  to  pro- 
cure information  on  the  subject,  and 
either  answer  him  in  that  House  or  per- 
sonally. In  reply  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  aty  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell),  he 
might  say  that  they  were  about  to  invite 
tenders  for  smaller  vessels,  and  there 
would  then  be  an  opportunity  for  the 
shipbuilders  in  Ireland  to  tender  for  the 
construction  of  those  ships.  With  re- 
ference to  the  inquiry  of  tne  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Devonport  (Mr.  Puleston),  the 
subject  he  had  referred  to  had  been 
considered  ;  and  the  change  proposed 
was  that  every  two  years  of  junior 
time  in  the  case  of  engineers  would 
count  as  one  year  of  senior  time.  These 
proposed  concessions  were  even  more 
liberal  than  those  demanded  by  the 
engineers  themselves. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*That  a  Bom,  not  exceeding  £194,900,  be 
granted  to  Uer  Majeety,  to  defray  the  Expenaee 
of  the  Admiralty  Office,  which  will  come  in 
course  of  payment  doting  the  year  ending  on 
the  3l8t  day  of  March  1886/* 

Besolution  to  be  reported  To-wunrow. 

Committee  also  report  Progress;  to 
sit  again  upon  Wedneeiay. 
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and  instances  of  that  kind  must  neces- 
lariljr  occur  from  time  to  time  in  a  g^at 
Service.    The  incident  of  the  Monarch 
had  heen  mentioned  in  connection  with 
the  deterioration    of   boilers;    but   he 
could  assure  hie  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  that  the  accident  did  not  occur 
from  any  defect  in  her  boilers.     With 
reference  to    the  endurance  of  boilers 
generally,  he  confidently  belieyed  that 
under  the  improred  system  of  boiler 
management  introduced  into  the  Navy 
they  might  look  in  future  for  a  much 
longer  endurance  of  the  boilers  of  Her 
Majesty's  ships.  He  did  not  see  why  they 
should  not  attain  to  the  same  success  in 
that  respect  as  in  the  Mercantile  Marine. 
He  was  in  conversation  lately  with  the 
managing  owner  of  the  White  Star  Line, 
which  was  celebrated  for  the  speed  and 
regularity  of  its  ships ;  and  he  was  sur- 
prised to  find  that  after  11  years  the 
older  vessels  maintained  the  same  speed 
as  the  new  vessels  of  that  Line,  and 
none  of  them  had  been  re-boilered.    He 
hoped  they  might  soon  obtain  the  same 
result.     The  hon.  Member  for  Perth- 
shire (Sir   Donald  Currie)  referred  to 
some  circumstances  which  might  seem 
somewhat  difficult  of  explanation,  with 
reference  to    the  suspended  use  of  a 
gun  on  one  of  Her  Majesty's  ships. 
After  a  gun  had  burst  on  board  the 
Daring  it  was  ordered  that  the  similar 
guns  supplied  to  the  Dryad  should  not 
be  again  used  for  exercise.    The  hon. 
Member  for  Greenock  (Mr.  Sutherland) 
had  been   rather  severe   in  his   criti- 
cisms of  the  Admiralty.    The  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  referred  disparagingly  to  the 
merchant  auxiliaries ;  but  he  was  greatly 
mistaken  in  supposing  that  they  took 
up  those  vessels  because  they  had  no 
vessels  in  the  British  Navy  capable  of 
rendering  valuable  protection  to  the  com- 
merce of  the  country.    He  would  re- 
mind the  hon.  Member  that  there  had 
been  ordered  in  the  last  five  years  four 
ships  of  the  Leander  type  capable  of 
steaming    17  knots,   four  ships  of  the 
Jfersep  type  of  the  same  high  speed — 
the  Calliope^  the   Calypto  corvette,  two 
SeouU,  and  two  despatch  vessels  of  17 
knots.     Some  of  those  were  ready,  and 
wreral   others  would   very  shortly  be 
ready  for   the  protection    of  the   com- 
merce of  the  country.    He  would  fur- 
ther remind  the  Committee  that  of  late 
years  the  speed  of  all  their  iron-clads 


had  been  raised  to  16  knots,  and  in 
many  cases  even  to  a  higher  speed.  He 
thought  he  had  now  gone  through  the 
main  points  that  had  been  put  forward ; 
and  if  he  had  not  alluded  to  the  large 
expenditure  of  a  special  character  that 
had  taken  place  it  was  because  the  pre- 
sentation  of  the  Vote  of  Credit  would 
perhaps  offer  a  more  suitable  oppor- 
tunity  to  the  Committee  for  discussing 
what  had  been  done.  All  that  remained 
for  him  to  do  was  to  ask  the  Committee 
to  accept  the  assurance  on  the  part  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  that  they 
had  takoi  all  the  steps  which  they  con- 
sidered necessary  in  the  interest  of  the 
Navy;  and  perhaps  he  should  not  be 
thought  indiscreet  in  saying  that  the 
more  they  tested  the  resources  of  the 
country  in  cases  of  emergency  the  more 
confident  they  felt  in  l£eir  ability  to 
meet  all  the  demands  that  might  be 
made  upon  the  Navy.  Having  now  en- 
deavoured to  offer  such  explanations  as 
had  been  called  for,  he  trusted  there 
might  now  be  no  further  opposition  to 
the  Vote. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  believed 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  would  confirm  him  in 
saying  that  provision  ought  to  be  made 
in  the  Estimates  of  the  year  for  pay 
and  expenses  of  the  Service  which  was 
foreseen.  There  was  a  note  in  this  Es- 
timate to  the  effect  that  1,000  men,  Ma- 
rines and  Seamen,  would  be  borne  on 
the  Yotes  for  service  in  Egypt,  and  for 
which  a  separate  Estimate  would  be  pre- 
sented to  Parliament.  That  he  believed 
was  an  entirely  new  practice ;  and  with- 
out detaining  the  Committee  on  an  im- 
portant question  of  procedure  at  that 
time,  he  wished  to  record  his  protest 
against  it,  and  to  remark  that  when 
they  came  to  discuss  the  Vote  of  Credit 
it  would  be  necessary  to  raise  the  ques- 
tion as  to  the  way  in  which  the  Estimate 
was  made  up. 

Sir  JOHN  HAY  said,  the  Committee 
would  be  glad  to  receive  information  as 
to  the  contracts  that  were  being  entered 
into  for  provisions  at  Chicago  and  other 
places.  Remembering  what  had  taken 
place  during  the  Crimean  War,  as  re- 
garded the  Goldner  preserved  meat 
contract,  he  would  ask  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  to  in- 
form the  Committee  what  was  the 
nature  of  the  contracts  entered  into  for 
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preserved  meats,  and  what  steps  had] 
been  taken  to  ascertain  the  quidity  of 
the  meats  ? 

Mr.  PABNELL  said,  lie  wished  to 
remind  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
that  his  Colleague  in  the  representation 
of  Cork  had  asked  whether  any  inquiry 
had  been  addressed  to  the  Irish  Ship- 
building Companies  who  were  capable 
of  constructing  such  vessels  as  gun- 
boats. The  hon.  Gentleman  would  re- 
collect that  they  had  had  several  con- 
versations on  the  subject.  He  did  not 
intend  to  go  into  the  question  on  the 
present  occasion,  but  would  merely  re- 
mark that  his  hon.  Friend's  question 
had  probably  been  missed,  and  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  doubtless  be 
able  to  give  a  satisfactory  assurance  on 
the  subject. 

Mb.  PULESTON  said,  he  would 
take  that  opportunity  of  asking  the 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  anything  had 
been  done  with  reference  to  the  engi- 
neers counting  their  extra  time  for  pen- 
sions ?  The  Report  of  the  Committee 
had  been  under  consideration  since  No- 
vember last.  He  would  also  ask  whe- 
ther in  the  Heport  any  consideration 
was  given  to  the  appHcation  of  the 
engine-room  artificers,  who  sought  to 
have  the  rank  of  Warrant  Officers  given 
to  them  ? 

Mr.  HAEEIS  said,  that  he  regretted 
that  in  his  previous  remarks  he  had,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  Chairman,  over- 
stepped the  bounds  of  the  debate ;  but 
his  only  object  was  to  show  how  very 
necessary  it  was  for  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  protect  their  food  supplies 
by  keeping  the  Navy  in  a  thorough 
state  of  efficiency,  and  how  lamentable 
the  results  would  be  if,  through  any  in- 
adequacy in  their  line  of  marine  de- 
fence, any  interruption  should  take 
place  in  their  supplies.  He  therefore 
deprecated  all  parsimony  in  this  branch 
of  the  Service 

Thb  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childers)  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West- 
minster (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  was  quite 
correct  in  the  view  he  had  taken  with ' 
regard  to  the  placing  of  foreseen  ezpen- 1 
diture  on  the  regular  Estimates ;  but  the  \ 
expenditure  in  the  case  of  the   1,000 
Seamen  and   Marines   in  Egypt  could 
not  be  estimated  for  when  the  Estimates 
was  prepared. 

Sir  John  Hay 


Mr.  W.  H.  smith  remarked  that 
it  violated  the  principle  on  which  the 
Estimates  had  always  been  framed — 
that  a  certain  number  of  men  which  it 
was  foreseen  would  be  required  should 
not  be  provided  for  in  the  regular  Esti- 
mates. 

Sir  THOMAS  BRASSEY  said,  with 
reference  to  the  question  of  his  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Member 
for  Wigtown  Burghs  (Sir  John  Hay), 
he  could  assure  him  that,  in  the  case  of 
the  Navy,  the  most  scrupulous  care  was 
used  to  see  that  the  supplies  were  of  the 
best  quality. 

Sir  JOHN  HAY  asked,  if  the  agents 
of  the  Government  were  to  be  present 
to  inspect  the  meat  before  it  wasx>aoked 
in  cases,  or  if  the  inspection  consisted  in 
taking  a  sample  from  the  oases,  and  as- 
sumine  that  the  rest  was  good  ?  He 
trusted  the  latter  was  not  the  case,  be- 
cause that  test  had  been  found  to  fail 
on  former  occasions. 

Sir  THOMAS  BRASSEY  said,  he 
must  confess  that  he  could  not  answer 
the  question  of  his  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend ;  but  he  would  take  care  to  pro- 
cure information  on  the  subject,  and 
either  answer  him  in  that  House  or  per- 
sonally. In  reply  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell),  he 
might  say  that  they  were  about  to  invite 
tenders  for  smaller  vessels,  and  there 
would  then  be  an  opportunity  for  the 
shipbuilders  in  Ireland  to  tender  for  the 
construction  of  those  ships.  WiUi  re- 
ference to  the  inquiry  of  tne  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Devonport  (Mr.  Puleston),  the 
subject  he  had  referred  to  bad  beea 
considered  ;  and  the  change  proposed 
was  that  every  two  years  of  junior 
time  in  the  case  of  engineers  would 
count  as  one  year  of  senior  time.  These 
proposed  concessions  were  even  more 
liberal  than  those  demanded  by  the 
engineers  themselves. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed^ 

'*That  a  sam,  not  exceeding  £194,300,  be 
granted  to  Uer  Majeety,  to  defray  the  Expenees 
of  the  Admiralty  Office,  which  will  oome  in 
course  of  payment  daring  the  year  ending  oa 
the  Slst  day  of  March  1886.*' 

Besolution  to  be  reported  To-wwrro^, 

Committee  also  report  Progress;  to 
sit  again  upon  Wedneeday, 
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SCHOOL  BOARD  ELECTIONS  (VOTING). 

VOMIKATIOir  OF  SELECT  OOMHITTEB. 

8nt  JOHN  LUBBOCK  said,  he  wished 
to  move  the  Motion  standing  in  his 
name  for  the  nomination  of  the  Select 
Committee  on  Voting  at  School  Board 
Elections.  The  name  of  Mr.  O'Connor 
Power  was  a  misprint  for  the  name  of 
Mr.  J.  O'Connor. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Select  Committee  on  School 
Board  Elections  (Voting)  be  nomi- 
nated."— {8ir  John  LuhhocL) 

Mb.  DILLWYN  said,  he  thought  this 
subject  ought  to  be  carefully  considered 
before  the  Resolution  was  agreed  to,  and 
he  did  not  think  that  full  consideration 
could  be  given  to  it  on  the  present  oc- 
casion, as  there  was  not  a  full  House. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''  That 
the  Committee  do  consist  of  Twenty- 
one  Members," — {8%r  John  Luhhockj)— 
put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mb.  DILLWYN :  I  beg  to  move, 
*^  That  the  Committee  do  consist  of  22 
Members." 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  put  the  Question 
to  the  House,  and  no  negative  voice  was 
raited  against  the  number  21. 

Committee  nominated  of, — Mr.  Courtitet,  Mr. 
CvBiTT,  Mr.  Illimoworth,  Yiscount  Folkbs- 
Toirm,  Mr.  Mundilla,  Lord  George  Hamilton, 
Mr.  Noel,  Mr.  Houldsworth,  Mr.  Ltvlph 
Staki^st,  Mr.  Ritchie,  Mr.  Picton,  Mr. 
Cochran-Patrick,  Mr.  Samuel  Smith,  Mr. 
BiooAR,  Mr.  BLENirERHAStBTT,  Mr.  Arthur 
Balfour,  Mr.  Johk  0*Conkor,  Mr.  William 
Edward  Forstbr,  Sir  Herbert  Maxwell, 
Yieooimt  Crichtok,  and  Sir  John  Lubbock. 

Mb.  DILLWYN :  I  wish  to  move  to 
make  an  addition. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Does  the  hon. 
Member  wish  to  move  the  addition  of 
another  name? 

Mb.  DILLWYN :  Yes ;  the  name  of 
Mr.  John  Morley. 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
must  fi^ye  Notice. 

Mb.  DILLWYN :  Then  I  give  Notice 
that  I  will  move  to  add  the  name  of  Mr. 
J<^m  Morlej. 


Motion  made,   and  Question,  "  That 
the  Oommittee  have  power  to  send  for 

Eersons,  papers,  and  records;  Five  to 
e  the  quorum,''  put,  and  agreed  to. 

MUNICIPAL  COBPOBATIONS   (QUABTEB 

SESSION  boroughs)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Dodds,  Bill  to  repeal  cer. 
tain  provisions  relating  to  Quarter  Session 
Boroughs  of  **The  Municipal  Corporations 
Act,  1882,"  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
DoDDS,  Mr.  John  Bbiout,  Mr.  Babbak,  and 
Mr.  Jackson. 
Biiilpresentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  133.] 

BEGISTBATION  OF  VOTERS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  The  Lord  Adyocate,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  regulating  the  Registration  of 
Voters ;  and  for  oi£er  purposes  relating  thereto, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  The  Lord  Adyocatb 
and  Mr.  Solicitor  General  for  Scotland. 
Wmipreeentedt  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  182.] 

House  adjourned  at  half  after 

One  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 
Tuesday^  2Ut  April,  1885. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— JVri^  Reading— 

Friendly  Societies  Act  (1876)  Amendment* 

(77). 
Second  Reading — Local  Gk>yemment  Provisional 

Orders •[66] ;  Local  Gk>yemment Provisional 

Orders  (Poor  Law)  ♦  (67). 
Committee —Infants  (46-  78] . 
Report — Solicitors  (!uelana)  *  (63). 

EGYPTIAN  LOAN  BILL. 
CENTRAL  ASIA  —  RUSSIA  AND  AF- 
GHANISTAN—ATTACK OF  THE  RUS- 
SIANS  ON  THE  AFGHANS  AT  AK 
TEPE— DESPATCHES  OP  SIR  PETER 
LUMSDEN. 

QUESTIONS.       OBBBRVATIOKS. 

The  Eabl  of  CAENARVON  :  My 
Lords,  seeing  the  noble  Lord  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  in  his 
place,  I  will  ask  him  two  (Questions  of 
which  I  have  giyen  him  private  Notice. 
The  first  relates  to  the  Egyptian  Loan 
Bill,  which  stands  for  second  reading 
to-night.  The  noble  Earl  and  the  House 
must  be  aware  that  this  Bill  has  not  yet 
been  printed,  and,  of  course,  has  not 
been  read.  Under  these  circumstances, 
I  cannot  but  doubt  that  the  noble  Earl 
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will  consent  to  put  it  ofif  to  a  future  day. 
I  think  the  noole  Earl  has  suggested 
Thursday  next  for  taking  the  second 
reading ;  but  I  would  point  out  that 
Thursday  next  is  not  altogether  a  very 
conyenient  day,  because  on  that  day  the 
Colonial  Secretary  proposes  to  move  the 
second  reading  of  a  Bill  dealing  with 
the  Australasian  Confederation,  which 
may  possibly  raise  some  discussion.  I 
hope  the  noble  Earl  will  consent  to  fix 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  a  little 
later.  Having  said  that,  I  wish  to  ask 
another  Question,  and  it  is  this — Whe- 
ther the  noble  Earl  will  consent  to  lay 
on  the  Table  either  the  despatch  of  Sir 
Peter  Lumsden  or  the  substance  of  it  ? 
I  ask  the  Question  for  two  or  three 
reasons — first  of  all,  because  the  Eus- 
sian  account  of  this  matter  has  now 
been  before  the  world  a  great  many 
days.  It  has  been  published  and  freely 
commented  upon,  not  only  in  the  Eng- 
lish Press,  but  in  that  of  Europe,  and 
has,  no  doubt,  having  received  no  con- 
tradiction or  qualification,  exercised  a 
certain  influence.  Secondly,  there  is 
this  further  reason — that  Her  Majesty's 
G-ovemment  have  as  good  as  admitted 
that  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  does  contradict, 
in  fact,  the  statement  made  by  the  Bus- 
sian  G-eneral;  and,   thirdly,  there  ap- 

Sears  in  one  of  the  morning  papers  to- 
ay  a  very  clear  and  detail^  statement 
telegraphed  from  Tirpul,  which  not  only 
contradicts  the  Hussian  account,  but 
which  purports  substantially  to  confirm 
the  account  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  is  sup- 
posed to  have  sent.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, I  feel  quite  sure  that  no  one 
can  be  a  gainer  by  the  withholding  of 
this  despatch — neither  Her  Majesty's 
Government  nor  the  country  at  large, 
nor  even  the  Eussian  Government  itself, 
when  we  are  in  this  state  of  doubt.  I 
would,  therefore,  very  strongly  urge  on 
the  noble  Earl  that  he  should  comply 
with  that  which  is  imdoubtedly  the 
wish  of  the  very  large  majority  of  this 
House. 

Eakl  GEANVILLE  :  My  Lords,  in 
answer  to  the  first  Question  put  to  me 
by  the  noble  Earl,  I  have  to  state  that  I 
think  it  would  be  more  desirable  that 
the  Egyptian  Loan  Bill  should  be  ta^en 
without  delay.  I  should  very  much  re- 
gret that  there  should  be  any  delay  on 
our  part.  The  noble  Earl  stated  that 
the  Bill  has  not  been  printed.  It  is  in 
my  hands  now ;  but  I  have  a  very  strong 

The  Earl  of  Carnarvon 


notion,  derived  from  the  interest  recently 
shown  by  the  noble  Earl  in  politics, 
that  the  noble  Earl  would  have  been 
able  to  proceed  with  the  Bill  at  five 
minutes'  notice.  Still,  I  feel  it  more 
respectful  to  him  and  to  your  Lordships, 
the  request  having  been  made,  to  post- 
pone the  second  reading  till  Thursday. 
In  the  meantime  I  wSl  communicate 
with  my  noble  Friend  the  Colonial  Se- 
cretary, and  ascertain  from  him  whether 
there  is  any  reason  why  the  two  Bills 
should  not  be  proceeded  with  on  the 
same  night.  At  any  rate,  I  will  fix  the 
Loan  Bill  for  Thursday.  The  noble 
Earl  also  made  another  very  reasonable 
request  with  respect  to  the  unfortunate 
events  that  have  taken  place  at  Ak 
Tepe.  I  stated  the  other  day  that  we 
had  not  received  a  despatch  from  Sir 
Peter  Lumsden,  though  we  expected  one 
in  answer  to  Uie  categorical  queations 
we  put  to  him.  I  have  now  to  say  that 
a  telegraphic  message  has  been  received 
this  day,  and  I  sent  it  to  the  Russian 
Ambassador  toon  after  it  arrived.  I 
propose  to  lay  it  on  the  Table  of  your 
Loidships'  House,  and  I  hope  it  will 
be  in  your  Lordships'  hands  immedi- 
ately.   

The  Eabl  of  HAEEOWBT:  Can 
the  noble  Earl  state  how  long  that  mes- 
sage from  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  took  in 
transmission  ?  The  matter  of  time  is  of 
great  interest  to  us. 

Earl  GEANVILLE:  I  regret  that  I 
am  not  able  to  state  without  Notice  what 
time  is  required  for  the  transmission  of 
messages  from  Afghan  territory  to  St. 
Petersburg  or  to  England. 

LoBD  ELLENBGEOUGH :  Does  the 
noble  Earl  know  whether  there  is  any 
truth  in  the  announcement  published  in 
the  newspapers,  or  will  he  inquire  whe- 
ther it  is  a  fact,  that  the  Eussians  are 
making  a  military  road  by  means  of 
forced  labour  from  Sarakhs  to  Herat  ? 

[No  reply.] 

NAVAL  AND  MILITAKY  OPERATIONS, 

1885-6    (VOTE    OF    CREDIT). 

MIKISTBRIAL  STATBMSNT. 

Eabl  GEANVILLE:  My  Lorda,  I 
stated  the  other  day  that  I  proposed 
shortly  to  make  a  statement  as  to  the 
basis  of  a  Vote— a  considerable  Vote — 
of  mone^  which  is  either  being  asked 
for  at  this  moment  *'  elsewhere,*^  or  will 
be  asked  for  in  the  course  of  Uie  evea* 
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ing.  In  aooordanoe  with  the  under- 
standing that  Her  Majesty's  Q-oTernmBnt 
haye  carefully  considered  our  military 
position^  not  with  reference  alone  to  the 
Soudan,  but  to  the  general  condition  of 
public  afiBairs,  and  to  all  the  probable 
demands  upon  the  military  resources  of 
the  Empire,  we  have  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  it  is  necessary  to  hold  all 
these  resources,  including  the  Forces  in 
the  Soudan,  as  far  as  possible  available 
ibr  service  wherever  they  may  be  re- 
quired. Under  these  circumstcuaoes,  the 
Yote  does  not  include  any  provision  of 
money  for  further  offensive  operations 
in  the  Soudan,  or  for  military  prepara- 
tions with  a  view  to  an  early  advance  on 
Khartoum.  It  does,  however,  include 
items  having  reference  to  such  contracts 
or  undertakings  as,  being  already  oon- 
nderably  advanced,  could  not  be  stopped 
with  any  appreciable  advantage,  and,  at 
the  same  time,  do  not  involve  any  ne- 
oesaity  for  hostile  action.  It  provides 
fiir  river  steamboats  which  have  already 
been  contracted  for,  and  for  the.  comple- 
tion of  the  Wady  Haifa  Kailway,  to- 
wards which  extensive  preparations  have 
already  been  made,  and  which  will  have 
advantage  altogether  apart  from  mili- 
tary necessities.  As  to  ulterior  steps  we 
reserve  our  entire  liberty  of  action,  sub- 
ject to  the  approval  of  Parliament.  I 
may  here  add  that  this  does  not  imply 
any  diange  of  view  or  intention  as  to 
the  defence  of  Egypt  and  of  its  Frontier. 
My  purpose  is  simply  to  explain  the 
baisis  of  the  Vote.  With  regard  to  the 
Suakin  Bailway,  it  was  projected  and 
commenced  as  a  military  work  in  support 
of  the  Nile  Army.  With  the  cessation 
of  active  operations  on  the  Nile  any  con- 
siderable extension  of  this  railway  will 
be  suspended ;  but  until  some  other  per- 
manent arrangement  can  be  made  it 
will  be  necessary  to  hold  the  Port  of 
Suakin  with  British  or  Indian  troops. 
The  experience  of  last  summer,  how- 
ever, proves  that  in  order  to  hold  Suakin 
for  any  useful  purpose,  and,  indeed,  to 
hold  it  without  undue  exposure  and  risk 
to  the  g^arrison,  it  may  be  necessary  also 
to  occupy  one  or  more  positions  in  its 
neighbourhood.  The  Military  Authori- 
ties will  be  consulted  as  to  the  positions 
whidL  it  may  be  considered  necessary  to 
occupy,  and  as  to  the  points  up  to  which, 
on  the  ground  above  stated,  the  railway 
dioold  be  advanced.  It  is  proposed  to 
oomplete  the  Suakin  Bailway  up  to  the 


point  which  may  be  determined  to  be 
best  for  the  security  of  the  garrison, 
and  while  this  is  being  done  to  consider 
our  future  course  as  to  any  prosecution 
of  this  railway  beyond  that  point.  We 
consider  that  if  the  Nile  Eailway  is  an 
advantageous  work  for  general  purposes, 
the  prosecution  of  it  need  not  be  discon- 
tinued, as  it  does  not  involve  any  ques- 
tion of  hostilities.  The  addition  to  our 
resources  which  will  be  effected  by  hold- 
ing the  Soudan  Forces  available  for  ser- 
vice elsewhere  is  an  addition  quite  in- 
dependent of  the  demands  which  have 
recently  been  made  upon  us  by  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  for  large  reinforce- 
ments. Those  demands  will  be  entirely 
met  by  provision  at  home,  leaving  the 
Force  released  in  Egypt  and  the  Soudan 
as  an  additional  reserve  for  employment 
in  India  or  elsewhere.  In  fact,  we  are 
providing  for  (1)  what  the  Indian  Go- 
vernment has  already  asked  for;  (2) 
for  the  mobilization  at  home  of  a  Force 
which,  with  that  released  in  Egypt  and 
the  Soudan,  will  constitute  a  complete 
Army  Corps;  (3)  for  guns  and  sub- 
marine mining  defences,  in  addition  to 
and  in  aid  of  the  naval  preparations.  The 
Yote  asked  for  amounts  to  £11,000,000. 
The  amount  wanted  for  the  Soudan  is 
£4,500,000,  and  for  special  preparations 
other  tiian  such  as  are  connected  with 
the  Soudan  we  ask  for  £6,500,000.  Our 
strong  desire  is  to  remain  on  friendly  re- 
lations with  all  Foreign  Powers,  and 
this  increase  of  our  military  and  naval 
means  will  not  affect  our  wish  to  settle 
any  differences  between  us  and  other 
countries  in  a  peaceful  manner  honour- 
able to  all  parties  concerned. 

Viscount  CEANBROOK  :  My  Lords, 
the  grave  announcement  just  made  by 
the  noble  Earl  is  one  which  has  carried 
the  knowledge  of  the  House  a  great 
deal  further  than  it  has  been  carried 
heretofore ;  but  we  are  still  kept  in  ig- 
norance of  the  state  of  affairs  in  India, 
and  also  with  respect  to  the  question 
which  has  been  so  lately  paramount  in 
this  country — namely,  what  is  being 
done  in  the  Soudan.  At  present,  as  far 
as  I  understand  the  noble  Earl,  that 
question  is  left  in  abeyance.  The  noble 
Earl  has  made  a  very  careful  statement, 
and  I  presume  that  every  word  of  it 
has  been  carefully  weighed ;  and  I  un- 
derstand from  his  statement  that  we 
may  still  look  forward  to  an  Expedition 
to  Khartoum  at  a  period  not  yet  decided 
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upon.  The  noble  Earl  has  left  us,  at  all 
events,  with  the  impression  that  the  war 
operations  in  the  Soudan  may  have  to 
be  resumed.  That  is  a  very  serious 
question,  and  we  have  heard  no  new 
statement  as  to  the  objects  or  the  inten- 
tions of  the  G-overnment,  beeauBe  the 
noble  Earl  limited  his  observations  as  to 
the  intentions  of  the  Government  to  the 
statement  that  they  adhered  to  the  pre- 
vious pledges  given  by  them  with  refer- 
ence to  the  defence  of  the  Frontiers  of 
Egypt.  But  the  question  of  the  Fron- 
tiers of  Egypt  is  a  very  large  and  wide 
one,  and  one  which  I  understand  is  not 
wholly  decided  upon  by  the  G-ovemment 
themselves,  and  it  certainly  is  not  one 
as  to  which  there  can  be  any  general 
agreement  on  the  part  of  the  (Govern- 
ment. It  seems  to  me,  therefore,  that 
the  G-ovemment  ask  us  to  hold  the  sword 
over  a  g^eat  district  in  Egypt  without 
telling  us  what  use  they  are  going  to 
put  their  operations  to,  and  we  do  not 
know  when  we  are  going  to  withdraw 
our  troops  from  the  Soudan.  As  I  un- 
derstand the  noble  Earl,  it  is  not  in- 
tended to  withdraw  those  troops  at  once, 
and  to  bring  them  home ;  but  they  are 
to  remain  in  Egypt  as  a  reserve  in  case 
of  necessity.  It  appears,  therefore,  that 
we  are  keeping  a  large  Army  in  the 
Soudan  without  knowing  what  the  in- 
tentions of  the  Government  are  with 
respect  to  that  country.  That  is  a 
matter,  I  think,  upon  which  those  who 
have  not  any  confidence  in  the  past  or 
present  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment may  at  least  request  farther  infor- 
mation. With  respect  to  the  other  great 
question,  the  noble  Earl  has  promised 
tnat  we  shall  be  placed  in  possession  of 
the  despatches  of  Sir  Peter  Lumsden,  in 
order  that  we  may  know  what  the  Eng- 
lish officers  say  of  the  untoward  event 
which  has  taken  place  in  Afghanistan, 
for,  according  to  ail  the  maps,  I  believe 
the  event  did  take  place  in  Afghanistan, 
and  not  in  territory  belonging  to  Russia. 
But  I  can  understand  that  the  Govern- 
ment may  wish  at  this  moment  to  have 
their  hands  free,  and  not  to  be  ques- 
tioned too  closely  about  the  negotiations 
with  the  Russian  Government.  With 
respect  to  those  matters,  therefore,  I 
shall  be  silent ;  but  I  cannot  be  silent 
about  the  Soudan.  There  has  been  a 
terrible  slaughter  in  the  Soudan  of  thou- 
sands of  Arabs,  and  I  want  to  know  for 
what  purpose  that  has  been  done,  and 
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what  are  the  intentions  of  the  Govern- 
ment with  regard  to  that  country  ? 

The  Diike  of  ARGYLL :  My  Lords, 
it  is  quite  impossible  to  have  listened  to 
the  words — the  calculated  and  carefully 
prepared  words — of  my  noble  Friend 
the  Foreign  Secretary,  without  feeling 
that  we  are  in  the  presence  of  a  very 
grave  conjuncture  of  public  affairs.  I 
have  hitherto  taken  no  part  in  the  dis- 
cussions in  this  House  on  the  Eg^tian 
question ;  but  I  cannot  help  now  express- 
ing a  very  warm  opinion  that,  except  on 
the  groimd  of  public  necessity  and  mili- 
tary necessity,  with  reference  to  the  posi- 
tion of  this  country  in  other  parts  of  the 
world,  it  would  be  a  great  and  terrible 
mistake  to  go  back  from  the  policy  an- 
nounced by  the  Prime  Minister  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  on  February 
19.  That  announcement  was  made  after 
the  fall  of  Khartoum ;  it  was  made  after 
it  was  known  that  we  could  no  longer 
hope  to  rescue  that  extraordinary  and 
gallant  man,  whose  memory  will  remain 
for  ever  in  the  history  of  this  country. 
It  was  a  deliberate  announcement  on  the 
part  of  the  Prime  Minister  that  the  Go- 
vernment, after  full  consideration  of  the 
circumstances  in  which  they  were  then 
placed,  knowing  that  General  Gt>rdon*8 
life  had  been  lost,  knowing  that  the 
garrison  of  Khartoum  had  been  sacri- 
ficed— ^it  was  an  announcement  to  Par- 
liament and  the  country  that,  neverthe- 
less, they  felt  it  necessary  for  the  honour 
of  England  and  the  safety  of  Egypt  that 
their  original  policy  with  respect  to 
Khartoum  should  be  pursued.  My 
Lords,  it  has  been  an  open  secret  that 
since  that  time  a  considerable  portion  of 
the  supporters  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  wished  that  that  announce- 
ment had  never  been  made ;  and  public 
meetings  have  been  held  expressing  the 
opinion  that  it  was  wrong  for  England, 
now  that  Gordon  had  been  sacrificed  and 
no  lives  could  be  saved  in  the  garrisons,  to 
pursue  the  campaign  in  the  Soudan .  I  had 
hoped  that  the  Government  would  stand 
firm  to  the  policy  they  had  announced. 
I  am  so  far  relieved  by  the  carefully 
worded  announcement,  read  rather  than 
spoken  by  the  noble  Earl,  that  it  is  still 
an  open  question  with  the  Government ; 
and  I  rejoice  to  hear  that  the  ground 
upon  which  the  suspension  of  those  pro- 
ceedings is  founded  is  the  ground  of 
milita^  necessity,  of  the  neceaeity  of 
holding  a  great  Army  of  Seaerve  in  the 
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case  of  further  proceediogs  in  Asia.  I 
could  not  allow  this  discussion  to  pass 
without  expressing  my  earnest  and 
anxious  hope  that  the  Ooyemment  will 
be  able  to  pursue  their  original  policy 
with  respect  to  Khartoum.  I  hope  that 
the  preparations  which  they  are  making 
with  regard  to  the  Afghan  Frontier  will 
not  be  necessary ;  and  I  believe  that  if 
both  OoYomments  are  really  sincere  in 
their  desire  for  peace  a  solution  of  the 
difficulty  may  easily  be  found.  But  I 
hope  that  these  preparations  will  not  be 
made  an  excuse  for  divided  councils  at 
home.  I  hope  they  are  not  now  made 
the  excuse  for  backing  out  of  the  pledges 
which  were  given  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
Temment  on  the  19th  of  February.  It 
is  my  firm  conviction  that  unless  the 
power  of  England  to  overcome  the  resist- 
ance of  the  Arab  population  of  the  Sou- 
dan and  of  Upper  Egypt  is  proved  by 
force  of  arms,  we  shall  never  have  peace 
in  Egypt,  and  we  shall  have  exposed 
ourselves  to  th.e  taunts  and  reproaches 
of  the  other  nations  of  the  world.  I 
will  add  my  conviction  that  the  opening 
of  those  regions  by  the  making  of  the 
Suakin-Berber  Bailway  is  a  necessary 
condition  for  the  further  civilization  of 
the  ereat  African  Continent — an  object 
in  which  all  the  nations  of  the  world  are 
now  expressing  their  interest  and  taking 
their  respective  parts.  I  hold  that — not 
by  our  own  wiU,  but  by  a  series  of  events 
over  which,  as  the  Government  have  told 
us,  we  had  no  control — we  have  been  led 
on  step  by  step  and  by  such  steps  as 
indicate  our  manifest  duty  to  take  our 
part  in  the  civilization  of  that  region ; 
and  my  belief  is  that  civilization  will 
nerer  be  secured  there,  and  the  horrors 
of  the  Slave  Trade  will  go  on  for  ever, 
unl^s  England  does  her  duty  with  re- 
gard to  the  Soudan.  I  have  nothing  to 
•ay  as  to  the  military  necessity  for  the 
moment  of  keeping  the  Army  of  Egypt 
as  an  Army  of  Beserve ;  but  I  will  repeat 
my  hope  that  the  ciroumstances  in  which 
we  axe  now  placed  with  regard  to  the 
Afghan  Frontier  will  not  be  made  a  mere 
excuse  by  the  Government  for  a  vacil- 
lating policy  and  for  divided  councils. 

The  Eabl  of  GALLOWAY :  I  under- 
•tand  that  of  the  Vote  of  £11,000,000, 
£4,500,000  are  to  go  to  the  Soudan. 
Are  we  to  understand  that  the  proposed 
railway  from  Suakin  to  Berber,  which 
has  made  considerable  progress  already, 
is  not  to  be  continued  ?    I  ask  the  Ques- 
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tion  because  I  understood  the  noble  Earl 
to  say  that  there  was  a  doubt  whether 
we  should  go  on  with  that  railway.  I 
also  understood  the  noble  Earl  to  say 
in  another  part  of  his  speech  that  the 
contract  entered  into  still  continued. 
My  understanding  was  that  the  contract 
with  Messrs.  Lucas  and  Aird  was  for  the 
construction  of  the  railway  and  its  con- 
tinuance until  within  about  100  miles  of 
Berber.  Have  the  Government  decided 
to  alter  their  course  as  regards  that 
railway  ? 

The  Eabl  of  LIMEEICK  :  I  wish  to 
ask  a  Question  which  arises  out  of  the 
statement  made  by  the  noble  Earl. 
Your  Lordships  will  remember  that 
some  weeks  ago  a  Eoyal  Proclamation 
was  issued  authorizing  the  calling  out 
of  the  Army  and  Militia  Beserve.  No 
action  has  been  taken  on  that  Proclama- 
tion, and  I  cannot  help  thinking  that 
some  steps  should  be  taken  at  an  early 
date  which  would  indicate  the  intention 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  as  to  the 
calling  out  of  the  Beserves,  because  the 
uncertainty  as  to  whether  they  are  to  be 
called  out  or  not,  and  as  to  the  number 
that  may  be  called  out,  has  a  most  in* 
jurious  effect  on  the  circumstances  of 
these  men,  and  also  of  their  employers. 
A  considerable  time  has  now  elapsed, 
and  I  trust  it  will  be  possible  for  the 
Government  to  say  what  their  intention 
is  with  respect  to  the  matter  ? 

The  Earl  of  MILLTOWN:  Could 
the  noble  Earl  state  whether  it  is  still 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  pro- 
ceed to  .Khartoum  ?  I  took  down  his 
words,  and  they  were — "  We  do  not  con- 
template an  early  advance  to  Khar- 
toum." 

Earl  GRANVILLE :  In  answer  to 
the  Questions  which  have  been  put  to 
me,  I  thought  the  House  understood 
what  I  stated — namely,  that  we  intended 
to  continue  the  Wady  Haifa  Bailway, 
which  would  be  useful  for  military  pur- 
poses. With  regard  to  the  Suakin-Ber- 
ber Eailway,  it  is  the  present  intention 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  continue 
it  as  far  as  is  advantageous  for  the  de- 
fence of  Suakin  itself  and  the  outposts, 
as  the  Military  Authorities  may  think 
necessary.  With  respect  to  Khartoum, 
I  stated  that  we  reserved  to  ourselves 
entire  liberty  of  action. 

Lord  NAPIER  of  MAGDALA :  My 
Lords,  I  am  not  quite  certain  that  I 
correctly    understood    the    noble    Earl 
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the  Minister  for  Foreign  Affairs  to 
say  that  the  Forces  in  Egypt  were 
to  be  held  as  a  Reserve  to  meet 
any  emergency  that  may  happen  to 
the  country,  ts  it  the  case,  then,  that  if 
such  emergency  should  arise  the  Forces 
would  be  suddenly  withdrawn  from 
Egypt,  leaving  the  country  to  anarchy  ? 
No  preparations  have  been  made  for  any 
supplementary  Force  to  replace  the  pre- 
sent troops  when  withdrawn  from  Egypt. 
I  trust  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
will  reconsider  their  decision  to  abandon 
their  declared  intentions  regarding  the 
Soudan.  Lord  Wolseley  received  the 
instructions  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  take  Khartoum.  That  was  their 
declared  intention.  In  pursuance  of  that 
intention  the  Expedition  from  Suakin 
was  undertaken.  It  will  be  a  g^eat 
national  disgrace  if  we  retreat  from  the 
Soudan.  It  cannot  be  that  the  power  of 
England,  if  vigorously  exerted,  is  insuf- 
ficient to  carry  out  the  intentions  an- 
nounced regarding  Egypt  and  to  meet 
any  dangers  that  may  arise.  "We  have 
destroyed  a  certain  amount  of  civilization 
in  Egypt,  which  existed  to  a  far  greater 
extent  than  we  were  aware  of,  and  I  con- 
sider that  it  is  oui>  duty  to  replace  the 
Soudan  in  that  condition  from  which  we 
threw  it  down.  We  have  made  no  in- 
crease to  our  Military  Forces  notwith- 
standing'the  difficulties  that  surround  us. 
The  Militia  have  not  been  embodied; 
the  Eeserves  not  called  out.  It  is 
said  that  the  confidential  officer  of  the 
Government,  the  Adjutant  General,  has 
demanded  1 0, 000  men  to  work  the  present 
Army  system.  It  is  said  that  the  Vice- 
roy of  India  has  demanded  10,000  men 
more  to  hold  India.  But  it  will  be  a 
great  disgrace  to  this  country  if  the  Go- 
vernment abandon  the  Soudan,  and  I 
trust  they  will  maintain  their  original 
purpose.  If  we  withdraw  from  Suakin 
we  shall  disgrace  ourselves  in  the  eyes 
of  the  world,  and  I  hope  the  Government 
will  reconsider  that  matter. 

The  Mabquess  op  EIPON  :  My  Lords, 
I  very  earnestly  hope  myself  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  wiU  not  follow 
the  advice  of  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord 
who  has  just  sat  down,  and  engage  in 
military  operations  in  the  Soudan  for  the 
purpose  of  spreading  civilization  in  that 
country.  I  am  one  of  those  who  form, 
it  may  be,  but  a  small  minority  in  this 
House,  but  who  do  not  believe  that 
civilization  can  be  spread  very  easily  by 
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warlike  operation ;  and  I  must  certainly 
strongly  deprecate  such  an  extension  of 
the  policy  of  the  Gbvemment  already 
announced  as  would  be  involved  in  any 
attempt  of  that  description.  It  is  per- 
fectly true  that  the  Government  last 
February  gave  orders  under  the  circum- 
stances which  then  existed  to  Lord 
Wolseley  to  make  an  advance  upon 
Khartoum  if  the  military  conditions 
of  the  country  would  allow  of  it  But 
when  that  announcement  was  made 
there  still  remained  a  certain  amount 
of  uncertainty  as  to  the  fate  of  General 
Gordon;  and  it  was  perfectly  obvious 
that  the  first  duty  of  the  Government 
under  such  circumstances  as  those  was 
to  take  whatever  steps  might  be  neces- 
sary to  ascertain  fully  the  fate  of  that 
gallant  and  deeply-lamented  man.  I 
certainly  never  understood  the  GoTem- 
ment  to  declare  the  smallest  intention  of 
conquering  or  occupying  the  Soudan  for 
the  purpose  of  introducing  and  spread- 
ing civilization  in  that  country.  For  my 
own  part,  I  certainly  heard  even' the  de- 
claration then  made  with  regret,  because, 
while  I  was  as  ready  as  any  man  in  this 
House  to  support  the  Government  in 
taking  any  measure  that  might  be  neces- 
sary K)r  ascertaining  the  fate  of  General 
Gbrdon  and  fulfilling  honourably  our 
engagements  and  duties  in  Egypt,  I 
failed  to  see  that  these  obUg^tions  in- 
volved the  necessity  of  an  advance  to 
Khartoum.  I  am  glad,  therefore,  to 
learn  now  from  my  noble  Friend  below 
me  that  Her  Majesty's  Ghovemment, 
while  they  do  not  deaare  their  inten- 
tion of  not  taking  that  measure,  hcdd 
themselves  perfectly  free  with  renid  to, 
it  to  follow  whatever  course  under  the 
circumstances  of  the  time  may  appear 
to  them  to  be  most  advisable.  I  cannot 
but  think  that,  looking  at  the  oomi^* 
cations  which  have  arisen  since  February 
last  in  various  parts  of  the  world,  Her 
Majesty's  Gt)vemment  are  bound  to 
keep  for  themselves  the  most  perfect 
freedom  of  action  in  the  position  in 
which  we  are  now  placed.  The  noble 
and  gallant  Lord  who  has  just  sat 
down  said — and  said,  as  I  think,  vety 
truly — that  it  would  be  impossible  for 
us,  and  improper  on  the  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  to  abandon  tke 
defence  of  the  frontier  of  Egypt.  But 
I  perfectly  understood  my  noble  Friend 
the  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  to  de- 
clare tiiat  it  was  the  Ml  intention  of 
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HerUajestj's  Gbvemment  completely  to 
adhere  to  their  obligations  with  respect 
to  the  defence  of  the  frontier  so  long  as 
they  occupy  that  country.  We  have  duties 
in  Eg3rpt  which  we  must  fulfil,  but  I  find 
it  difficult  to  believe  that  in  the  fulfil- 
ment of  these  duties  the  Government 
need  undertake  an  advance  on  Khar- 
toum ;  and  I  am  very  glad  to  hear  that 
it  is  their  intention  to  keep  themselves 
entirely  free  with  regard  to  any  such, 
operation. 

LoBD  ELLBNBOEOUGH :  I  hope 
the  noble  Marquess  who  has  just  spoken 
does  not  express  the  sentiments  of  th.e 
QoTemment,  because  I  believe  those 
sentiments  are  the  cause  of  half,  if  not 
two-thirds,  of  the  trouble  we  are  now 
rafiering  in  India,  at  the  Gape,  and  in 
Egypt  Whether  the  Government  were 
right  or  wrong  in  making  their  solemn 
pledges  in  regard  to  Egypt — and  I  am 
of  opinion  that  they  have  been  wrong 
throughout — it  is  evident  that  no  con- 
fidence can  be  placed  in  them  by  our 
Allies  if  they  are  always  prepared  to 
yield  finally  under  the  influence  of  pres- 
sure. 

The  Earl  of  CARNARVON:  My 
Lords,  I  cannot  congratulate  Her  Ma- 
jeety's  Government  on  the  advocacy  they 
have  obtained  from  the  noble  Marquess, 
for  they  are  in  this  position.  If  they 
accept  that  advocacy,  they  certainly 
bring  themselves  under  the  censure  of 
the  noble  Duke  who  spoke  just  now. 
None  of  us,  and  indeed  no  sensible  man, 
would  object  to  the  disposition  of  the 
troops  by  holding  them  in  hand  for  any 
military  emergency  that  might  arise  or 
that  might  affect  affairs  at  large.  What 
we  take  objeotion  to  is  the  opportunist 
policy,  or  no  policy,  which  has  dis- 
tinguished the  Government,  and  which 
has  existed  in  South  Africa  and  in  other 
ooontries,  and  wbich  we  apprehend  will 
alao  exist  here.  But  I  did  not  rise  for 
the  purpose  of  continuing  this  discussion, 
and  if  I  did  I  should  find  it  difficult  to  do 
•0,  because  it  is  difficult  to  argue  with 
persons  who  will  not  argue  in  reply.  I 
rose  for  the  purpose  of  asking  a  Question 
about  another  Military  Expedition  to 
which  no  allusion  has  been  made.  That 
Expedition  baa  been  fitted  out  on  a  very 
large  scale,  costing  no  lees  than  £150, 000 
per  month ;  it  has  been  in  existence  some 
time,  and  may  be  in  existence  for  a  long 
time  to  oome.  The  objects  of  the  Expedi- 
tion and  theoooduot  of  it  are  very  uncer- 


tain. I  allude  to  the  Expedition  under  Sir 
Charles  Warren  in  South  Africa,  and  I 
want  to  know  whether  it  is  included  in 
the  Vote  of  Credit  now  asked  for,  or 
whether  it  is  to  be  over  and  above  the 
£11,000,000  which  we  are  told  is  to  be 
the  amount  of  the  Vote  ? 

The  Earl  of  MOELEY  :  My  Lords, 
one  or  two  Questions  have  been  asked 
to  which  I  may  be  permitted  to  reply. 
My  noble  Friend  opposite  (the  Earl  of 
Limerick)  has  complained  that  delay  has 
occurred  in  actingupon  the  Proclamation 
calling  out  the  Eeserves.  I  may  say  that 
an  Army  Circular  has  been  issued  to- 
day with  regard  to  the  mobilization  of 
the  First  Class  Army  Eeserve.  The 
terms  of  the  Circular  are  (1)  that  a  suffi- 
cient number  of  Keservists  belonging  to 
regiments  having  in  India  battalions 
which  are  not  up  to  their  establishment 
will  be  recalled  to  the  Colours  with  a 
view  of  completing  the  establishments 
of  battalions  in  India.  This  will  require 
about  2,000  men.  (2)  All  the  First 
Class  Army  Eeserves  are  warned  that 
they  may  be  recalled  to  the  Colours  at 
short  notice. 

The  Earl  of  GALLOWAY:  Army 
and  Militia  ? 

The  Earl  of  MOB  LEY :  I  am  speak- 
ing only  of  the  First  Class  Army  Ee- 
serve.  At  once  a  certain  number  of 
Eeserve  men,  those  belonging  to  the  15 
regiments  of  the  battalions  now  in  India, 
which  are  at  present  below  their  strength, 
will  be  recalled  to  the  Colours  ;  and  the 
men  belonging  to  the  14  other  regiments 
will  be  warned  that  they  may  also  be 
recalled  to  the  Colours  at  very  short 
notice,  but  they  will  not  be  actually  re- 
called pending  further  instructions. 
There  is  no  intention  at  present  of  calling 
the  Militia  Reserve  to  the  Colours.  The 
First  Class  Army  Reserve  consists  at  pre- 
sent of  about  39,000  men,  and  of  these 
about  2,300  will  be  at  once  recalled  to  the 
Colours  for  the  purpose  of  making  up  the 
full  establishment  of  the  regiments  in 
India  which  are  at  present  below  their 
establishment.  In  answer  to  the  noble 
and  gallant  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Napier 
of  Magdala),  I  may  say  that,  as  regards 
the  Army  in  Egypt,  which  has  now  20\ 
battalions  of  Infantry,  the  noble  Earl 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
did  not  intend  to  imply  that  the  whole 
of  that  Force  might  be  at  once  with- 
drawn and  employed  as  an  Army  of  Re- 
serve elsewhere.    What  he  intended  was 
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that  as  long  as  no  forward  moyement 
was  made  in  the  Soudan  so  large  a  Force 
is  not  required  for  the  safety  of  Egypt. 
The  battalions — say  10 — would  thus  be 
relieved,  and,  supplemented  by  a  like 
Force  from  home,  would  give  us  a  Force 
equivalent  to  an  Army  Corps  of  Reserve 
for  general  service.  The  noble  Earl  oppo- 
site has  referred  to  Sir  Charles  Warren's 
Expedition.  That  Expedition  has  been 
provided  for  out  of  the  Estimates  for  the 
year. 

The  Eael  of  HARRO  WBY  :  My 
Lords,  in  the  present  state  of  affairs  I 
think  we  ought  not  to  lose  any  oppor- 
tunity of  rallying  round  the  Government. 
It  is  impossible  to  overlook  the  gravity 
of  the  announcement  made  this  evening, 
for  if  it  means  anything,  it  means  that 
the  Government  are  in  the  greatest  pos- 
sible alarm  as  to  the  safety  of  the  Em- 
pire at  large,  and  that  they  tbink  that 
the  dark  cloud  which  has  so  long 
threatened  on  the  side  of  Russia  is  only 
too  likely  to  burst.  I  can  imagine  no- 
thing more  grave  than  the  aunounoe- 
ment  made  to-night,  and  I  think  that  in 
view  of  this  great  emergency  we  should 
all  be  on  one  side  and  support  the  Go- 
vernment through  thick  and  thin.  One 
reservation  only  I  must  make,  and  it 
is  that  if  this  extraordinary  change  of 
policy  with  regard  to  Egypt  is  carried  out, 
the  country  should  be  plainly  and  fully 
informed  what  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  with  regard  to  Egypt  is. 
If  they  call  upon  us  to  raUy  round  them 
regardless  of  Party,  we  have  the  right 
to  demand  that  there  shall  be  a  clean 
breast  made  with  regard  to  the  policy 
of  Her  Majestv's  G-ovemment  in  Egypt. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  country  is  in  a 
position  of  wild  alarm,  and  it  is  utterly 
m  the  dark  as  to  what  we  have  been 
doing  and  are  doing  in  Egypt.  If  they 
do  really  wish  that,  in  the  grave  emer- 
gency they  foreshadow,  the  country  as 
one  man  should  rally  round  the  national 
flag,  we  have  the  right  to  a  clear  state- 
ment of  the  views  of  the  Government  as 
to  Egypt.  We  really  know  nothing  as 
to  them.  One  month  we  have  one  pdicy 
and  another  month  another.  At  one 
'"H^i^^t  one  party  in  the  Cabinet  seems 
^Jp^\  the  day,  at  another  moment  an- 
other ptMttty;  at  one  moment  it  is  the 
Feaee  po^ty,  and  at  another  moment 
what  people  vulgarly  call  the  Jingo 
party.  At  su jh  ^  moment  a  good  patriot 
18  only  doing  h^g  juty  in  saying  that  the 
The  Earl  of  Jfiforley 


matter  should  be  cleared  up.  Do  not 
let  it  be  said  that  retirement  from  our 
position  in  Egypt  is  a  light  matter,  and 
one  that  may  not  involve  serious  cost 
hereafter.  Remember  what  we  found 
when  we  deserted  Suakin  last  year  after 
those  brilliant  victories  over  Osman 
Digna.  We  had  to  do  the  work  over 
again  and  to  spend  British  life  and 
treasure  more  largely  than  before.  For 
one,  I  should  wish  heartily  to  support 
Her  Majesty's  Government  in  an  emer- 
gency like  this ;  but  I  do  feel  confident 
that  the  people  of  the  country  will  re- 
quire some  clear  explanation  of  the 
policy  of  the  Gt)vemment  as  to  Egypt, 
if  they  are  to  submit  to  the  enormous 
sacrifices  they  are  called  upon  to  make. 

The  Eael  of  RAVENSWORTH  said, 
there  could  be  no  doubt  that  all  would 
be  ready  to  stand  by  the  Gk>vemment  in 
this  emergency.  He  desired  to  know 
what  provision  would  be  made  for  the 
wives  and  families  of  the  Reserve  men 
when  they  were  called  upon  to  rejoin 
the  Colours  ? 

The  Ea&l  of  MORLEY  said,  the 
wives  and  families  of  Reserve  men  re* 
called  to  the  Colours  would  be  treated, 
as  regarded  separation  allowances,  on 
the  same  footing  as  those  of  soldiers 
married  with  leave. 

INFANTS  BILL.— (No.  46.) 

{The  Lord  Fitzgeraid.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
put  into  Committee,  read. 

LoBD  FITZGERALD,  in  movini^ 
'^  That  the  House  do  now  reeolve  it«elf 
into  Committee,"  said,  that  Notioe  had 
been  given  of  an  Amendment  by  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  (Earl  Beauchamp)  which 
went  to  the  root  and  principle  of  the  Bill; 
and  if  the  Amendment  were  carried,  he 
should  consider  it  his  duty  to  abandon 
the  BilL  The  principle  of  the  Amend* 
ment  ought  really  to  have  been  dis- 
cussed on  the  second  reading  of  the 
BUI.  The  object  of  the  Bill,  which  had 
its  origin  in  the  other  House,  was  to 
amend  the  Common  Law  which  gave 
the  father  of  a  family  absolute  control 
over  his  children  to  the  exolosioQ  of  the 
mother.  Under  the  law  great  omelties 
had  been  practised  and  great  hardships 
suffered.  The  Bill  decliu^d  that  in  cer- 
tain circumstances  the  mother  should  be 
guardian  or  joint  guardian.  It  had 
had  been  erroneously  supposed  that  the 
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late  Earl  Cairns  was  an  opponent  of  the 
BiU ;  but  he  was  not.  Earl  Cairns  said 
that  it  would  interfere  largely  with  social 
relations,  and  that  the  details  could  not 
be  settled  satisfactonlj  except  by  a  Select 
Committee ;  and  the  Bill  had  been  care- 
f  ally  considered  and  amended  by  a  Select 
Committee.  The  Bill  of  last  year  was 
supported  in  the  other  House  by  the 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate, Mr.  Horace  Davey,  Mr.  Bryce,  and 
17  Members  of  the  Government.  It  was 
opposed  by  Lord  Eandolph  Churchill 
and  Sir  B.  Assheton  Cross.  The  pre- 
sent Bill  differed  in  some  particulars 
from  that  of  last  year ;  but  its  leading 
principle  was  to  confer  upon  the  mother 
the  right  to  which  she  was  morally  and 
inherently  entitled  of  appointing  guar- 
dians for  her  children  in  case  she  sur- 
vived her  husband.  Some  objection  had 
been  taken  to  the  proposal  to  give  juris- 
diction in  these  questions  of  guardian- 
ship to  the  County  Courts.  It  was  said 
that  questions  of  g^eat  delicacy  and  diffi- 
calty  might  arise  unfit  for  such  a  tri- 
bonal  to  adjudicate.  But  he  thought  it 
was  impossible  for  any  injustice  or  in- 
convenience to  arise,  inasmuch  as  either 
party  was  entitled,  without  assigning 
any  reason,  to  require  the  transfer  of 
the  matter  to  the  Chancery  Division  of 
the  High  Court.  The  Amendment  swept 
away  the  whole  principle  of  the  measure, 
and  if  it  were  carried,  he  should  abandon 
the  Bill. 

Moved,  "  That  the  House  do  now  re- 
solve itself  into  Committee." — {Th$Lord 
FiUgmrald,) 

Eabl  BEAUCHAMP  said,  that  the 
Bill  entirely  overlooked  the  interest  of 
the  children,  which  was  sacrificed  to  the 
sentiment  on  behalf  of  the  mother.    No- 
thing could  be  more  injurious  to  the 
welfare  of  the  children  than  a  divided 
guardianship,  and  the  law  of  England 
had  not  been  unwise  in  throwing  upon 
the  father  the  entire  responsibility  of 
bringing  up  the  children.    The  mother 
had  not  equal  rights  in  the  matter  with 
the  father.    There  was  no  reference  in 
the  Bill  to  the  case  of  the  mother  re- 
marrying.   It  was  important  to  remem- 
ber that,  as  the  father  was  the  head  of 
the  family,   the  mother,  on  a  second 
marriage,  became  part  of  her  second 
husband's  family.    Then  there  was  no 
provision  for  divorced  persons,  and  a 
divorced  woman,   whose  children  had 
bMA  placed  by  the  Court  under  the 


protection  of  the  husband,  would  still, 
under  the  Bill,  be  entitled  on  the  father's 
death  to  the  guardianship  of  the  chil- 
dren.    If  their  Lordships  passed  this 
Bill,  they  would  be  introducing  a  prin- 
ciple which  involved  the  utmost  con- 
fusion in  our  families.    The  Bill  would 
introduce  discord  between  husband  and 
wife,  it  would  place  women  in  a  position 
of  equality  with  men  which  by  nature 
they  did  not  possess,  and  it  would  open 
out  sources  of  the  gravest  disaster  in 
order  to  meet  some  exceptional  cases 
which  certainly  had  not  been  laid  be- 
fore their  Lordships.    All  cases  of  liti- 
gation were  cases  of  difficulty  and  doubt. 
What  their  Lordships  had  to  consider 
was  how  our  existing  law  affected  our 
English  homes  in  our  every-day  life. 
In  his  opinion,  that  law  was  for  the 
benefit  of  the  children.     He   did  not 
deny  that  there  were  exceptions  to  the 
general  rule ;  but  for  the  sake  of  excep- 
tions which  were  limited  in   number, 
and  for  which  the  proposed  remedy  was 
exceedingly  doubtful,  they  had  no  right 
to  upset  the  principles  regulating  the 
relations  of  a  father  towards  his  chil- 
dren.    Perhaps  he  might  be  told  that  a 
Select   Committee    had    carefully  con- 
sidered the  Bill;  but  really  this  ques- 
tion was  one  not  so  much  for  the  con 
sideration  of  lawyers  as  for  the  con- 
sideration of  fathers  of  families.     The 
Select  Committee  did  not  pay  so  much 
respect  to   the  interests,   the  position, 
and  the  duties  of  fathers  of  families  as 
they  did  to  the  somewhat  exaggerated 
and  hysterical  view  of  the  case  which 
had    been    made  out   for  mothers   as 
against  fathers.     He  thought  he  had 
now    shown  that   the  Bill   itself    was 
full  of  dangerous   matter.      He  quite 
admitted,  however,  that  there  was  one 
point    in    which    the    law    might    be 
amended  with  safety.    As  the  law  at 
present  stood,  the  mother  did  not  be- 
come guardian  of  the  children  if  the 
father  made  no  appointment  at  all.     He 
thought  there  could  be  no  doubt  that 
when  the  guardian  nominated  by  the 
father  was  dead,  or  if  the  father  waived 
I  his  paternal  rights,  it  was  right  and 
j  proper  that  the  mother  should  become 
I  the  guardian  of  the  children.    This  was 
;  one  reason  why  he  had  hesitated  to 
move  the  rejection  of  the  Bill ;  but  he 
thought  he  had  shown  that  the  measure 
would  introduce  novel  and  dangerous 
principles     into    our    legislation,    and 
thererore  he  intended  to  move,  in  Com- 
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mittee,  the  Amendments  of  which  he 
had  given  Notice. 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOE  re- 
marked, that  if  the  noble  Earl's  speech 
were  of  any  value  at  all,  it  did  not  stop 
short  of  the  total  rejection  of  the  Bill. 
He  had  listened  to  that  speech  with 
much  regret,  because  it  showed  that  his 
noble  Friend  had  not  a  just  appreciation 
of  the  legitimate  claims  and  rights  of 
the  mothers  of  this  country,  and  of  the 
scandalous  state  of  the  law,  which  at 
present  entirely  ignored  them.  He  had 
hardly  expected  to  be  so  soon  reminded 
of  the  enormous  and  irreparable  loss 
which  that  House  had  sustained  in  the 
death  of  Lord  Cairns.  The  noble  Earl 
had  spoken  of  the  Select  Committee  as 
if  it  nad  been  composed  of  men  who 
approached  this  question  with  the  feel- 
ings of  lawyers  only.  Some  of  those 
who  sat  on  that  Committee,  including 
himself,  might  accept  such  censure; 
though  lawyers,  as  well  as  others,  were 
husbands  and  fathers,  and,  if  influenced 
at  all  by  professional  prejudices,  were 
not  likely  to  be  so  in  the  direction  of 
change.  But  was  there  a  man  in  that 
House  who  would  say  that  Lord  Cairns 
had  not  considered  the  question  with  a 
mind  open  to  broad  and  generous  views 
of  the  rights  and  interests  of  fathers 
and  children?  He  would  now  make 
a  few  observations  on  the  criticisms 
of  his  noble  Friend.  In  the  first  place, 
there  was  not  in  the  Bill  a  single  word 
which  interfered  with  the  rights  of  a 
father.  He  denied  that  a  father,  after 
he  was  dead,  was  capable  of  discharg- 
ing the  duties  of  guardian  of  his  child, 
and  he  also  denied  that  an}'  person 
whom  the  father  might  put  in  his  place 
could  possibly  succeed  to  the  father's 
position  and  to  his  natural  rights,  how- 
ever earnestly  he  might  desire  to  dis- 
charge the  duties  intrusted  to  him.  The  | 
objection  of  a  divided  authority  had ; 
been  raised;  but  surely  such  an  ob- 
jection would  have  no  validity,  because 
the  Bill  introduced  no  change  of  prin- 
ciple in  that  respect.  As  things  were 
now,  more  guardians  than  were  might 
be  appointed  by  the  father,  and  the 
authority  might  be  divided  between 
them.  In  the  event  of  a  disagreement 
between  the  guardians,  the  BUI  pro- 
vided that  the  Court  might  be  appealed 
to,  and  would  make  such  order  as  might 
appear  to  promote  the  welfare  of  the 
children.  In  his  opinion,  the  welfare  of 
the  children  was  intimately  bound  up 

£arl  Beaucimmp 


with  their  relations  to  their  parents,  and 
the  law,  at  all  events,  had  enough  of 
humanity  in  it  to  treat  the  mother  as  a 
child's  guardian,  when  there  was  no 
other.  And  what  was  the  title  it  gave 
her?  The  language  of  the  law  was 
^'  guardian  by  nature  and  nurture."  He 
thought  it  would  be  a  very  unfortunate 
day  for  their  Lordships'  House  on  which 
such  a  Bill  as  this  were  rejected  on  such 
grounds  as  had  been  urged  against  it. 

LoKD  OEANMOEE  and  BEOWNE 
expressed  his  fear  that  the  Bill  would 
give  rise  to  a  large  amount  of  litigatioD, 
which,  as  their  Lordships  knew,  meant 
ruin  to  the  purse  and  continued  hos- 
tility between  the  parties  concerned. 
The  Bill  would,  in  fact,  bring  about  a 
totally  new  state  of  society.  The  do- 
mestic habits  and  relations  in  this  coun- 
try were  as  good  if  not  better  than  in  any 
othei:  part  of  the  world.  The  onu»  pro- 
handi  of  the  existence  of  the  evils  which 
this  Bill  was  intended  to  remedy  lay 
with  those  who  were  responsible  for  the 
Bill,  and  yet  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
in  charge  of  the  measure  had  not  cited 
any  cases  of  cruelty  which  did  not  come 
under  the  law  as  it  is  at  present,  and 
therefore  showed  no  good  cause  for  new 
legislation. 

Lord  INCHIQUIN  said,  he  objected 
strongly  to  that  clause  of  the  Bill  which 
empowered  a  mother  to  appoint  a  testa- 
mentary guardian  to  act  jointly  with  the 
father.  If  a  father  should  object  to 
being  associated  with  a  guardian  of  that 
kind,  he  would  be  compelled  to  prove  be- 
fore the  Court  of  Chancery  his  fitness  to 
have  the  sole  charge  of  his  own  children. 

LoBD  ELLENBOEOUGH  thought  it 
would  be  a  great  mistake  to  refer  ques- 
tions of  such  extreme  delicacy  as  those 
connected  with  the  custody  of  children 
to  County  Court  Judges.  He,  therefore, 
on  that  ground  alone,  would  be  prepared 
to  support  the  rejection  of  the  Bill,  if  it 
should  be  moved,  on  the  third  reading. 

Motion  agreed  to:  House  in  Committee 
accordingly. 

Clause  2  (Surviving  parent  to  be 
guardian). 

Eabl  BEAUCHAMP  moved,  at  the 
end  of  line  9,  to  leave  out  (**if  surviv- 
ing "),  and  insert  (''  unless  the  father 
shall  have  by  deed  or  will  otherwise  ap- 
pointed"). He  thought  they  should  be 
acting  much  more  wisely  by  retaining 
the  right  which  the  father  now  po»- 
sessed.     He  believed  the  system,  on  ths 
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whole,  was  eondaoiye  to  the  peace  of 
families.  In  oases  of  this  kind  they 
Ttsuallj  heard  a  great  deal  about  the 
law  of  other  countries.  According  to 
the  law  of  the  United  States,  the  father 
had  the  right  of  appointing  a  guardian 
to  his  children.  That  was  an  argument 
which  ought  not  to  be  disregarded.  He 
entreated  their  Lordships  not  through 
the  consideration  of  exceptional  cases  to 
upset  a  well-ordered  system  of  English 
law  which  had  existed  for  upwards  of 
200  years. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  1,  line  9, 
leave  out  (** if  surviving"),  and  insert 
(*' unless  the  father  shall  have  by  deed  or 
will  otherwise  appointed"). — {The  Earl 
BemuhmnpJ) 

Thb  LOED  CHANOELLOB  said, 
that  the  exact  point  involved  in  the 
Amendment  was  that  though  there 
might  have  been  a  divorce  throtigh 
the  husband's  fault,  and  though  the 
children  might  be  in  the  wife's  care 
during  their  father's  lifetime  on  account 
of  his  misconduct,  he  might  by  will 
appoint  a  guardian  who  was  to  super- 
sede the  mother. 

On  Question  ?  Their  Lordships  di- 
vided:— Contents  5;  Not-Contents  40: 
Majority  35. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Remaining  Clauses  agreed  to,  with 
Amendments. 

The  Beport  of  the  Amendments  to  be 
received  on  Friday  next ;  and  Bill  to  be 
fhnUd  as  amended.    (No.  78.) 

PBinrBLT    SOCIETIES  ACT   (1876)   AMEND- 
MENT BILL.    [h.L.] 

A  Bin  to  amend  the  Friendly  Societies  Act, 
1975— Was  presented  by  The  Lord  Gretille  ; 
wtdK    (No.  77.) 

House  adioumed  at  a  quarter  past 

SoTen  oclock,  to  Thursday  next, 

a  quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF   COMMONS, 
Tueeday,  2\8t  April,  1885. 


MINUTES.]  — Phivatb  Bill  {by  Order)  — 
Stemd  iSM^'ff^— Channel  Tunnel  (Experi- 
mental  Works),  poMtponed, 


Public  Bill  —  Committee — Beport — Parliamen- 
tary Elections  (Redistribution)  {re-  eomm. )  [4  9- 
134]  [Seventeenth  Nighf]. 

PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 


CHANNEL    TUNNEL    (EXPERIMENTAL 
WORKS)  BILL  {by  Order). 

8E0O17D  HEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

Sir  EDWAED  WATKIN  said,  that 
in  consequence  of  an  intimation  he  had 
received  from  the  Secretary  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Chamberlain),  who 
had  a  Motion  on  the  Paper  for  the 
rejection  of  the  Bill,  he  would  move  that 
the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  upon  that 
day  week. 

Mr.  hicks  :  No ;  this  day  fortnight. 

Sir  EDWAED  WATKIN  said,  that 
if  the  hon.  Member  for  Cambridgeshire 
(Mr.  Hicks)  chose  to  amend  his  pro- 
posal to  that  day  fortnight,  he  had 
nothing  to  say  against  it ;  but  his  own 
proposal  was  to  postpone  the  second 
reading  for  a  week,  with  a  view,  upon 
that  day,  of  fixing  such  a  day  for  the 
discussion  as  would  be  most  convenient 
for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the 
House  in  connection  with  the  despatch 
of  important  Public  BuBiness.  He 
desired  to  say  that  last  week  a  similar 
adjournment  had  been  made,  as  the 
night  originally  fixed  was  not  considered 
a  convenient  night  for  discussing  the 
Bill.  He  wished  now  to  suggest  ^at  a 
question  had  since  been  raised  which 
might  very  much  shorten  the  discussion 
whenever  it  did  take  place.  He  under- 
stood from  the  newspapers  that  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Flintshire 
(Lord  Hichard  Grosvenor)  had  stated 
publicly  that  the  Prime  Minister  was 
still  in  favour — ^he  thought  these  were 
the  words  of  the  noble  Lord — of  the  con- 
struction of  a  tunnel  under  the  Channel 
to  connect  England  with  the  Continent. 
He  (Sir  Edward  Watkin)  would,  there- 
fore, suggest  that  the  Prime  Minister 
should  say  whether  he  corroborated  the 
statement  of  the  noble  Lord,  because,  in 
that  case,  he  would  be  quite  prepared,  as 
the  issue  would  be  a  very  short  one, 
and  seeing  that  a  General  Election  was 
coming  on,  to  move  the  discharge  of 
the  Order  for  the  Second  Beading,  after 
that  expression  of  opinion.  He  thought, 
however,   that  from   his  (Sir    Edward 
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Watkin's)  point  of  view  an  expression 
of  favourable  opinion  at  this  moment 
would  be  exceedingly  useful  in  calming 
certain  asperities  which  were  manifest- 
ing themselves  on  the  other  side  of  the 
Channel.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  the  Prime  Minister 
were  now  to  say  that  his  opinion  having 
been  in  favour  of  the  construction  of  a 
Channel  Tunnel,  he  had  altered  that 
opinion,  and  at  no  time  or  under  any 
circumstances  would  he  support  the 
establishment  of  direct  communication 
between  the  Continent  and  this  country, 
he  should  be  equally  prepared  to  move 
the  discharge  of  the  Order  for  the  Second 
Beading,  hoping  that  he  might  be  more 
fortunate  after  the  General  Election, 
which  might  possibly,  among  other 
changes,  bring  about  a  change  of  Go- 
vernment. He  begged  to  move  that  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  be  postponed 
until  that  day  week. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time 
upon  Tuesday  next."  —  (Sir  Edward 
Waikin.) 

Mr.  hicks  said,  that  having  been 
the  humble  instrument  in  a  previous 
Session — no  Member  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  having  risen  to  oppose  it — 
of  causing  the  Bill  to  be  thrown  out,  he 
desired  to  say  a  few  words  upon  the 
proposal  of  the  hon.  Baronet.  He  be- 
lieved that  the  large  attendance  in  the 
House  at  that  moment  was  in  conse- 
quence of  the  feeling  entertained  by 
hon.  Members  as  to  the  importance  of 
the  questions  at  issue  in  connection  with 
this  Bill;  and  he  did  not  think  the 
general  feeling  would  be  in  favour  of 
postponing  the  consideration  of  the  mea- 
sure for  so  short' a  time  as  a  week.  If 
it  was  to  be  postponed  at  all,  hon.  Mem- 
bers ought  to  have  full  Notice,  so  that 
they  might  be  able  to  make  arrange- 
ments to  be  in  their  places  to  oppose  the 
measure.  He  felt  fortified  in  expressing 
that  opinion  by  the  fact  that  on  entering 
the  House  he  heard  from  the  Officers  of 
the  House  that  an  understanding^  had 
been  come  to  between  Her  Majesty's 
Government  and  the  promoters  of 
the  Bill  for  the  postponement  of  the 
second  reading  for  a  fortnight.  He, 
therefore,  begged  to  move,  as  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet, that  the  second  reading  be  post- 
poned until  that  day  fortnight. 

Sir  Ed'card  Watkin 


Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  oat 
the  word  '*  next,"  in  order  to  insert  the 
words  **5th  May,"— (i^r.  JSTfiwb,)— in- 
stead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  the  word 
*'  next '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Sir  EDWAED  WATKIN  said,  he 
did  not  object  to  the  proposal  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman.  All  he  wished  was  to 
fix  a  convenient  day  consistent  with  the 
discharge  of  the  important  Public  Busi- 
ness now  before  the  House,  and  also  with 
reference  to  the  convenience  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade. 

Question,  ''That  the  word  'next' 
stand  part  of  the  Question,"  put,  and 
negatived, 

"  5th  May  "  f iM^r/tfi?. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put^  and 
agreed  to. 

Bill  to  be  read  a  second  time  upon 
Tuesday  5th  May. 

QUESTIONS. 


LUNACY  LAWS— DETENTION  OF 
PAUPER  LUNATICS. 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT  asked  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  (Government  Board, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  recent  decisions  of  magistrates  as  to 
the  detention  of  pauper  lunatics  in 
workhouses  pending  their  admission  to 
lunatic  asylums;  and,  whether  he  in* 
tends  to  promote  such  legislation  as  will 
make  it  clear  that  such  detention  is 
legal,  in  order  to  prevent  the  scandal  of 
lunatics  being  confined  in  prisons  ? 

Mr.  GEORGE  RUSSELL:  The  ques- 
tion is  now  under  consideration  in  con- 
nection with  the  Lunacy  Bill  which  has 
been  brought  in  by  the  Lord  Chancellor. 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT  asked  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  seen  the  decision  of  Uie 
magistrate  at  the  Lambeth  Police  Court, 
reported  in  The  Tiwiee  of  that  morning, 
illustrating  the  point  in  question  ? 

Mr.  GEORGE  RUSSELL  said,  he 
had  seen  it. 

AmiY  (CONTRACTS)— BEESWAX. 

Mr.  MARRIOTT  asked  the  Secrotary 
of  State  for  War,  Whether  notices  for 
tenders  for  not  leas  than  three  tons  of 
beeswax  for  lubricating  purposes  have 
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been  iesaed  by  the  authorities  at  Wool- 
wich; whether  the  quality  specified  was 
the  best  African  beeswax  according  to  a 
sample ;  whether  in  fact  the  sample  was 
** manufactured  wax"  prepared  from 
mineral  and  other  substances ;  whether 
the  authorities  made  a  contract  on  the 
basis  of  this  sample ;  and,  whether  the 
jamming  of  cartndges,  of  which  there 
hare  been  so  many  complaints  in  the 
Soudan,  is  due  to  the  combination  of 
this  *' manufactured  wax"  with  other 

Mil  fV8^JlllAftft  r 

Sib  AETHUE  HAYTER:  Tenders 
have  been  issued  for  beeswax,  the  supply 
to  be  genuine  beeswax,  not  necessarily 
African,  with  a  minimum  melting  point. 
To  secure  this  minimum  supplies  may 
be  mixed — that  is,  may  consist  of  various 
sorts  of  beeswax  in  combination;  but 
all  must  be  genuine  beeswax,  and  none 
manufactured  from  mineral  and  other 
snbstances.  The  samples  were  sub- 
mitted to  and  approved  by  the  War 
Department  ohenust.  The  beeswax  used 
has  not  had  anything  to  do  with  the 
jamming  of  cartridges. 

[ .  FISHERY  PIERS  AND  HARBOURS 

(IRELAND). 

Ma.  SEXTON  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  the  delays  complained  of  in 
connection  with  projects  for  the  con- 
straction  of  Fishery  Piers  and  Harbours 
in  Ireland  is  due  to  any  action  ou  his 
part  in  stopping  communication  between 
the  Fishery  Piers  and  Harbours  Com- 
missioners and  the  Treasury  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL -BANNEEMAN: 
The  Irish  Government  have  been  the 
medium  through  which  certain  corre- 
spondence has  been  carried  on  between 
the  Treasury  and  the  Fishery  Piers  and 
Harbours  Commissioners  with  respect  to 
the  allocation  of  the  remaining  balance 
of  the  fund,  but  they  have  stopped  no 
communication  whatever.  The  last  letter 
on  the  subject,  dated  the  11th  of  last 
month,  was  addressed  to  the  Fishery 
Piers  and  Harbours  Commission,  and 
has  not  yet  been  replied  to. 

PIERS  AND  HARBOURS  (IRELAND)- 
MAUN  HEAD  PIER. 

Mr.  SEXTON  asked  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  How  soon  the 
coDstructioxi  of  Malin  Head  Pier  (Done- 
gal) is  to  be  commenced,  according  to 


the  terms  of  the  contract  concluded  with 
Messrs.  Colhoun,  of  Derry;  whether 
the  estimate  of  the  Irish  Board  of 
Works  for  this  pier  was  £10,000,  and 
whether  this  estimate  was  met  as  fol- 
lows : — £300  by  subscription  from  the 
locality;  £1,000  loan  by  the  Board  of 
Works,  to  be  repaid  in  twelve  years  by 
the  county  at  large ;  £1,000  further  loan 
from  the  Board  of  Works,  to  be  re- 
paid by  a  tax  on  the  ratepayers  of  the 
district  of  one  shilling  in  the  pound  for 
twelve  years;  and  £7,700  free  grant; 
whether  the  contract  for  the  pier  has 
been  taken  at  £7,765,  and  whether  a 
proportionate  part  of  the  saving  will  be 
returned  to  subscribers,  and  a  propor- 
tionate part  deducted  from  the  charge 
upon  the  county  and  district,  or  whe- 
ther the  saving  will  be  used  in  further 
improvement  of  the  harbour,  or  how  it 
will  be  applied ;  whether  the  Board  of 
Works  have  declined  to  furnish  to  any 
ratepayer  interested  a  copy  of  the  de- 
tailed plan  and  specification ;  and,  whe- 
ther, in  view  of  the  local  interests  con- 
cerned in  the  work,  the  money  sub- 
scribed in  the  district,  and  the  taxation 
to  fall  upon  it  in  consequence  of  the 
construction  of  the  pier,  the  Govern- 
ment will  arrange  that  a  copy  of  the 
detailed  plan  and  specification  shall  be 
available  for  examination  by  the  in- 
terested ratepayers  ? 

Me.  HIBBERT  :  The  contractors  for 
this  pier  have  been  making  preparations 
on  the  spot,  and  hope  to  be  vigorously 
at  work  early  in  May.  The  figures  are 
correctly  given  by  the  hon.  Member; 
but  it  is  impossible  to  say  what  actual 
saving  will  be  realized  until  the  works 
are  complete,  as  there  are  expenses, 
such  as  the  pay  of  the  clerk  of  the 
works,  not  included  in  the  contract.  A 
copy  of  the  detailed  plans  and  specifi9a- 
tions  will  be  given  to  the  secretary  of 
the  Grand  Jury  if  he  applies ;  and  full 
information  will  be  given  to  any  in- 
terested person  who  may  apply.  A  plan 
showing  the  position  and  nature  of  the 
work  has  already  been  sent  to  the  Bev. 
Mr.  Doherty. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  Might  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment would  consider  the  propriety 
of  allowing  the  savings  made  upon  the 
estimates  of  the  contract  to  be  allocated 
for  the  commencement  of  further  works? 

Mr.  HIBBEET:  The  case  stands 
thus.   The  Treasury  have  estimated  that 
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after  the  probable  working  expenses, 
there  now  remains  a  balance  of  £45,000 
to  be  allocated,  and  they  have  suggested 
that  the  Oommissioners  should  look  into 
the  various  oases  and  select  those  which 
have  strong  claims,  so  that  the  amount  of 
preliminary  future  grants  should  be  de- 
cided. 

BEGISTRATION  OF  VOTERS  (IRELAND) 

BILL. 

Mr.  lewis  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  the  Government  is  prepared  to 
limit  the  provisions  of  the  Irish  Begis- 
tration  of  V  oters  Bill  to  the  necessary 
provisions  relating  to  Eegistration  of 
Voters  only,  in  regard  to  the  new  Fran- 
chise Act,  and  so  promote  the  with- 
drawal of  all  opposition  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN  : 
I  can  only  say  that  the  Bill,  which  is 
down  for  second  reading  to-night,  con- 
tains the  provisions  which  the  Govern- 
ment consider  necessary  to  secure  the 
due  registration  of  voters  and  other  ob- 
jects of  a  similar  character  in  connection 
with  the  new  franchise. 


PARLIAMENTARY  ELECTIONS  (COR- 
RUPT AND  ILLEGAL  PRACTICES)  ACT 
—  PARLIAMENTARY  CANDIDATES 
AND  FREE  BREAKFASTS  IN  THE 
BAST  END. 

Mr.  lewis  asked  Mr.  Attorney  Ge- 
neral, Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  recent  announcement  in  the 
newspapers  that  Mr.  George  Bussell, 
M.P.  the  Parliamentary  Secretary  to 
the  Local  Government  Board,  and  Libe- 
ral candidate  for  one  of  the  Metropo- 
litan boroughs,  was  present  and  spoke 
at  a  free  breakfast,  given  on  March  24th 
in  Bermondsey  by  Baron  Ferdinand  de 
Bothschild,  the  Liberal  candidate  for 
St.  George's-in-tbe-East,  to  labourers 
from  the  docks  situated  in  that  borough, 
and  to  a  subsequent  announcement  that 
Mr.  George  Bussell,  M.F.  is  now  about 
to  give  a  free  breakfast  in  St.  George' s- 
in-the-East  itself  also  to  labourers  from 
the  docks ;  and,  whether  it  is  an  infrac- 
tion of  the  Corrupt  Practices  Act  for  a 
gentleman  to  first  identify  himself  with 
a  candidate  at  a  free  entertainment  in 
the  way  Mr.  Bussell  did  with  Baron 
Ferdinand  de  Bothschild,  and  afterwards 
to  give  a  similar  free  entertainment  to 

Mr,  Hihhert 


the  same  class  of  people  in  the  borough 
for  which  his  friend  is  a  candidate  ? 

The  ATTOBNEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Hbnby  James):  I  have  no  personal 
knowledge  of  the  matters  connecSted  with 
these  breakfasts,  and  therefore  I  have 
had  to  seek  information  from  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Parliamentary  Secretary  to 
the  Local  Gt)vemment  Board.  I  trost 
that  the  House,  considering  the  nature 
of  the  question,  will  bear  with  me  while 
I  read  a  letter  which  I  have  received 
from  my  hon.  Friend  on  the  subject — 

*'  18,  Wilton  Street,  S.W.,  April  18, 1835.— 

**My  dear  Attorney  G^eral, — I  am  sorry 
that  you  Bhoold  be  troubled  with  inquiries  about 
my  personal  actions.  But  as  Mr.  Lewis  has 
thought  right  to  question  you  about  them,  it 
seems  desirable  that  I  should  put  you  in  posses* 
sion  of  the  facts.  These  dock  breakfasts  ori- 
ginated with  the  *  Bitter  Cry,*  published  in 
1883.  I  was  invited  by  Mr.  Arnold  White  to 
attend  one  of  them  in  February  last  Mr.  White 
is  most  zealously  endeavouring  to  deal  with  the 
great  problem  of  finding  employment  for  the 
unemployed.  His  plan  is  to  attend  at  the  docks 
at  an  early  hour  of  the  morning,  when  the 
gates  are  shut  upon  the  hundreds  whose  ssiiicea 
are  not  required.  When  he  has  means  at  his 
disposal,  Mr.  White  invites  these  men,  without 
any  previous  notice,  to  come  to  a  break&st. 
They  are  thee  addressed,  solely  in  relation  to 
their  own  position.  Each  man  is  asked  to  give 
his  name  and  state  his  case  ;  and  after  full  in- 
quiry endeavours  are  made  to  afford  them  the 
means  of  emigration,  or  to  find  them  employ- 
ment at  home.  By  means  of  these  breaklaste* 
which  have  been  given  by  different  donors,  up- 
wards of  300  men  have  since  January  last  been 
helped  to  emigrate  or  provided  wiUi  work  at 
home.  From  first  to  last  the  movement  is  en- 
tirely unconnected  with  politics,  and  at  the 
breakfasts  no  reference  is  made  to  any  political 
subject.  From  the  proceedings  at  Uie  break- 
fast on  the  24th  of  March,  I  understood  that 
these  exertions  of  Mr.  White  met  with  the  ap- 
proval of  men  of  all  parties.  Sir  Stafford 
r^orthcote,  whose  original  letter  I  enclose,  wrote 
most  kindly  and  heartily,  regretting  that  he 
could  not  be  present  at  tine  breakfast ;  but  en- 
tirely approving  the  movement  and  wishing  it 
all  success.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  in  hie 
letter  says~*  1  had  hoped  to  be  able  to  attend 
and  say  a  few  words  at  your  breakfast,  but  I 
have  so  much  work  to  get  through  this  morning 
1  find  it  is  impossible  to  do  so.*  Among  many 
others.  Sir  Baldwyn  Leighton  and  Mr.  J.  w. 
Lowther  were  present  on  this  oooasUm,  and 
many,  whose  names  I  need  not  mention — some 
were  ladies — promised  to  contribute  to  the  ex- 
pense of  a  break^t,  and  I  gave  in  my  name 
with  others.  I  had  no  communicatimi  with 
Baron  F.  de  Rothschild,  and  acted  without  his 
knowledge ;  I  had  no  voice  in  the  selectaoo  of 
the  place ;  and  I  had  not  the  slightest  notion 
that  any  political  benefits  could  accrue  to  my- 
self or  to  anyone  else  from  this  act  of  mioe. 
1  may  mention  that  I  should  suppose  that  doC 
one  of  the  men  who  have  received  these  break « 
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futs  IB  an  elector.  I  fear  they  would  be  able 
to  give  no  better  residential  qualification  than 
the  casual  ward  in  winter,  or  an  arch  of  London 
Bridge  in  summer.  I  have  only  to  add  that  my 
motiTe  has  been  simply  to  help  some  of  the 
poorest  of  the  industrious  poor  to  hel^  them- 
•dves.  But  I  should  be  sorry,  even  with  this 
object  in  view,  to  run  the  slightest  risk  of  ap- 
pearing to  use  treating  as  a  political  weapon. 
Therefore,  if  you  will  let  me,  I  will  place  my- 
self in  your  hands,  and,  if  you  think  that,  even 
by  misconstruction,  this  breakfast  can  by  any- 
one be  regarded  as  illegal,  however  sorry  I  may 
be  to  send  the  hungry  away  ompty  on  Tuesday 
morning,  I  will  intimate  to  Mr.  White  that  my 
contribution  must  be  withdrawn.  Forgive  me 
for  troubUnR  you,  and  believe  me,  sincerely 
yours,  G.  W/E.  Russell." 

Upon  that  statement  every  Member  of 
the  House  is  as  capable  as  I  am  of  form- 
ing a  Judgment  of  the  course  which,  my 
hon.  Friend  has  taken.  But  as  my  hon. 
Friend  thought  it  necessary  to  throw 
some  responsibility  upon  me,  I,  form- 
ing the  beet  judgment  I  could,  wrote  my 
hon.  Frigid  a  simple  reply  that  he  could 
give  the  breakfast. 

HOUSING    OF    THE  WORKING 

CLASSES— REPORT  OF  THE 

COMMISSIONERS. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BABTTELOT  asked 
the  President  of  the  Local  Gk)vernment 
Board,  If  he  can  now  state  when  he  ex- 
pects that  any  Report  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission on  the  Housing  of  the  Working 
Classes  will  be  presented  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  The 
Report  as  to  the  Housing  of  the  Working 
Classes  in  England  and  Wales  will  be 
presented  to  Her  Majesty  in  the  course 
of  next  week.  The  Scotch  Report  will 
probably  follow  before  Whitsuntide,  and 
the  Report  with  regard  to  Ireland  soon 
afterwards. 

LAW  AND   JUSTICE    (IRELAND)-THE 

CLERK   OF   THE   CROWN    IN 

DUBLIN. 

Ma.  WARTON  asked  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  What  was 
the  annual  amount  of  salary,  fees,  and 
emoluments  received  by  Edward  Geale 
as  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Dublin ;  what 
annual  amount,  in  salary  and  fees,  is  it 
contemplated  will  be  received  by  George 
Fottrell  who  has  been  appointed  tem- 
porary holder  of  that  office ;  what 
amount  of  pension  is  to  be  paid  to  Mr. 
Geale;  if  the  offices  of  Clerk  of  the 
Crown  and  Clerk  of  the  Peace  had  been 
amalgamated   on    Mr.   Qeale's    retire- 


ment, what  would  have  been  the  saving 
effected ;  and,  if  Mr.  Geale  had  ap- 
pointed a  deputy,  approved  by  the  Go- 
vernment, what  would  have  been  the 
saving  effected  ? 

Mr.  HIBBERT:  Mr.  Geale's  average 
receipts  in  the  last  five  years  were  about 
£1,500  yearly,  and  his  statutory  pension 
is  about  £1,000  per  annum.  His  suc- 
cessor will  receive  salary  and  fees  from 
the  same  sources ;  but  as  the  latter  fluc- 
tuate it  is  impossible  to  predict  how 
much  his  emoluments  will  be.  There 
are  separate  Clerks  of  the  Peace  for  the 
County  and  City  of  Dublin;  and  it  is 
not  possible  to  say  what  might  have 
been  the  financial  effect  of  the  amalga- 
mation, though  there  would  probably 
have  been  a  saving  on  the  present  tem- 
porary arrangement.  The  Government 
have  no  power  to  compel  Mr.  Geale  to 
appoint  a  deputy,  even  had  this  been 
otherwise  desirable;  and  it  is,  there- 
fore, unnecessary  to  consider  what  would 
have  been  the  financial  effect  of  such  a 
course. 

DECLARATION  OF  PARIS,  1866. 

Mb.  M'COAN  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whe- 
ther he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  the  two  Despatches  of  the  13th 
and  18th  of  April  1856,  which  conveyed 
to  Lord  Clarendon  the  approval  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  of  his  previously 
unauthorised  signature  of  the  Declara- 
tion of  Paris  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE  : 
In  Lord  Granville's  opinion  there  would 
be  no  public  advantage  in  laying  these 
despatches  on  the  Table,  which  previous 
Foreign  Secretaries  have  always  declined 
to  produce. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— RUSSIA  AND  AFGHAN- 
ISTAN-RAILWAY TO  SARAKHS. 

Baron  HENRY  DE  WORMS  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  it  is  the  fact,  as  stated 
by  the  special  correspondent  of  The 
Daily  News  at  Krasnovodsk,  that  the 
Military  Attache  of  the  British  Embassy 
at  St.  Petersburg  has  been  refused  per- 
mission to  visit  the  railway  which  is 
now  being  made  from  Krasnovodsk  to 
Sarakhs;  and,  whether  any  confirma- 
tion has  been  received  from  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Minister  at  Teheran  of  the  fol- 
lowing statement,  made  by  the  same 
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correspondent,  as  to  the  Busso-Persian 
frontier : — 

*^  The  Rusaian  advance  into  Turkestan  neces- 
sitated a  more  exact  delimitation  of  the  Persian 
frontier  from  the  Caspian  to  Sarakhs.  This 
work  was  gone  over  a  year  or  two  ago,  and  was 
supposed  to  have  been  definitely  settled.  The 
boundary  was  laid  down,  but  now  the  Russians 
are  taking  it  upon  themselves  to  determine  what 
had  been  determined,  and  to  settle  where  the 
boundary  had  been  £[xed.  I  understand  that 
one  subject  of  dispute  is  connected  with  the 
Attrek  Kiver,  near  its  junction  with  the  Caspian. 
About  forty  miles  from  its  mouth  this  stream 
splits  in  two,  and  these  branches  flow  separately 
into  the  bay  of  Hassan  Kuli.  The  Attrek  was 
settled  to  be  the  boundary  between  Persian  and 
Russian  soil;  but  whether  the  Commissioners 
forgot  to  define  which  branch  of  that  river  was 
to  be  the  frontier  or  not  I  cannot  say.  Russia 
now  claims  the  southern  fork,  and  Persia  claims 
the  northern.  The  Russians,  I  am  informed, 
have  taken  a  very  effective  means  of  settling  the 
question;  they  have  constructed,  or  are  con- 
structing, a  dam  where  the  northern  branch 
separates,  and  thus  it  will  cease  to  exist.  The 
southern  branch  will  thus  become  the  River 
Attrek,  and  that  as  been  defined  as  the  fron- 
tier?" 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEIOE  : 
Her  Majesty's  Gk>yemment  are  not  aware 
that  the  Militarj  Attache  at  St.  Peters- 
burg has  been  refused  permission  to 
visit  the  railway  in  question.  The  Busso- 
Persian  Frontier  as  far  as  Lutfabad  is 
defined  in  the  Treaty  of  December 
9-21,  1881.  (*'Asia,"No.  l,1882,p.8.) 
The  appointment  of  Commissioners  to 
mark  out  the  Frontier  was  delayed  for  a 
long  time,  as  the  Bussian  Commissioner 
did  not  reach  Teheran  until  July,  1883. 
The  position  of  Hassan  Kuli  was  one  of 
the  first  questions  to  be  decided  by  the 
Commission.  Details  on  this  subject 
will  be  found  in  **  Asia,"  No.  1,  1884, 
p.  89.  It  is  the  case  that  the  Attrek 
enters  the  Caspian  by  two  channels. 
No  information  has  reached  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  as  to  the  construction 
of  the  dam  referred  to,  though  rumours 
on  the  subject  existed  some  years  ago. 
The  question  of  Hassan  Kuli  has  not,  as 
far  as  they  are  aware,  been  settled  yet, 
as  the  Commission  proceeded  to  the 
Eastern  instead  of  the  Western  end  of 
the  Frontier. 


CYPRUS  (FINANCE,  &c.)— REPORTED 
REVENUE  FRAUDS. 

Mr.  OOBST  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether 
the  loss  of  revenue  in  Cyprus  from  sys- 
tematic frauds  in  assessment  has,  dur- 

Baron  Henry  De  Worms 


ing  the  last  few  years,  amounted  to 
from  £15,000  to  £30,000  per  annum; 
whether  a  collector  who,  in  1884,  re- 
ported to  the  Chief  Inspector  of  Bevenue 
the  irregularities,  the  embezzlement  of 
arrears,  and  the  fraudulent  assessments, 
was  dismissed  for  so  doing;  whether, 
on  the  recent  trial  of  Pappa,  the  De- 
puty Inspector,  it  was  proved  that  the 
Chief  Inspector  knew  of  the  frauds  in 
the  Famagusta  District :  whether,  on 
the  same  trial,  the  Chief  Justice  com- 
mented on  the  suppression  of  evidence 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  counsel 
who  conducted  the  prosecution;  what 
charge  was  brought  against  the  Chief 
Inspector  by  the  Government  of  Cyprus; 
whether  he  was  acquitted  after  trial,  or 
whether  the  charge  was  diBmissed  by 
the  mag^trate  in  consequence  of  the 
non-production  of  evidence  in  the  pos- 
session of  the  Government  of  Cyprus ; 
and,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
will  cause  some  impartial  and  indepen- 
dent inquiry  to  be  made  into  the  hirtoxy 
of  the  revenue  frauds  in  Cyprus  ? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY :  No  infor- 
mation that  we  have  yet  reoeived  sup 
ports  the  estimate  of  loss  suggested  m 
the  hon.  Member's  Question.  We  knov 
nothing  of  a  collector  having  been  dis- 
missed in  1884.  As  to  the  third  and 
fourth  Questions,  if  the  hon.  Member 
will  communicate  the  grounds  on  which 
the  suggestion  is  based,  due  inquiry 
shaU  be  made.  As  to  the  fifth  and  sixth 
Questions,  the  charge  against  Mr.  Bi»- 
tachi  seems  to  have  been  the  taking  of 
'*hush  money."  It  was  dismissed  by 
the  magistrate  on  the  gpround  of  the 
evidence  being  untrustworthy.  We  have 
no  reason  to  believe  that  evidence  was 
withheld;  on  the  contrary,  that  much 
doubtful  evidence  was  admitted  for  what 
it  was  worth.  As  to  the  last  Question, 
I  can  only  repeat  what  I  said  the  other 
day,  that  the  Secretary  of  State,  before 
deciding,  must  await  further  Beports 
from  the  Governor  and  the  Beceiver- 
General. 

PARLIAMENTARY   FRANCHISE-ELEC 
TORAL  DISTRICTS. 

SiK  EAEDLEY  T\TLMOT  asked  tha 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,   Whether  an  elector  having   a 

2ualification  at  the  present  time  for  the 
division  of  a  County,  say  South  War- 
wickshire, and  voting  at  an  election  for 
two  candidates,  will,  when  the  Division 
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is  divided  into  single  member  distriots, 
hare  a  vote  in  each  district,  or  only  in 
the  district  in  which  his  qualification  is 
situate? 
Sib    CHARLES  W.   DILKE:   No 

froposal  has  ever  been  made,  as  far  as 
Imow,  that  an  elector  connected  with 
one  division  should  vote  in  another. 

EGYPT  (THE  MILITABY  EXPEDmON) 
—THE  TROOPS  IN  THE  SOUDAN. 

Sm  FBEDERICK  MILNER  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  it  is 
the  case  that  already  more  than  four 
per  cent,  of  the  Troops  now  employed  in 
the  Soudan  are  sick ;  whether  the  Q-o- 
vemment  are  determined  to  leave  the 
Troops  in  the  Soudan  all  through  the 
summer  months ;  and,  if  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Gk>vemment  to  complete  the 
Baflway  from  Suakin  to  Berber,  as  set 
out  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
in  his  letter  to  General  Graham  of  the 
20th  February  ? 

Mb.  MACFARLANE  asked  if  the 
noble  Lord  could  tell  the  average 
amount  of  sickness  among  troops  at 
home  and  in  the  British  States  abroad  ? 

The  Mabquess  op  HARTINGTON  : 
I  cannot  state  the  average,  as  the  Re- 
turns differ.  In  reply  to  tJie  Question 
of  the  hon.  Baronet,  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Financial  Secretary  to  the  War 
Office  said  on  Friday  that,  from  the  cir- 
oomstances  in  which  the  Force  is  now 
situated,  it  is  scarcely  possible  to  state 
the  present  percentage  of  sickness.  On 
the  whole,  the  health  of  the  troops  is 
good;  but  I  think  it  is  probable  that 
tiie  percentage  of  sick  exceeds  4  per 
cent.  The  replies  to  the  two  latter 
Questions  would  be  more  conveniently 
given  after  the  Prime  Minister  has 
made  his  statement  with  reference  to 
the  Vote  of  Credit. 

EGYPT  (TDE  MIUTAKY  EXPEDITION)— 
THE  TROOPS  ON  THE  NILE. 

Sib  FREDERICK'  MILNER  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  follow- 
ing letter  from  an  officer  up  the  Nile, 
whidi  has  been  published  in  the 
pikers:—- 

''They  are  tnppoted  to  be  going  to  baild 
itnw  hats  for  ui,  bat  its  not  b^un  yet.  The 
mo  it  most  frightfully  hot,  and  the  tents  we 
luiTe  are  really  onbearable  in  the  daytime.  The 
thermometer  waa  112  yesterday  in  the  tents, 
aad  this  is  only  Maroh.  We  hare  nothing  to 
read  and  nothing  to  do  all  day,  and  tiiey  haye 


,  stopped  the  parcel  and  newspaper  post,  and 
'  we  are  only  to  get  one  newspaper  a  regiment, 
and  we  all  want  things  so  badly,  and  by  the 
^rcel  post  being  stopped  we  can  get  nothing. 
The  men  have  no  clothes,  except  the  rags  of 
what  they  started  in,  and  there  are  none  for 
them ; " 

if  he  has  any  reason  to  doubt  the  accu- 
racy of  this  report ;  and,  if  not,  whether 
he  will  at  once  take  steps  to  improve 
the  lot  of  our  brave  soldiers  up  the 
Nile ;  and,  if  he  will  cause  inquiries  to 
be  made,  and  inform  the  House  of  the 
exact  number  of  soldiers  now  sick  from 
climatic  causes  ? 

Thb  Mabquess  or  HARTINGTON, 
in  reply,  said,  that  of  course  they  were 
aware  that  the  heat  on  the  Nile,  and 
also  at  Suakin,  was  very  great;  but 
they  had  not  received  any  Report  show- 
ing that  any  extraordinary  suffering 
now  prevailed  among  the  troops.  Their 
arrangements  for  the  troops  were  made 
locally.  A  large  supply  of  clothing  and 
other  requisites  for  the  troops  had  been 
sent  out ;  but  it  was  impossible  to  state 
how  far  the  means  of  transport  at  the 
disposal  of  the  authorities  in  Egypt  en- 
abled them  rapidly  to  distribute  them. 
The  arrangements  in  regard  to  hutting 
and  other  accommodation  for  the  troops 
were  under  the  control  of  the  General 
Officer  commanding ;  but  they  had  not 
at  present  a  detailed  Report  on  the  sub- 
ject. 

THE  DARDANELLES  AND  THE 
BLACK  SEA. 

Sm  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasuiy,  If  he 
can  state  what  protection  would  be  given 
to  British  vessels  in  the  Black  Sea  in 
case  the  Dardanelles  were  closed  during 
hostilities  between  this  Country  and 
Turkey;  also,  whether  there  is  any 
truth  in  the  report  that  the  Govern- 
ments of  Austria,  France,  and  Germany 
have  made  representations  to  the  Go- 
vernment of  Turkey,  on  the  subject  of 
the  closing  of  the  Dardanelles,  in  case 
of  hostilities  between  this  Country  and 
Russia ;  and,  if  he  can  give  any  informa- 
tion to  the  House  on  the  substance  of 
such  communications?  He  would  not 
press  for  an  answer  to  the  first  Question 
if  it  were  inconsistent  with  the  public 
interests. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  I  accept  the 
offer  of  the  hon.  Member,  and  will, 
therefore,  not  answer  the  first  Question, 
which  relates  to  a  contingency  that  has 
not  arrivedi  and  which  does  not  appear 
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to  be  probable  on  the  face  of  it.  I  can 
assure  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  at  the 
present  moment  it  is  hardly  possible  for 
a  person  holding  my  Office  to  deal  with 
the  subjects  that  demand  my  immediate 
attention,  and  it  is  quite  beyond  my 
power  to  undertake  to  investigate  mat- 
ters of  this  kind,  however  interesting. 
The  second  Question,  however,  refers  to 
a  matter  of  fact.  As  to  that,  I  am  able 
to  inform  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  no 
information  has  been  received  at  the 
Foreign  Office,  either  from  Turkey  or 
from  any  of  the  Governments  named  in 
the  Question  to  any  such  effect. 

CENTRALASIA— BUSSIA  AND  AFGHAN- 
ISTAN—ATTACK BY  THE  RUSSIANS 
ON  THE  AFGHANS  AT  TENJOEH— 
SIR  PETER  LUMSDEN'S  DESPATCH. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  may  perhaps 
be  allowed  to  refer  to  the  question  of 
the  intelligence  received  from  Sir  Peter 
Lumsden.  I  was  obliged  to  inform  the 
House  yesterday  that  it  was  in  my  power 
to  communicate  very  little  in  addition  to 
what  I  had  previously  stated;  but  I 
signified  to  the  House  that  important 
instructions  had  been  addressed  to  Sir 
Peter  Lumsden  on  the  10th  of  April,  to 
which  we  had  not  then  received  a  reply, 
but  to  which  we  were  in  constant  daily 
expectation  of  receiving  one,  so  far  as 
one  can  use  those  words  with  regard  to 
a  country  with  which  communication  is 
somewhat  variable.  That  reply  has  been 
received  to-day.  It  contained  what  I 
may  call  a  full  and  detailed  account  of 
what  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  considers  to  be 
the  main  points  of  the  case  connected 
with  the  painful  incident  of  the  attack 
near  Penjdeh.  And  it  will  serve  to 
show  how  seriously  Sir  Peter  Lumsden 
has  been  at  issue  with  General  Komaroff 
on  important  points  connected  with  that 
attack.  It  would  not  be  in  my  power 
— it  is  a  long  telegpram,  entering  into 
details  with  particulars  for  which  we 
had  specifically  asked — it  would  not  be 
in  my  power  to  state  its  effect  in  a  few 
words.  But  we  will  lay  it  on  the  Table, 
as  it  is  a  document  which  is,  I  think, 
complete  in  itself,  and  gives  important 
and  valuable  information  to  the  House. 
In  fact,  it  has  been  laid  on  the  Table, 
and  it  will  be  circulated  generally  to- 
morrow morning,  and  copies  of  it  will, 
I  believe,  be  accessible  to  hon.  Members 
in  the  Vote  Office  at  an  early  hour  this 
evening. 

Mr.  GhdiUm 


LoBD  JOHN  MANNERS :  Is  it  pro- 
posed also  to  lay  on  the  Table  the  tele- 
gram that  was  received  on  Friday  night 
from  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  No,  Sir.  Any 
question  with  regard  to  that  telegram 
would  embrace  also  the  previous  series 
of  telegrams,  and  with  regard  to  these  I 
am  very  doubtful  whether  they  would 
add  anything  to  the  information  con- 
tained in  the  telegram  received  to-day. 
I  do  not  refuse  to  review  it  if  it  is  de- 
sired for  the  purpose  of  examining  ex- 
actly how  that  matter  stands;  but  the 
series  contain  a  good  deal  of  hearsay,  a 
good  deal  of  here-and-there  expressions 
of  opinion,  and  do  not  present  a  narra- 
tive of  what  took  place.  I  think  that 
when  hon.  Gentlemen  have  seen  and 
considered  the  teleg^m  received  to-day, 
they  will  be  able  to  say  whether  it  it 
desirable  to  press  us  to  examine  the  old 
telegrams  in  order  to  see  what  portions 
sho^d  be  laid  on  the  Table. 

Sib  STAFFOED  NOETHCOTE: 
Then  none  but  this  particular  telegram 
will  be  presented;  none  of  the  other 
communications  will  be  produced  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Not  at  present. 

EGYPT  —  RUMOURED    NEGOTIATIONS 
FOR   OCCUPATION  BY  A  TURKISH 

FORCE. 

Mr.  M<C0AN  asked  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister, Whether  there  was  any  truth  in 
the  generally  reported  statement  that 
negotiations  were  either  in  proffress,  or 
had  been  already  completed  between 
Her  Majesty's  Goyemment  and  the  Go- 
vernment of  Turkey  for  the  occupation 
of  Egypt  by  a  Turkish  Force  under  Eng- 
lish officers  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  No,  Sir ;  I  hare 
nothing  to  communicate  on  that  subject. 
I  am  not  aware  that  there  haye  eyer 
been  any  negotiations  on  a  proposal 
corresponding  with  that  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  refers. 

Afterwards, 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said :  In  the  ab- 
sence  of  any  Notice,  I  did  not  know 
whether  I  oould  speak  very  oonfidentlj, 
and  therefore  I  gave  a  llmiled  asawar 
to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member. 
But  after  conferring  with  my  right  hon. 
Friend  near  me  for  a  moment  I  have  to 
say  that  there  is  no  foundation  whatever 
for  the  Question  which  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  M'Coan)  hae  put 
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REVENUE  AND  EXPENDITURE  —  THE 
FINANCIAL  STATEMENT. 

8iB  E.  AS8EEBT0N  CROSS  asked 
the  Cliancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whe- 
ther the  House  would  have  in  its  hands 
when  the  Budget  was  being  introduced 
a  statement  of  the  Eeceipts  and  the 
Expenditure,  as  was  the  case  last 
year? 

The  OHANOELLOB  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childebs)  :  Before  the 
Budget  is  brought  in  I  will  follow  the 
rule  observed  last  year. 


NAVAL  AND   MILITARY  OPERATIONS, 
1886-6  (VOTE  OF  CREDIT). 

RESOLUTION. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  In  laying  this 
Vote  of  Credit  on  the  Table,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Gk>yemment  have  engaged  that 
it  should  be  accompanied  by  a  brief  ex- 
planation, which  will  contain  nothing  in 
the  way  of  apology,  argument,  or  con- 
troversy, but  the  whole  object  of  which 
is  to  give  to  the  House  of  Commons  a 
dear  idea  of  the  course  we  are  now 
taking  and  the  meaning  of  the  Vote  pro- 
posed. The  House  of  Commons  was 
apprised  soon  after  its  meeting  in  Feb- 
ruary that  it  would  be  necessary  to 
make  provision  for  military  charge  in 
the  Soudan,  not  only  during  the  unex- 
pired portion  of  the  year  1884-5,  but 
also  during  the  financial  year  1885-6. 
At  that  period  we  had  in  view  the  ex- 
penditure in  the  Soudan,  and  expendi- 
ture in  the  Soudan  alone ;  but  circum- 
stances which  have  since  occurred*  with 
the  greater  portion  of  which  the  House 
is  acquainted,  have  obliged  us  to  widen 
our  investigations  and  greatly  to  enlarge 
our  demand  for  funds.  We  have  found 
it  necessary  to  review  our  military  posi- 
tion, not  with  reference  to  the  Soudan 
only,  but  with  reference  to  the  general 
condition  of  public  affairs  and  to  all  the 
possible  demands  upon  the  military  re- 
sources of  the  Empire.  We  feel  that  it 
is  neoeesary  at  the  present  moment,  in 
our  judgment,  to  hold  all  these  resources 
as  far  as  possible,  and  including  the 
Foreas  in  the  Soudan,  available  for  ser- 
vice wherever  they  may  be  required.  In 
these  circumstances,  the  Vote  for  which 
we  are  now  asking  does  not  include  any 
provision  of  money  for  further  offensive 
openrtioBS  in  the  Soudan,  or  for  military 
preparations  with  a  view  to  an  early 


advance  upon  Khartoum.  It  does,  how- 
ever, include  items  having  reference — 
as  will  be  readily  understood — ^to  such 
contracts  or  undertakings  as,  being 
already  considerably  advanced,  could  not 
be  stopped  with  any  appreciable  advan- 
tage, and  which,  at  the  same  time,  do 
not  involve  any  necessity  for  hostile 
action.  For  example,  we  provide  for  the 
river  steamboats  which  nave  already 
been  contracted  for,  and  for  the  comple- 
tion of  what  is  known  as  the  Wady 
Haifa  Railway — the  railway  beginning 
at  Wady  Haifa — ^towards  which  exten- 
sive preparations  have  already  been 
made,  and  which  will  have  advantages 
altogether  apart  from  military  neces- 
sities. As  to  the  ulterior  steps  beyond 
what  I  have  stated,  we  reserve  our 
entire  liberty  of  action,  subject  to  the 
discretion  and  control  of  Parliament. 
Perhaps  I  ought  to  add — though  it  is 
hardly  necessary — that  what  I  have  now 
stated  with  respect  to  the  Soudan  does 
not  imply  any  change  of  view  or  inten- 
tion as  to  the  defence  of  Egypt  and  its 
frontier.  There  are  many  considerations 
of  importance — moral,  military,  politi- 
cal, and  physical — which  bear  upon  the 
question  of  the  operations  in  the  Soudan. 
I  refer  to  them  now  merely  to  say  that  the 
whole  of  them  are  entirely  beyond  my  pre- 
sent purpose,  that  purpose  being  merely 
to  explain  the  basis  of  the  Vote ;  and  1 
may  repeat  for  the  convenience  of  the 
House  the  most  important  words  I  just 
now  used — words  in  which  I  declared 
that  we  do  not  in  the  Yote  now  laid  on 
the  Table  ask  for  any  provision  of  funds 
for  further  offensive  operations  in  the 
Soudan,  or  for  any  military  preparations 
with  view  to  an  early  advance  on  Khar- 
toum ;  but  that  we  solicit  Parliament  to 
hold  the  military  resources  of  the  Em- 
pire, including  the  Force  in  the  Soudan, 
available  for  service  wherever  they  may 
be  required.  I  think  it  may  be  con- 
venient that  I  should  add  an  explanation 
of  one  or  two  details  which  faU  within 
the  scope  of  what  I  have  already  said. 
The  Suakin  Railway  was  projected  and 
commenced  as  a  military  work  in  sup- 
port of  the  Nile  Army  ;  but  with  the  ces- 
sation of  active  operations  on  the  Nile 
any  considerable  extension  of  the  rail- 
way will  be  suspended.  But  until  some 
other  permanent  arrangement  can  be 
made,  it  will  be  necessary  to  hold  the 
Port  of  Suakin  with  British  or  Indian 
tn>ops.    The  experience  of  last  summer 
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has  proved  to  us  that  in  order  to  hold 
Suakin  for  any  useful  purpose — indeed, 
in  order  to  hold  it  without  undue  ex- 
posure and  risk  to  the  garrison,  particu- 
larly including  their  health — it  may  he 
necessary  to  occupy  one  or  more  posi- 
tions in  the  neighbourhood  of  that  place. 
The  Military  Authorities  will  be  consulted 
as  to  the  positions  which  it  may  be  con- 
sidered necessary  to  occupy  with  that 
view ;  and  as  to  the  point  up  to  which  it 
will  be  necessaryi  on  the  grounds  I  have 
already  stated,  that  the  construction  of 
the  railway  should  now  be  carried.    It 
is  proposed  to  complete  the  Suakin  Kail- 
way  up  to  the  point  which  may  be  de- 
termined as  best  for  the  garrison ;  and 
while  that  is  being  done — for  it  must 
take  some  little  time— we  shall  consider 
our  future  course  as  to  any  prosecution 
of  this  railway  beyond  that  point.     We 
consider,  Sir,  that  if  the  Nile  Eailway 
be,  as  we  think  it  is,  an  advantageous 
work  for  general  purposes,  the  prosecu- 
tion of  it  need  not  be  discontinued,  as  it 
does  not  involve  any  question  of  hostility. 
The  addition  to  our  resources  which  will 
be  effected  by  holding  the  Soudan  Force 
available  for  service  elsewhere  is  an  ad- 
dition quite  independent  of  the  demands 
which  have  been  recently  made  upon 
Her  Majesty's  Government  by  the  Qo- 
vemment  of  India  for  large  reinforce- 
ments.   These  demands  wiu  be  entirely 
met  by  provision  at  home,  leaving  the 
Force  released  in  Egypt  and  the  Soudan 
as  an  additional  reserve  for  employment 
in  India  or  elsewhere.    I  may  perhaps 
say — my  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  has  furnished  me  with  the 
information — that  in  the  total  Yote  it  is 
proposed  to  provide,  first,  for  the  Oovern- 
ment  of  India,  as  already  stated ;  and, 
secondly,  for  the  mobilization  at  home 
of  a  Force  which,  with  that  released  in 
Egypt  and  the  Soudan,  will  constitute  a 
complete  Army  Corps ;  thirdly,  for  guns, 
submarine  mines,  and  defences  in  addi- 
tion to,  and  in  aid  of,  naval  prepara- 
tions.   I  will  now  state  in  outline  the 
particulars  of  the  Yote.    Perhaps  I  may 
first  explain  to  the  House  the  change 
which  has  taken  place  in  our  views  as 
to  the  order  of  Business,  which  was  sug- 
gested— although  I  will  not  say  it  was 
asked  for — by  the  short  statement  or 
question  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  North  Devon  (Sir  Staf- 
ford Northoote).    When  we  first  bad  to 
contemplate  asking  the  House  for  a  Vote 

J/r.  Gladstone 


of  Credit  it  had  reference  to  the  Soudan 
alone,    and    as    it    was   to    be  asked 
for    with    reference    to    the    Soudan 
alone,  besides  that  the  amount  was  not 
so   large,    it   was  one  with  regard  to 
which  the  question  of  time  was  not  in 
our  view  of  very    g^at  importance ; 
and,  consequently,  we  intended  to  pro- 
pose that  Yote  to  the  House  after  the 
Budget ;  but,  considering  the  important 
change  that  has  taken  plaoe^the  change 
in  the  proposition  which  the  Government 
now  make  to  the  House,  and  the  great 
change  of  their  having   to   introduce 
other  and  larger  items  of  great  conse- 
quence into  the  Yote — and  with  refer- 
ence to  what  I  shall  term  special  pre- 
parations, we  think  now  that  the  con- 
siderable   addition     to     the     military 
expenditure  of  the  year  which  it  is  our 
duty  to  ask  Parliament*  to  make  should 
be  distinctly  submitted  to  Parliament  at 
a  very  early  day,  and  before  we  deter- 
mine finally  upon  the  financial  proposi- 
tion which  wiU  be  necessary  in  order  to 
enable  us  to  meet  the  charge.  The  gene- 
ral principle  upon  which  our  arrangements 
are  made  is    that  before  the  Budget 
is  submitted  to  the  House  the  genml 
scheme   of    expenditure  is  suffidentlj 
known  and  sanctioned,  though  all  its  de- 
tails have  not  been  fixed.    This  is  so  con- 
siderable an  addition  to  the  annual  Ex- 
penditure,  that  we  believe  it  will  be 
better  that  we  should  pursue  a  course 
foimded  on  that  basis  on  the  present 
occasion ;  and,  therefore,  our  proposal  is 
to  submit  this  Yote  of  Credit  to  the 
House  for  its  sanction,  if  it  should  meet 
with  approval  from  the  House,  on  Mon- 
day next — which  will,  I  think,  give  the 
House  sufficient  time  for  its  considera- 
tion— and  to    postpone  the    Financial 
Statement  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  from 
Thursday  to  Thursday  next  week.  Now, 
Sir,  the  total  sum  for  which  we  ask  the 
House  by  this  Yote  is  £  1 1 ,  000, 000.    The 
sum  is  put  in  one  Yote  upon  administra* 
tive  grounds,  but  it  is  divided  in  that 
Yote  between  what  I  have  termed  the 
remaining  charges  relating  to  the  Sou- 
dan, and  what  I  have  termed  special 
preparations  other  than   the  Soudan; 
and  I  think  it  is  a  fact  that,  in  point  of 
law,  we  should  be  enabled  to  effect  a 
transfer  from  one  portion  of  this  Yote  to 
the  other  without  any  previous  explana- 
tion to  the  House.     I  wish  to  state  dis- 
tinctly that  we  shall    not    effect  aav 
transfer  whatever  from  the  head  whko 
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relates  to  special  preparations  to  the 
head  relating  to  the  Soudan  without  full 
previous  communication  to  Parliament. 
The  House  will,  therefore,  understand 
that  the  Goyernment  entirely  gives  up 
its  discretion  in  that  respect.  Of  the 
£11,000,000  I  have  mentioned,  the  re- 
maining charge  for  the  Soudan  stands 
at  £4,500,000.  Of  this  £4,000,000 
would  be  in  the  technical  division  mili- 
tary charges ;  out  of  that  sum  £750,000 
vould  have  relation  to  the  Suakin  Bail- 
way,  for  which  very  considerable  cost 
has  already  been  incurred,  and  £400,000 
woald  have  relation  to  the  Nile  or  Wady 
HalfaRail way,  makingin  all  £  1 , 1 50,000. 
Taking  the  militarychargeat £4,000,000, 
there  would  be  also  a  naval  charge  of 
£500,000  in  connection  with  operations 
in  the  Soudan.  I  may  say,  at  once,  it 
refers  to  the  removal  of  the  troops  from 
one  point  to  another.  Under  the  head 
of  special  preparations  we  ask  for  the 
nun  of  £6,500,000.  Of  this  sum,  again, 
the  House  will  please  to  understand 
that  I  am  not  able  to  speak  with  the 
rigid  technicality  of  an  Estimate ;  but 
the  description  I  give  is  prepared  in 
the  Departments  according  to  the  best 
vnderstanding  they  can  form  of  the  re- 
spective sums  that  will  be  required  for 
each  purpose.  Upon  that  basis,  the  ex- 
penditure of  these  £6,500,000  would  be 
approximately  —  for  military  charge, 
£4.000,00O;fornavalcharge,  £2,500,000. 
Under  the  head  of  special  preparations 
there  are  £  4,000,000  for  military  charges, 
iocioding  j£l,  150,000  for  railways,  and 
£500,000  for  the  Navy  in  connection 
with  the  Soudan.  Thus  we  have 
£6,500,000  and  £4,500,000,  making  to- 
gether the  total  I  have  mentioned, 
£11,000,000.  In  conclusion,  I  can  only 
iaj  that  we  are  sensible  of  the  gravity 
of  the  proposal  which  we  now  make 
onder  a  deep  sense  of  our  responsibility 
to  the  Crown  and  to  the  Empire.  While 
we  count  with  confidence  on  the  libe- 
rality and  patriotism  of  Parliament  for 
meeting  every  just  demand,  our  course, 
it  is  perhaps  hardly  necessary  for  me  to 
iay,  will  continue  to  be,  in  all  our  rela- 
tions with  Foreign  Powers,  what,  as  far 
u  our  intentions  went,  it  has  been  al- 
ready—that is  to  say,  our  aim  and  de- 
lire  are,  if  it  be  possible  by  pacific 
means,  to  obtain  a  just  and  honourable 
KitLement  of  every  controversy  in  which 
▼e  are,  or  in  which  we  may  be,  in- 
volved. 

VOL-  OCXCVII.    [thibp  sbribs.] 


Estimate  presented.^^f  the  Sum  re- 
quired to  be  Voted,  beyond  the  ordinary 
Grants  of  Parliament,  towards  defray- 
ing the  Expenses  which  may  be  incurred 
during  the  year  ending  the  3 1st  March 
1886 — (1.)  For  Eemaining  Charges  in 
the  Soudan  and  Upper  Egypt ;  (2.)  For 
Special  Naval  and  Military  Prepara* 
tions— £11,000,000. 

Sir  STAFFOED  NOETHCOTE: 
The  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man,  both  in  what  it  actually  contains 
and  what  it  implies,  is  so  important  that 
I  do  not  propose  to  say  much  upon  the 
subject  at  the  first  blush.  I  cannot, 
however,  help  noticing  the  change,  the 
change  in  the  arrangements  which  the 
Government  propose  in  the  order  of 
Business.  I  regpret  that  we  should  have 
the  Budget  delayed ;  at  the  same  time, 
if  it  appears  to  the  Government  to  be 
important  that  they  should  proceed 
rapidly  with  that  portion  of  this  Vote 
which  refers  to  special  preparations,  I 
can  quite  understand  that  it  may  be  ne- 
cessary and  desirable  to  lay  aside  or 
postpone  other  Business  for  a  time  in 
order  to  arrive  at  the  consideration  of 
that  very  important  proposal.  It  is  one 
the  magnitude  of  which,  and  the  cir- 
cumstances under  which  it  is  brought 
forward,  must  at  once  strike  the  House 
with  a  sense  of  its  gravity,  and  impose 
caution  upon  us  in  dealing  with  it. 
With  regard  to  one  part  of  the  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman^ 
that  relating  to  the  expenses  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Soudan — I  am  not  entirely 
satisfied  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
statement;  and  if  it  were  not  for  the 
fact  that  this  question  is  coupled  with 
another  which  requires  careful  attention, 
and  which  I  should  be  most  sorry  to 
damage  by  premature  criticism,  I  should 
feel  it  necessary  to  make  some  observa- 
tions upon  the  subject.  I  do  not  think 
the  Government  are  dealing  with  the 
Soudan  Question,  if  it  can  be  regarded 
as  a  question  by  itself,  in  a  manner  that 
would  be  satisfactory  to  the  House.  We 
ought  not  to  be  asked  to  spend  money, 
and  especially  to  g^ve  Votes  of  Credit, 
for  operations  in  the  Soudan  without  a 
fuller  and  more  complete  statement  of 
the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  have  not  dven 
attempted  to  sketch  the  policy  of  the 
Government. 
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Sir  STAFFOED  NOETHOOTE: 
When  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  .states 
that  he  is  going  to  ask  for  the  large  sum 
of  £4,600,000  for  expenditure  in  the 
Soudan,  I  think  it  is  only  reasonable 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  should 
give  us  full  and  complete  explanation  of 
their  policy.  I  understand,  however, 
that  we  may  look  for  that  statement 
when  the  time  comes  for  the  question  to 
be  raised.  With  regard  to  the  matter 
as  a  whole,  I  am  glad  to  hear  that  the 
Government  intend  to  proceed  rapidly ; 
and  if  it  is  necessary  for  the  purpose  to 
postpone  the  Budget,  of  course  I  shall 
make  no  objection  to  that  course  being 
taken.  If  the  Government  find  it  more 
convenient  that  the  Budget  should  fol- 
low the  statement,  that  is  a  course  to 
which,  I  think,  the  House  will  offer  no 
objection. 

Estimate  referred  to  the  Committee  of 
Supply,  and  to  be  printed.    [No.  155.] 

ORDER   OF  THE  DA  Y. 


PARLIAMENTARY  ELECllONS   (REDIS- 
TRIBUTION) (rtf-MmimWtfrf)  BILL. —[Bill  49.] 

(Jfr.  Oladstone,  The  Marqueat  of  HartingtoUy 
Sir  Charlet  IF,  Dilke^  Mr.  Attorney  General^ 
The  Lord  Advocate,  Jfr.  CampbetUBannerman.) 

ooMinTTBE.     \^Progreis  11  th  April.'] 

LSEVENTEEfTTH  NIGHT.] 

Bill  considered  in  Oommittee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

SEVENTH  SCHEDULE. 
COUNTIES    AT    LAEGE. 

NUHBBR    OF    MbMBEBS  kSD  NaMBS  AND 

CoifTBNTs  OP  Divisions. 

Part  III. 

IRELAND. 

Mr.  HEALY,  in  moving  an  Amend- 
ment, in  page  101,  to  leave  out  from 
line  21  to  line  4  of  page  102,  and 
insert — 

**  Barony  of  North-West  Liberties  of  London- 
derry. 

Barony  of  Tikoeran  (except  the  parish  of 
Learmount,  and  that  part  of  the  parish  of 
Banagher  which  is  in  this  barony). 

Barony  of  Kennaught  (except  the  parish  of 
Dnngiven,  and  that  part  of  the  parish  of 
Banagher  which  is  in  this  barony,  and  except 
that  part  of  the  parish  of  Bovevagh  which  is 
boandod  by  the  parishes  of  Dungiyen  and 
Errigal. 


Barony  of  Colendne. 

Barony  of  North-East  Liberties  of  C^leraioe. 

No.  2. — The  South  Londonderry  Division. 

Barony  of  Tikeeran  (parish  of  Learmonnt, 
and  that  part  of  the  parish  of  Banagher  which  is 
in  this  barony) . 

Barony  of  Kennaught  (parish  of  Dnngiven, 
and  that  part  of  the  parish  of  Banagher  whidi 
is  bounded  by  the  parishes  of  Dungiven  and 
£rrigal). 

Barony  of  Loughinshollin," 

said,  it  was  necessary  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Committee  to  the  manner  in 
which  the  Boundary  Commissioners  had 
acted  in  regard  to  this  division,  and  the 
changes  which  they  had  made  in  the 
division  as  originally    laid  down.     In 
the  first  place,  he  was  reminded  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Walker)    was  represented    before   the 
Commissioners  by  counsel.  [**  No,  no!"] 
He   understood  that  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  denied  the  soft  impeachment ; 
but  the  counsel  who  appea^red    at  the 
inquiry  stated  that  he  represented  Mr. 
Walker,  and  that  he  was  exceedingly 
dissatisfied  with  the  boundaries  wliKih 
had  been  agreed  upon.    Now,  he  (Mr. 
Healy)  must  say,  that  for  any  oounsel 
who  appeared  on  behalf  of  a  Law  Officer 
of  the  Government,  or  of  any  Member 
of  the  Government,  to  attempt  to  intimi* 
date  the  Commissioners  by  alleging  that 
fact  was  extremely  unsatisfactory,   un- 
precedented, and  he  miffht  almost  say 
shocking,     and     especiiuly     bo     when 
viewed  from  a  point  of  general  policy. 
What  must  have  been  the  effect  pro- 
duced on  the  minds  of  the  Commission- 
ers when  they  were  told  that  the  Irith 
Solicitor  General,   and  a   strong   sop- 
porter  of  Her  Majesty's  Geyemment— 
namely,  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  the  county    of   Londonderry    (Sir 
Thomas  M^Clure),  were  disappointed  at 
the  arrangement  which  had  been  made. 
He  would  say,  at  the  outset,  that  the 
inquiry  was  prejudiced  to  a  very  large 
extent  by  that   unfortunate   statement 
He  was  quite  willing  to  admit  that  the 
proposal  put  forward  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  was  not  adopted : 
and  that  it  would  have  been  worse  for 
the  popular  Par^  in  Deny   than  Ibe 
scheme  finally  adopted  by  the  Commis- 
sioners.   As  he  bad  said  on  a  former 
occasion,    the    object  of   the  Commi»- 
sionershad  been,  not  to  jerrymander  the 
(Hvisions  altogether,  but  just  to  jeny* 
mander  them  enough ;  and  the  propoMl 
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of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to 
draw  a  line  through  the  barony  of 
Loughlinshollin,  which  was  largely  Ca- 
tholic, was  so  indecent  and  outrageous 
that  it  was  even  too  much  for  the 
strong  stomachs  of  the  Boundary  Com- 
missioners. The  Irish  Members  had 
been  attacked  by  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
Tomment  Board  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke) 
for  haying  imported  religious  distinc- 
tions and  some  sectarian  bitterness  into 
this  controversy.  For  his  own  part,  he 
altogether  repudiated  any  charge  of  the 
kind.  The  religious  element  had  been 
introduced  into  the  discussion  by  the 
Commissioners  themselves,  who,  at  the 
instigation  of  the  Tory  Party,  had  under- 
taken the  inquiry  with  a  theodolite 
io  one  band  and  a  Beligious  Census  Table 
in  the  other*  In  point  of  fact,  the  Ee- 
hgious  Census  Table,  from  lirst  to  last, 
had  been  the  guide  which  had  been 
followed  in  Ulster.  And  what  had 
happened?  The  county  of  Derry  had 
been  divided  into  four  baronies,  one  of 
them  being  the  barony  of  Loughinshollin 
— a  very  large  Catholic  barony ;  and  the 
question  arose — what  parishes  of  the 
Northern  baronies  were  to  be  thrown 
into  the  division  which  comprised  that 
barony  ?  The  original  scheme  of  the 
Commissioners  was  to  throw  in  bits  of  the 
barony  of  Tikeeran  and  the  barony  of 
Kennaught  in  order  to  obtain  the  re- 
quisite amount  of  population.  That  pro- 
vision would  have  given  the  popular 
Party  a  Member  for  South  Derry,  the 
Catholics  being  47  or  48  per  cent  of  the 
entire  county.  Seeing  how  persons  of 
other  denominations  were  divided,  it 
was  not  too  much  to  say  that  the  Catholic 
Party,  under  that  arrangement,  would 
have  been  entitled  to  one  Member.  It 
happened  that  in  the  lower  division,  as 
it  was  at  first  arranged,  the  Catholics, 
not  to  speak  of  the  Nationalists,  would 
have  had  a  majority  of  over  2,000. 
When  that  fact  came  out  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland,  who,  of  course,  was  extremely 
well  informed  with  regard  to  the  county 
of  Londonderry,  and  was  kept  well  sup- 
plied with  information  by  his  agents, 
immediately  presented  acounter-proposal 
to  the  Commissioners.  Before  he  (Mr. 
Healy)  touched  upon  that  proposal  he 
wished  to  draw  the  atteotion  of  the 
Committee  to  this  extraordinary  fact — 
that  with  the  exception  of  the  counties 


of  Dublin  and  Kildare,  the  scheme  for 
the  county  of  Londonderry  was  the  last 
issued  by  the  Commissioners.  It  was 
the  third  of  the  schemes  published,  and 
it  was  not  kept  back  until  the  very 
last  moment  without  a  purpose,  for  the 
operations  of  the  Commissioners  had 
not  been  of  such  an  unbiased  character 
that  it  could  be  supposed  they  had  been 
occupied  in  the  interim  with  an  en- 
tirely innocent  investigation.  However, 
in  spite  of  the  delay  they  were  not  able 
to  hit  the  mark  accurately  enough  for 
the  Solicitor  General ;  but,  at  all  events, 
the  fact  remained  that  the  county  repre- 
sented by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man opposite  supplied  nearly  the  last 
scheme  that  was  made  public.  However, 
when  the  Commissioners  held  their  in- 
quiry the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
was  represented  at  it  by  counsel,  who  pro- 
tested, in  the  strongest  terms,  against  the 
scheme  of  the  Commissioners.  He  would 
leave  the  House  to  imagine  what  kind 
of  impression  was  produced  on  the  minds 
of  the  Commissioners,  connected  as  they 
were  with  Dublin  Castle,  when  they 
were  informed  that  Her  Majesty's  So- 
licitor General  was  opposed  to  their 
scheme ;  and  he  would  ask  what  gua- 
rantee of  fair  play  the  Nationalists  had 
in  the  matter  ?  The  Government,  or  the 
Whig  Party,  were  represented  upon  the 
Commission  by  Mr.  Piers  White;  the 
Tories  had  two  representatives — Major 
Macpherson  and  Captain  Johnston  ;  and 
the  Irish  Official  Party  were  represented 
by  a  member  of  the  Irish  Local  Govern- 
ment Board — Mr.  Burke;  while  the 
popular  Party,  with  whose  constituents 
the  Government  were  dealing  in  five 
out  of  six  cases,  were  not  afforded  a 
single  representative.  They  were  not 
even  consulted  in  regard  to  t)ie  names  of 
any  individual  appointed  upon  the  Com- 
mission. The  Conservatives  had  two 
representatives,  and  the  Whigs  two; 
but  the  Nationalists  had  no  representa- 
tive at  all,  although  85  out  of  103  seats 
to  be  dealt  with  were  Nationalist  con- 
stituencies. He  thought  that  fact  alone 
was  sufficient  to  damn  the  Eeport  made 
by  the  Commission  in  the  opinion  of 
every  fair-minded  man.  In  the  next 
place,  they  had  the  operations  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland.  Perhaps  it  was  indiscreet  for 
the  Liberal  agent  in  Derry  to  have  em- 
ployed Dr.  Todd,  notwithstanding  the 
fact  that  he  was  a  distinguished  bar- 
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rister ;  and  it  might  have  been  indiscreet 
for  Dr.  Todd  to  have  avowed  to  tho  Com- 
missioners that  he  represented  the  Solici- 
tor General  for  Ireland.  He  (Mr.  Healj) 
had  no  doubt  that  bj-and-bye  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  would  get  up 
at  the  Table   and  tell   the  Committee 
thAt  Dr.  Todd  was  altogether  unjustified 
in  stating  that  he  represented  him  (Mr. 
Walker) ;  because  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  could  not  but  feel  the  extra- 
ordinary position   in   which  the  Com- 
missioners  were    placed  by   having  a 
distinct  statement  made  to  them  &at 
one  of  the  chief  Law  Officers    of  the 
Crown  in  Ireland,  possessing  a  seat  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  disapproved  of 
the  Commissioners'  scheme.     He  would 
ask    the    Tory    Party    in    the    House 
what    interest    they    had    in    backing 
up  this  scheme/  which  was  a  scheme  for 
returning  two  Whigs  for  the  county  of 
Derry,  although  the  Tories  had  not  a 
single  Member  in  that  coimty  at  present, 
except  for  the  city  of  Derry ;  and  the 
present  scheme    of  division  no   more 
interested  the  Tory  Party  than  it  inte- 
rested any  political  Party  not  connected 
at  all  with  the  county.    It  was  purely 
a  Whig  scheme,  from  first  to  last ;  for 
the  Tories  would  have  no  chance  of  re- 
turning a  Member  for  Derry.  He  asked, 
then,  was  it  right  or  fair,  in  the  inte- 
rests   of    decency,  for  a   lawyer    and 
advocate  to  get  up  in  Court  and  tell  the 
Boimdary  Commissioners  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Solicitor  General  disapproved  of 
their  scheme?    He  maintained  that  it 
was  a  monstrous  attempt  to  interfere 
with  the  judgment  and  liberty  of  action 
of  the  Commissioners,  and  that  it  was 
an  indecent  attempt  to  wrest  from  them 
a  scheme  in  favour  of  the  views  of  the 
Government  themselves,  and  what  they 
considered  to  be  best  for  their  own  pur- 
poses.    No  doubt  the  hon.  and  learned 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  would  say 
that  this  was  not  his  scheme,  or  that  of 
the  Gt>vemment.    How  dared  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  have  a  scheme 
at  all  ?    He  had  no  business  whatever 
to  put  forward  a  scheme  for  any  county, 
even  although  he  happened  to  represent 
that  county  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  could 
not   sink   his  position   as  one  of  Her 
Majesty's  Advisers,  and  as  one  of  the 
Gentlemen  whose  advice  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant was  bound  to  take  when  he  ap- 
pointed this   Commission.     He  should 

Mr.  ITealy 


like   to  know  what  English  Members 
would  have  said    if   the  Attorney  or 
Solicitor  General    had    gone  down  to 
Taunton,  or  Durham,  and  said — '*We 
disapprove  of  the  scheme  of  the  Com- 
missioners?"   What  would  have  been 
said  in  England  if  such  a  declaration 
had  been  made — if  the  declaration  re- 
ceived no  disclaimer  from  Her  Majesty's 
Government?    It  might  suit  the  hon. 
and  learned  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land in  that  House    to   disclaim    the 
action  of  Dr.  Todd ;  but  he  did  not  dis- 
claim it  at  the  time,  or  before  the  Com- 
missioners sent  in  their  Report — which 
was  the  proper  time  to  make  it,  if  the 
disclaimer  was  to  have  any  effect  at  all. 
It  was  only  after  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  found  that  the  views  of  his 
representative  had  been  adopted,  and 
when  the  statements  of  Dr.  Todd  had 
been  reported,  and  made  the  subject  of 
adverse  comment  in  the  Dublin  news- 
papers, that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman came  out  with  a  disclaimer.     He 
(Mr.  Healy)  contended  that  the  present 
scheme  was  tainted  by  the  action  of  the 
hon.   and  learned  Gentleman;   and  on 
that  ground,  if  upon  no  other,  he  would 
ask  the  Government  to  send  it  back  to 
the  Commissioners,  and  call  upon  them 
to  make  a  fresh  Report,  seeing  that  it  was 
a  scheme  which  had  been  obtained,  to  a 
large  extent,  by  undue  influence,  if  not 
by  actual  intimidation.     What  were  the 
merits,  or  rather  the  demerits,  of  the 
original  scheme?    What  fault  was   to 
be  found  with  the  original  scheme  ?     As 
far  as  he  knew,  no  fault  whatever  could 
be  found  with  it.     The  Commissioners 
said — and  this  was  a  remarkable  point, 
to  which  he  would  call  the  attention  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke) — that  Mr.  James  O'Doherty,  the 
solicitor,   and  others  who  represented 
the  Nationalists,  had  contented  them- 
selves with  saying  that  they  were  satis- 
fied with  the  proposition  of  the  Com- 
missioners, and  that  they  objected  to 
any  alteration  of  it.     What  was  that 
but  a  sneer,  with  the  intention  of  imply- 
ing that  the  Nationalists  had  put  them- 
selves in  the  wrong  by  not  proposing 
any  scheme  of  their  own  ?  The  Commis- 
sioners then  went  on  to  make   a  very 
remarkable  admission.    They  said  that 
the  alternative  scheme  was  supported 
by  maps  and  Schedules,  put  forward 
by  Mr.  Lane,  the  solicitor  for  the  Con- 
servative Party,  and  by  Dr.  Todd,  the 
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counsel  for  the  Liberal  Party.     "Both 
of  these  schemes,"  they  added,  "con- 
caned  to  a  certain  point."     No  doubt, 
both  of  them  concurred  in  cutting  off 
people  of  the  barony  of  Loughinshollin 
from  their  co-religionists.    Both  Whig 
and  Tory  concurred  in  that ;  and,  there- 
fore, the    Commissioners  said  that  it 
would  be  an  improvement  upon  their 
original  proposal,   and  they  agreed  to 
provide  that  the  barony  of  Kennaught 
Bhoold  not  be  divided,  as  had  been  pro- 
posed originally.     Probably  the  defence 
of  the  Grovernment  would  be  that  the 
present   scheme  of  the  Commissioners 
only  divided  one  barony;  whereas  the 
original  scheme  divided  two.     The  right 
hou.  Baronet  had  pointed  out  that  the 
area  of  the  Derry  boundaries  was  di- 
vided only  in  one  instance  now.    That 
would  have  been  an  admirable  argu- 
ment if  the  Qovemment  had  adopted  it 
in  the  case  of  Armagh,  Donegal,  Tyrone, 
or  Down,  or  in  any  other  single  instance 
in  connection  with  an  Irish  county ;  and 
if  the  right  hon.  Baronet  put  forward 
that  make-believe  and  absurd  argument, 
he  (Mr.  Healy)  would  only  say  that,  on 
the  Eeport  stage  of  the  Bill,  he  would 
call  upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
re-propose  the  old  divisions  of  Armagh, 
Donegal,  Tyrone,  and  Down,  or  other- 
wise the  argument  would  put  him  en- 
tirely out  of  court ;  and,  certainly,  what 
was  sauce  for  the  goose  was  sauce  for 
the  gander.     The  Commissioners  went 
on  to  say  that  these  detached  parishes 
contained  a  population  of  9,000  persons, 
and   that,   by  leaving  them  united  to 
their   own   baronies,   a  more  compact 
division  was  formed.     But  where  was 
the  compactness  of  the  division?    He 
defied  any  Member  of  the  Gbvernment 
to  show  in  what  the  compactness  con- 
sisted.   The  Commissioners  said  that  the 
two  baronies  under  the  old  scheme  were 
divided  by  a  high  and  almost  uninhabited 
range  of  mountains ;  but  was  not  that  the 
case  in  the  county  of  Donegal?  How  was 
that  argument  allowed  to  hold  good  in 
the  case  of   Donegal?    Kilmacreenan 
was  separated  by  niountains,  and  utterly 
uninhabited    spaces    of   ocean — visited 
only  by  herrings    and    seagulls    from 
Innishowen,  yet  both  were  shamelessly 
united  in   one    division.      If  that  ar- 
gument had  been  used  in  the  case  of 
Donegal,  it  would  have  been  entirely 
worthless,  in  the  view  of  the  Govern- 
ment ;  but  as  this  was  a  case  in  which 


the  Government  were  anxious  to  suit 
their  own  purposes,  they  introduced  the 
argument  of  separation  by  a  range  of 
mountains.  It  must  be  borne  in  mind 
that  in  no  other  case  had  such  a  ground 
been  allowed  to  stand  in  the  way  of  the 
connection  of  one  district  with  another  ; 
and  in  this  case,  under  the  old  scheme, 
the  population  was  entirely  homogeneous. 
It  was  a  Catholic  population,  having 
intimate  communications  with  each  other 
— one  in  blood  and  in  religion,  and  also 
in  language ;  and  also,  from  a  geogra- 
phical point  of  view,  far  more  compact 
than  the  division  which  had  been  sub- 
stituted for  it.  For  the  Commissioners, 
who  scarcely  spent  an  entire  hour  over  the 
matter,  to  set  up  their  opinion  against  that 
of  the  inhabitants  of  the  district  was 
simplyhypocrisy  and  audacity.  TheCom- 
missioners  went  on  to  state,  in  their 
Beport,  that  the  suggested  improvement 
was  one  which  recommended  itself,  and 
that  it  necessitated  a  corresponding  re- 
duction from  Division  No.  1,  in  order  to 
make  up  and  complete  Division  No.  2. 
Nevertheless,  it  was  a  remarkable  fact 
that  the  parishes  struck  out  were  parishes 
containing  a  purely  Catholic  population, 
and  that  the  two  parishes  put  in  from 
the  barony  of  Coleraine  contained  a 
purely  Protestant  population.  As  *  a 
matter  of  fact,  out  of  the  barony  of 
Coleraine,  the  Commissioners  had  taken 
the  two  most  Protestant  parishes  of  the 
entire  division ;  and  out  of  the  original 
Northern  Division  they  had  struck  out 
the  two  most  Catholic  parishes ;  and  this 
course  could  only  be  aefended  by  argu- 
ments which  it  was  admitted  had  no 
force  in  regard  to  other  counties— such 
as  the  counties  of  Armagh,  Donegal, 
Tyrone,  and  Down.  It  was  monstrous, 
then,  that  the  Nationalist  Party  should 
be  attempted  to  be  stalled  off  by  this 
miserable  threadbare  argument.  First 
of  all,  he  would  state  to  the  Com- 
mittee the  religious  effect  of  the  scheme. 
In  the  original  scheme  of  the  Com- 
missioners the  Southern  Division  had 
a  majority  of  3,000  Catholics.  By  the 
present  scheme  of  the  Commissioners,  a 
majority  of  3,000  Protestants  had  been 
secured.  Wherever  any  change  had  been 
made  in  Ulster,  time  after  time  and  in 
county  after  county,  the  effect  of  the 
change  had  been  to  put  the  Catholics  in 
a  minority ;  and  therefore  the  action  of 
the  Commissioners  and  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  capable  of  but  one  interpreta- 
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tion.     These  sohemes  bore  the  brand  of 
infamy  upon  them,  and  so  long  as  these 
boundaries  were  allowed  to  exist  they 
would  be  a  monument  of  the  bigotry, 
the    prejudice,    and    the    partiality   of 
the  Commissioners  appointed  by  Lord 
Spencer.     In  Derry,  as  in   the  case  of 
Down,  Donegal,  Armagh,  and  Tyrone, 
every  change   which    had    been  made 
told  against  the  popular  Party;   and, 
bearing  in  mind  that  in  no  single  in- 
stance had  the  Tory  Party  come  for- 
ward and  asked  for  an  alteration  which 
had    not    been    adopted,   it    was    im- 
possible to  draw  any  other  conclusion 
tJian  that  the  object  was  to  keep  the 
Nationalists  down   as  far  as  possible. 
The  two  Whig  [Representatives  and  the 
two  Tories  upon  the  Commission  had 
put  their  heads  together  to  cheat  and 
ohouse  the  Nationalists  out  of  the  rights 
to  which  they  were  fairly  entitled.    How 
did  the  Government  defend  their  scheme? 
Tbey  threw  out  the  parishes  of  Lear- 
mount,  Dungiven,  and  Moville,  and  put 
in  their  stead  from  the  barony  of  Cole- 
raine  the  Protestant  parishes  of  Agha- 
dowey  and  Desertoghill.     He  would  ask 
the  Government  for  some  explanation 
upon  another  point — namely,  why  it  was 
that  they  had  taken  so  much  of  these 
parishes  ?    Why  was  it  that  there  were 
now  3,000  more  persons  in  the  South 
Derry  Division  than  in  the  North  Derry 
Division  ?    Surely  it  was  not  necessary 
to  take  so  large  a  portion    of   these 
parishes  if  they  only  wanted  to  equalize 
the  population.     In  the  original  scheme 
the  number  in  each  division  was  nearly 
equal ;    but  now,   for   the   purpose  of 
swamping  the  Catholics  in  the  barony  of 
LoughinshoUin,  they  took  out  3,000  Pro- 
testants from  the  barony  of  Coleraine. 
They  had    had    mountains    and  lakes 
flung  in  their  faces,  compactness,  the 
squareness  of   the  barony,  and  every- 
thing except  a  frank  admission,  which, 
of   course,  the  Government  could  not 
with    decency  make,   that   the  design 
from  first  to  last  was  to  deprive  the  Na- 
tionalists of  their  rights  by  means  of 
fraud  and  chicane.   He  viewed  the  boun- 
daries now  proposed  by  the  Bill  with  all 
the  more  apprehension,  because  ho  be- 
lieved that  the  Government  had  made 
them,   although   that  assertion   would, 
doubtless,  be  denied,  not  merely  for  the 
purpose  of  Parliamentary  areas,  but  for 
the  purpose  of  Local  Govemm  ent  arrange- 
ments hereafter,  so  that  not  merely  were 
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the  Nationalists  to  be  swindled  now, 
but  later  on  they  were  to  be  equally 
swindled  when  the  areas  in  connection 
with  the  Local  Government  Boards  were 
formed.  Lord  Spencer  appeared  to  have 
pointed  out,  in  his  secret  instrnctions  to 
the  Commissioners,  that  these  areas 
would  be  subsequently  used  for  Local 
Government  purposes ;  so  that  not  only 
would  the  popular  Party  be  swamped 
at  the  present  moment  in  the  consti- 
tuencies in  connection  with  the  return 
of  Bepresentatives  to  Parliament,  bat 
later  on,  when  the  Local  Government 
scheme  was  on  the  anvil,  the  areas  now 
applotted  would  be  rendered  available  for 
cheating  the  popular  Party  in  the  North 
in  the  matter  of  Local  Gbvemment 
Boards.  He  believed  that  that  was 
really  one  of  the  main  reasons  whi^ 
had  influenced  the  Government.  He 
would  only  say,  in  conclusion,  that  torn 
where  they  might  in  the  case  of  these 
counties — 

"  The  trail  of  the  serpent  is  over  it  «U." 
In  all  other  cases  in  the  South  of  Ire- 
land, in  over  90  constituencies,  except 
Dublin,  Kerry,  and  an  island  in  Mayo, 
no  change  whatever  had  been  made  in 
the  schemes  of  the  Commissioners ;  bat 
no  less  than  1 1  changes  had  been  made 
in  the  nine  counties  of  the  North  of  In- 
land. There  were  changes  in  Down,  in 
Antrim,  in  Belfast,  in  Derry,  in  Tyrone, 
in  Armagh,  in  Donegal — and  only  two 
praoticallythroughout  the  rest  of  Ireland 
— namely,  in  Dublin  and  in  the  county  of 
Kerry.  What  did  it  all  mean  ?  Coold 
they  ever  succeed  in  eradicating  from  the 
minds  of  the  popular  Party  the  feeling' 
that  they  had  been  choused  and  cheated, 
and  defrauded  of  their  rights?  The 
boundaries  of  county  after  county  in 
Ulster  had  been  changed,  and  com- 
plaint after  complaint  had  been  made 
in  that  House  by  those  who  represented 
the  popular  feeling.  The  Tory  Partj 
and  the  Whig  Party  had  no  complaint 
whatever  to  make.  It  was  the  Nation- 
alists alone,  who  were  not  represented 
on  the  Commission,  who  were  compelled 
to  stand  up  in  the  House  of  Commons 
and  put  forward  their  claims,  and  nr;^re 
their  grievances,  although  they  knew 
beforehand  that  the  compact  which 
existed  between  the  two  Front  Benobea 
would  prevent  them  from  securing  their 
rights  or  obtaining  justice.  He  trusted 
that,  at  any  rate,  this  debate  would 
prove  to  the  people  of  the  North  of 
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land  that  they  bad  nothing  to  expect  in 
the  shape  of  justice  from  the  Government 
of  Dublin  Castle,  or  from  any  Commission 
which  Earl  Spencer  might  appoint.  They 
had  been  cheated  once  before  by  the 
Commission  appointed  under  the  Land 
Act.  They  were  being  cheated  now  by 
a  Commission  under  the  Hedistribu- 
tion  Bill.  Whatever  Commission  Lord 
Spencer  appointed,  it  would  be  found 
that  he  was  unable  to  give  a  fair  and 
decent  representation  to  the  popular  or 
Catholic  Party.  Every  Commissioner 
was  appointed  in  the  Tory  or  Whig  in- 
terest; and  so  long  as  these  divisions 
lasted  they  would  recall  to  the  popular 
miod  the  unfairness,  indecency,  and 
fraud  of  the  British  Gh)veniment  in 
Ireland. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  101,  to  leave  out  from  the  words 
"The  Baroniee  of/*  in  line  21,  to  the  word 
''  Shanlongford/'  in  line  35,  and  insert  the  words 
"  Barony  of  North-West  Liberties  of  London- 
derry."—(iVr.  Healy.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Schedule." 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Monaghan 
had  stated  once  again  what  he  had  said 
before — that  some  decret  instructions  had 
been  given  by  Lord  Spencer  to  the 
Boundary  Commissioners  with  regard  to 
the  alterations  they  ought  to  effect  in 
the  original  scheme.  If  so,  such  in- 
structions were  so  secret  that  he  himself 
(Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  did  not  know  of 
them.  But  even  beyond  that  extra- 
ordinary secrecy  with  regard  to  Himself, 
he  was  bound  to  say  that  Lord  Spencer 
had  authorized  him  to  state  that  nothing 
of  the  kind  had  taken  place.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  alluded  be- 
fore to  the  presence  at  the  inquiry  of  a 
legal  gentleman,  who  said  that  he  ap- 
peared for  the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Walker).  That 
statement  was  also  inaccurate. 

Mr.  healy  said,  that  it  had  ap- 
peared in  the  public  Press,  where  it  had 
gone  uncontradicted  as  having  been 
made  by  Dr.  Todd  himself. 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
had  had  some  communication  with  the 
Ifembers  for  the  county  of  Derry,  and 
they  denied  that  they  were  in  any  way 
represented  before  the  Commissioners. 
But  however  that  might  be,  if  his  hon. 


and  learned  Friend  the  Solicitor  (General 
for  Ireland  had  felt  inclined  to  attend 
before  the  Commissioners  himself,  he 
would  have  been  altogether  justified  in 
doing  so.  For  his  own  part,  he  (Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke)  had  been  present  at 
the  inquiry  which  took  place  in  regard 
to  his  own  division ;  and,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  he  had  taken  an  active  part  in  the 
proceedings. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  that 
occurred  in  England,  and  not  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  healy  remarked  that,  while 
the  Liberals  were  represented  upon  the 
Commission,  the  National  Party  were 
not. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
would  only  say  what,  so  far  as  he  was 
personally  concerned,  was  the  fact.  He 
now  came  to  the  merits  of  this  par- 
ticular case.  There  had  been  a  Paper 
laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House,  in 
which  the  reasons  of  the  Commissioners 
for  making  this  change  in  their  scheme 
were  submitted.  The  alterations  which 
had  been  made  in  the  original  scheme 
had  been  made  in  consequence  of  its 
being  found  that  the  maps,  which  formed 
the  basis  of  the  original  scheme,  did  not 
show  the  physical  conformation  of  the 
country.  There  was  a  range  of  moun- 
tains which  ran  North  and  South,  and 
the  present  scheme  followed  the  geo- 
graphical arrangements.  He  did  not 
think  it  was  desirable  to  carry  a  division 
across  a  mountainous  range  ;  and  there 
had  been  several  cases  in  England  where 
hills  much  less  considerable  had  been 
taken  into  view  by  the  Boundary  Com- 
missioners. The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  Healy)  complained  that  the 
result  of  the  change  had  been  to  make 
a  difference  of  3,000  between  the  popu- 
lation of  the  Northern  and  of  the  South- 
em  Divisions ;  but  the  Northern  Divi- 
sion would  contain  three  large  towns, 
and  it  was  necessary  to  allow  for  an 
increase  of  the  population  in  those 
towns. 

Mr.  healy  remarked,  that  London- 
derry had  a  Member  already,  and  was 
not  included  in  the  county  divisions. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
only  wished  to  point  out  that  the  ten- 
dency of  the  population  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  large  towns  was  to  increase ; 
whereas  in  the  rural  districts  of  Ireland 
the  tendency  was  the  other  way.  Cer- 
tainly the  decrease  of  population  had 
been  much  less  rapid  in  the  Northern 
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than  in  the  Southern  parts  of  the  oounty. 
It  was  said  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  that  the  changes  had  been 
suggested  by  the  Tory  and  Liberal 
agents. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  it  was  the  Com- 
missioners themselves  who  said  that. 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  said,  it 
must  be  borne  in  mind  that  additional 
changes  were  suggested  that  were  not 
accepted  by  the  Commissioners.  So  far 
as  the  religious  point  was  concerned,  the 
Protestant  population  in  the  county  was 
about  78,500;  while  the  Catholic  popu- 
lation was  only  57,000,  so  that  it  did 
happen  that  the  Protestant  section  had 
a  majority  in  each  division. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  that  that  would 
not  have  been  the  case  if  the  first 
scheme  of  the  Commissioners  had  been 
adhered  to. 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  said,  that 
the  first  scheme  was  exceptionally  ob- 
.lectionable,  and  the  moment  it  came  to 
oe  inquired  into  it  became  evident  that 
it  must  be  changed. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  that  the  Catholics 
were  always  cheated  in  that  way. 

Sib  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  continued. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said 
that  no  change  had  been  made  in  other 
counties ;  but  in  three  Conservative 
counties  changes  had  been  made,  and 
the  reason  why  changes  had  been  made 
from  the  scheme  as  originally  prepared 
was  owing  to  the  evidence  given  before 
the  Commissioners  at  the  local  inquiry. 
Presumably  the  present  scheme  was 
the  best  that  could  be  devised.  He  alto- 
gether denied  that  there  had  been  any 
intention  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
or  of  the  Boundary  Commissioners  to 
make  such  a  division  of  the  county  as 
would  be  adverse  to  either  the  Catholic 
or  the  National  Party  of  Ireland.  He 
must,  therefore,  oppose  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  that  some  refer- 
ence had  been  made  to  the  constitution 
of  the  Commission  which  had  prepared 
the  boundaries  of  the  Irish  counties.  It 
was  proposed,  first  of  all,  that  these  im- 
portant functions  should  be  entrusted 
entirely  to  military  officers.  He  almost 
thought  it  might  have  been  better  if 
military  officers  had  been  allowed  to  do 
the  work.  Military  officers  were  not, 
as  was  sometimes  claimed  for  them,  alto- 
gether free  from  political  passion ;  but 
they  usually  gained  their  promotion  for 
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military  and  professional  reasons,  and  if 
military  officers  solely  had  been  em- 
ployed in  framing  the   boundaries,  it 
might  have  been  hoped  that  there  would 
have  been  nothing  in  the  character  of 
the  work  to  induce  them  to  plan  unfair 
divisions  for  the  sake  of  pleasing  their 
employers,  or  in  the  hope  of  obtaining 
more  rapid  promotion.     As  a  matter  of 
fact,  however,  the  work  of  the  Boundaiy 
Commission  in  Ireland  was  confided  to 
three  gentlemen,  one  of  whom  was  a 
military  officer ;  another  an  official,  who, 
of  course,  would  like  promotion ;  while 
the  third  was  a  Queen's  Counsel,  who 
was  not  a  Government  officer  now,  but 
who  doubtless  expected  to  be  one  soon. 
He  thought  it  was  a  mistake  to  transfer 
the  work  from  military  officers  to  civi- 
lians,  either   officials   now  or  officials 
expectant.     When  the  scheme  of  the 
Commissioners  was  originally  proposed 
the  popular  Party,  unfortunately,  went 
through  the  ancient  and  time-honoured, 
though  not  very  sensible,  practice  of 
**  holloaing  before  they  were  out  of  the 
wood."     The  right  hon.   Baronet   (Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke)  now  stated  that  no 
secret  instructions  were  issued  by  Lord 
Spencer.     Well,  there  were  more  ways 
than  one  of    doing  things  at  Dublin 
Castle.     Of  course,  it  was  not  neceesary 
for  Lord  Spencer  to  put  down  on  paper 
secret  instructions  to  the  CommissioneTs; 
but  when  he  (Mr.  Sexton)  found,  as  he 
did  find,  that  the  boundaries  were  drawn 
in  this  county,  and  in  other  counties  in 
Ireland,  not  in  obedience  to  the  public 
instructions  of  the  Commissioners^  bat 
in  contravention  of  them ;  when  he  foond 
that  the  boundaries  were  drawn  in  con- 
formity with  some  other  instruction  not 
included  in  the  public  instructions  in 
order  to  minimize  the  influence  of  the 
Catholic  population  as  much  as  possible 
in  the  Province  of  Ulster,  it  was  open 
for  him  to  assume  that  if  Lord  Spenoer 
did  not  convey  that  desire  by  secret  in- 
structions, at  any  rate  somebody  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  did  convey  saoh 
an  intimation  to  the  Commissioners,  or, 
if  not,  they  were  appointed  and  selected 
from  a  conviction  in  the  mind  of  the 
Government  that  they  were  men  of  snch 
a  complexion  as  not  to  need  instmctioos. 
but  that  their  own  power  of  initiation 
would  be  stimulated  by  a  lively  sense  of 
favours  to  come.     The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ira- 
land  (Mr.  Walker)  appeared  to  dtaciaiot 
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the  position  asserted  for  bim  of  having 
been  represented   on    the    inquiry  by 
counsel.   He  (Mr.  Sexton)  did  not  know 
vhether  it  mattered  very  much  whether 
the  bon.  and  learned  G-entleman  was  re- 
presented by  counsel  or  not.     Whether 
or  not  he  was  represented  at  the  Derry 
inquiry,  the  bon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
was  in  the  House  that  day  to  represent 
himself;  and  he  doubted  whether  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  after  bear- 
ing the  statement  which  had  been  made, 
would  have  the  hardihood  to  get  up  and 
say  that  he  was  dissatisfied  with  the 
division  of  the  county  which  had  been 
made  by  the  Commissioners.     The  fa- 
mih'ar  argument  of  the  maps  not  show- 
ing the  configuration  of  the  county  had 
once  more  been  trotted  out.     Did  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  President  of  the 
Local  Gt)vernment  Board  really  expect 
the  (Committee  to  believe,  or  hope  to 
make  them  accept  the  statement,  that 
those  three  gentlemen,  sitting  in  Dublin, 
with  all  the  resources  of  the  Valuation 
Office  at  their  disposal,   with  all  the 
maps  of  every  county  in  Ireland  which 
had  been  taken  officially  during  the  last 
half-century  deposited  at  their  elbows — 
did  the  ri$cht  hon.  Gentleman  mean  to 
tell   the    Committee  that  these  official 
gentlemen  in  Dublin  went  through  the 
larce  of  dividing  the  county  of  Derry, 
without   knowing  from    the    Ordnance 
maps,  from  the  geological  maps,  from 
the   physical  maps,   and  all  the  maps 
which  had   been  produced    from   time 
to  time,    what  every  schoolboy  knew, 
that  this   range  of  mountains  cut  the 
county   from    North -West    to   North- 
£ast?    There  was    not    an  intelligent 
child   of    10   in    any   National    school 
of  Ireland    who    was    not   acquainted 
with  that  fact,  and  there  was  hardlv  a 
map  hanging  on  the  wall  in  any  school  in 
Ireland  which  did  not  clearly  show  this 
range  of  mountains.     When  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  made  use  of  a  state- 
ment of  that  kind,  he  must  credit  the 
Irish  Members  with  a  degree  of  credulity 
which  usually  ceased  in  the  human  mind 
before  a  man  arrived  at  the  age  which 
would  enable  him  to  enter  that  House. 
The  first  remark  he  (Mr.  Sexton)  had  to 
make  on  the  scheme  of  the  Commis- 
siuners  was  that  it  afforded,  perhaps, 
the  most  striking  instance  they  had  of 
the    remarkable,    and    hitherto    unex- 
plained, fact  that  wherever  the  Nation- 
alists had  agreed  to  the  first  scheme  of 


the  Commissioners,  the  Commissioners 
immediately  proceeded  to  alter  it.     If 
the  Commissioners  had  no  object,  ex- 
cept the  ardent  performance  of  their 
duty,  their  attitude,  wherever  the  Na- 
tionalists were  concerned,  was  certainly 
most  singular.     If  the  National  Party 
objected  to  a  scheme,  as  they  did  in 
many  cases,  and  said  they   were  not 
satisfied  with  it,  the  Commissioners  de- 
clared at  once — **  We  are  not  able  to 
satisfy  you,  but  we  stand  to  our  scheme, 
and  we  will  make  no  attempt  to  alter 
it."     But  if,  on  the  other  hand,  the  Na- 
tionalists said — **  We  think  your  scheme 
in  a  very  good  one,  and  we  are  quite 
satisfied  with  it,"  what  did  the  Commis- 
sioners do  then  ?    They  said  at  once — 
*^If  you  are  satisfied  with  our  scheme, 
there  must  be  something  wrong  in  it ;" 
and  then  they  immediately  proceeded  to 
ascertain  what    the  Whig    and    Tory 
agents  had  to  say  in  regard  to  it,  ulti- 
mately altering  the  scheme  in  accord- 
ance with  the  recommendations  they  re- 
ceived.   It  would  be  observed  that  this 
particular  scheme    had  been    unneces- 
sarily kept  back.    The  Commissioners 
were  appointed  in  the  month  of  Decem- 
ber last  year,  but  they  did  not  produce 
this  scheme  until  the  month  of  Febru- 
ary ;  and  there  was  a  shrewd  suspicion 
in  Ireland  that  the  delay  on  the  part  of 
the   Commissioners,    who    were    alert 
enough  in  completing  the  other  scheme 
for  the  Irish  counties,  was  not  altoge- 
ther unconnected  with  the  fact  that  the 
county  had  the  honour  to  be  represented 
in  that  House  by  Her  Majesty's  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland.  The  Commissioners 
said  the  second  scheme  was  more  com- 
pact than  the  first.     That  was  a  matter 
that  was  capable  of  being  judged  by  the 
human    eye.     The    first    division    was 
marked  by  a  blue  line,  which  ran  across 
the  county.     That  blue  line  divided  the 
county  pretty  equally  from  a  point  in 
the  West  to  a  point  in  the  East.     It  left 
an  equal  area  on  both  sides  of  the  line. 
It  gave  an  equal  population  to  either 
side  of  the  line  ;  it  almost  left  inviolable 
the  well-known  areas,  and  it  only  sepa- 
rated   three   or  four  parishes    from  a 
barony  in  one  case.    It  was  a  division 
that  was  not  open  to  any  strong  objec- 
tion.    In  fact,  Mr.  0*Dpherty,  who  ap- 
peared at  the  inquiry  on  behalf  of  the 
Nationalist    Party,    read    a    statement 
which  had  been  drawn  up  at  Dungan- 
non  on  the  previous  day.    That  state- 
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ment  was  to  the  effect  that  the  line 
fixed  upon  by  the  Commissioners,  which 
divided  the  county  East  and  West,  met 
with  their  approval,  and  they  gavQ  their 
reasons  for  that  approval.  But  the  mo- 
ment the  Nationalists  approved  of  the 
scheme,  from  that  moment  it  was 
damned  in  the  minds  of  its  authors. 
The  moment  the  Nationalists  expressed 
their  approval  of  any  scheme,  the  Com- 
missioners went  a  step  further  with  re- 
spect to  their  scheme,  and  set  about  de- 
stroying it.  In  the  original  scheme  of 
the  Commissioners  the  creeds  of  the 
county  were  fairly  divided ;  the  non- 
Catholics  had  the  Northern  Division 
and  the  Catholics  had  the  Southern  Di- 
vision ;  and  by  that  arrangement  the 
Commissioners  had  met  the  rough  and 
general  demands  of  justice.  As  the 
Committee  was  aware,  the  Whigs  and 
Tories  did  not  always  agree  in  Ireland ; 
but  lately,  in  Ulster,  they  had  been 
tending  towards  ag^ement,  and  the 
Whig  and  Tory  agents,  who  appeared 
in  Derry,  agreed  that  the  first  scheme 
should  be  amended  by  taking  four  Ca- 
tholic parishes  out  of  the  Southern  Divi- 
sion, in  order  to  swamp  it  with  Pro- 
testants— both  Parties  agreed  upon  that. 
The  next  argument,  so-called,  he  had  to 
deal  with  was  in  the  shape  of  a  range 
of  mountains,  with  respect  to  which  he 
would  observe  that  the  mountain  range 
was  there,  but  no  argument.  The  rig^t 
hon.  Baronet  thought  nothing  of  jump- 
ing over  a  range  of  mountains  in  Ar- 
magh— he  thought  nothing  of  jumping 
over  a  range  of  mountains  in  Done- 
gal, between  Boylagh  and  Kilmacrenan. 
But  wherever  there  was  an  excrescence 
on  the  surface  of  the  earth,  were  it  but 
the  size  of  an  anthill,  if  it  could  be  used 
as  an  argument  to  weaken  the  influence 
of  the  Catholic  Body  in  Ulster,  it  imme- 
diately assumed  the  proportions  of  a 
range  of  mountains— but  the  Himalayas 
themselves,  whenever  the  matter  went 
the  other  way,  would  be  diminished  in 
the  eyes  of  the  Government.  Having 
thrown  the  four  Catholic  parishes  into 
the  Northern  Division,  a  number  of 
Protestant  parishes  were  thrown  into 
the  Southern  Division.  The  first  scheme 
of  the  Commissioners  had  respect  to  the 
barony  boundaries ;  but  in  the  second 
scheme  the  baronies  were  cut  into  pieces. 
Anyone  who  compared  the  two  schemes 
would  say  that  the  first  was  intelligible 
and   reasonable;   and  he  would  think 
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that  Mr.  P.  White,  in  claiming  far  the 
second  scheme  compactness,  was  guilty 
of  an  audacity  which  had  not  been  mani- 
fested in  other  eases.  The  Protestant 
majority  in  the  Southern  Division  was 
between  1,000  and  2,000.  Conaidering 
that  the  Protestants  were  better  off  in 
the  North  than  the  Catholics,  it  was 
clear  that  this  county  had  been  jerry- 
mandered in  such  a  way  as  not  to  lose 
one  Protestant  vote  in  the  Southern  Di- 
vision, and  so  as  to  maintain  Protestant 
ascendancy  in  the  Northern  Division. 
If  the  Commissioners  had  any  desire  to 
allow  fair  play  as  between  the  two 
creeds,  why  had  they  thrown  2,000  oat 
of  their  own  district  ?  It  was  clear  that 
the  Instructions  given  to  the  Commis- 
sioners had  been  thrown  aside.  The  In- 
structions which  the  Government  had 
given  them,  from  beginning  to  end,  was 
the  unoonfessed  but  still  operative  and 
dominant  one — to  cut  up  the  county  of 
Londonderry  in  the  manner  they  liked 
best ;  to  have  no  regard  to  the  sympa- 
thies of  the  people,  or  creeds,  or  local 
interests ;  to  jump  over  mountains  and 
to  produce  the  result  that  the  Catholics 
should  be  deprived  of  their  fair  propor- 
tion of  representation,  and  that  the  Pro- 
testants should  be  allowed  to  predomi- 
nate. It  was  a  pretty  scheme,  but  a 
contemptible  one,  and  he  ventured  to 
doubt  that  it  would  be  successful.  He 
believed  that  there  would  be  found  a 
great  number  of  Protestant  voters  whose 
sympathies  were  with  the  Nationalist 
Party,  and  whose  interests  lay  on  the 
side  of  those  reforms  which  that  Party 
advocated,  and  which  both  Whigs  and 
Tories  despised.  He  did  not  the  Go- 
vernment could  assure  themselves  that 
any  success  would  result  from  these  dis- 
creditable intrigues.  He  believed  that 
intrigues  more  mean,  more  petty,  and 
therefore  more  repugnant  to  a  manly 
mind  than  this  had  never  been  engaged 
in  by  a  Government ;  and  he  thought  it 
would  be  found  that  as  their  various 
schemes  for  maintaining  British  Govern- 
ment and  suppressing  public  opinion  in 
Ireland  had  failed,  so  this  device  woald 
prove  the  least  successful  of  all. 

Mr.  SMALL  said,  it  was  strange  that 
this  arrangement  with  regard  to  the 
county  of  Londonderry  should  have  been 
made.  In  the  case  of  Armagh,  the 
Southern  Division,  under  any  poesibU 
arrangement,  would  go  with  the  Na* 
tionaUst  Party ;  and  it  was  only  with 


341      Parliameniary  Ekdiom     {April  21,  1885}       {RedUtrihution)  BilL  342 


gard  to  the  Mid  Division  of  the  county 
that  any  doubt  existed.     The  Commis- 
sioners,  accordingly,   took   every  Pro- 
testant district  out  of  that  division,  and 
threw  them  into  the  Southern  Division. 
But  in  the  case  of  the  county  of  Lon- 
donderry, the  Northern  Division  could 
not  be  captured  for  the  Nationalists — it 
was  the  Southern  Division  only  with  re- 
f^rd  to  which  any  doubt  existed,  and 
hence  the  different  action  of  the  Com- 
missioners in  the  two  cases.     The  Com- 
missioners here  took  a  course  quite  op- 
posite to  that  which  they  had  pursued 
in  reference  to  Armagh ;  in  the  one  case 
they  took  the  Catholic  districts  from  the 
South  Division,  and  threw  them  into  the 
North  Division ;  and  in  the  other  they 
took  the  Protestant  districts  out  of  the 
North,  and  threw  them  into  the  South- 
em  Division.      As  the  Commissioners 
had  transferred  several  parishes  from 
the  Southern  to  the  Northern  Division 
of  the  county,  it  might  be  interesting 
to  the  Committee  to  know  the  relative 
proportion  of  Protestants  to  Catholics  in 
those  parishes.     They  contained  Catho- 
lics to  a  number  which  was  in  the  pro- 
portion of  50  per  cent  and  75  per  cent 
of  all  other  denominations.  Three  of  the 
parishes  were  possibly  the  most  Catholic 
m  the  entire  county.  Then,  with  regard  to 
the  parishes  which  the  Com  missioners  had 
transferred  from  the  North  to  the  South, 
the  position  was  reversed,  the  various 
denominations  being  enormously  in  ex- 
cess of  the  Catholics;   in  fact,  out  of 
14.115   Denomination  alists  there  were 
only  4,773  Catholics.  It  did,  indeed,  seem 
strange  that    the    Commissioners,  who 
were  said  to  be  actuated  by  the  best  in- 
tentions, should  have  transferred  from 
the  Northern  to  the  Southern  Division 
parishes  only  where  there  were  Pro- 
testants  enormously  in  excess  of    the 
Catholics  ;  and,  on  the  other  hand,  that 
in  all  the  parishes  which  they  had  trans- 
ferred from  the  Southern  to  the  North- 
em  Division  there  should  be  a  large 
majority  of  Catholics.    It  seemed  to  him 
that  the  Nationalists  were  fairly  entitled 
to  one  seat  at  least  for  the  county.     By 
the  Census  of  1881  the  Catholics  formed 
45  per  cent  of  the  entire  population  ;  and 
they  knew  that  amongst  the  rest  of  the 
population    there  were   as   many  Na- 
tionalists as  amongst  the  Catholic  Body. 
The  Nationalists  of  to-day  must,  in  his 
(Mr.  Sexton's)  opinion,  form  one-half  of 
the  entire  population  of  the  county ;  and 


he  said  that  if  there  were  to  be  two  seats 
for  the  county,  and  the  two  Parties  were 
balanced,  it  would  have  been  only  fair 
for   the   Commissioners  to  have  made 
such  a  division  as  would  leave  one  Mem- 
ber to  the  Nationalist  and  one  Member 
to  the  non-Nationalist  Body,  rather  than 
to  give  two  Members  to  the  non-Na- 
tionalists and  none  at  all   to  the  Na- 
tionalist Body.    The  Bill  said  that  the 
North- West  Liberties  of  Londonderry, 
except  so  much  as  is  comprised  in  the 
Parliamentary  borough  of  Londonderry, 
was  to  be  included  in  the  North-West 
Division,  and  the  barony  of  Tikeeran, 
also,  except  so  much  as  is  comprised  in 
the  Parliamentary  borough  of  London- 
derry.     Now,  it   appeared    from   this 
that  the  Parliamentary  borough  of  Lon- 
donderry was  not  to  be  included  for  any 
purpose  whatever  in  either  of  the  divi- 
sions of  the  county  of  Londonderry ;  and 
that  being  so,  he  would  ask  the  hon.  and 
learned    Solicitor  General    for  Ireland 
what  he  meant  to  do  with  the    free- 
holders who  voted  in  the  City  of  London- 
derry ?   Were  they  to  be  disfranchised  ? 
Because  that  would  be  the  effect  of  the 
scheme   as   now  framed  by  the  Com- 
missioners.     Possibly     the    hon.    and 
learned  Gentleman  would  get  up  and 
say  that  the  freeholders  would  vote  in 
the  City  of  Deny ;  but  that  was  not  the 
case,  because  if  the  freeholders  were  not 
enfranchised  in  the  City  of  Derry,  and 
if  they  were  excluded  from  all  the  divi- 
sions of  the  county,  they  would  not  be 
allowed  to  vote  either  in  the  county  or 
the  city.     He  did  not  know  whether  the 
freeholders  in  question  would  be  friendly 
to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  ;  but 
he  rather  thought  that  at  the  next  Gene- 
ral Election  it  would  be  found  that  they 
were  not  so  on  account  of  the  way  they 
had  been  treated  in  this  matter ;  at  any 
rate,  the  effect  of  the  Schedule  would  be 
to  disfranchise  them.     The    hon.  and 
learned    Member  for  Monaghan   (Mr. 
Healy)  had  pointed  out  that  the  barony 
of  Loughinshollin  was  entirely  a  Catho- 
lic barony.     That  was  the  case,  and  it 
was  also  true  of  the  adjoining  baronies 
of  Tikeeran  and  Kennaught.  Other  mat- 
ters being  equal,  would  it  not  have  been 
fairer  for  the    Commissioners  to  have 
joined  the  Catholic  parishes  to  the  Ca- 
tholic baronies  rather  than  joining  them 
to  Coleraine,  and  thus  uniting  Catholics 
with  men  who  were  alien  to  them  in  in- 
terest and  religious  feeling.  Many  meet- 
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tngs  had  been  held,  and  the  people  of 
LoughinehoUin  had  unanimously  pro- 
tested against  the  scheme  which  joined 
them  to  the  uncongenial  inhabitants  of 
Coleraine,  rather  than  to  those  with 
whom  they  had  sympathy  of  feeling  and 
community  of  interest  in  the  baronies  of 
Kennaught  and  Tikeeran.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke) 
had  endeavoured  to  prove^  that  the  re- 
vised scheme  was  better  than  the  first 
scheme,  as  there  was  a  chain  of  moun- 
tains between  the  two  baronies;  but 
was  the  right  hon.  Baronet  aware  that 
there  was  also  a  considerable  chain  of 
mountains  between  the  barony  of 
Loughinshollin  and  the  places  in  Cole- 
raine  which  it  was,  by  the  present 
Amendment,  proposed  to  join  to  the 
other  division?  He  could  assure  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  that  the  mountains 
in  the  one  case  were  as  considerable  as 
those  in  the  other.  But  supposing  that 
the  obstacles  between  the  two  baronies 
were  not  so  great,  he  would  point  out 
that  there  were  other  barriers  of  a  far 
more  serious  character  between  the 
barony  of  Coleraine  and  the  barony  of 
Loughinshollin.  He  thought  the  Com- 
missioners might  have  taken  into  con- 
sideration, as  between  the  two  baronies, 
the  entire  absence  of  intercourse,  com- 
munity of  interest*  and  religious  feeling. 
He  trusted,  therefore,  that  this  scheme 
would  not  be  agreed  to  by  the  Commit- 
tee ;  but  if  it  were,  and  notwithstanding 
that  the  Catholics  in  the  county  had 
been  placed  in  a  considerable  minority, 
they  would  still  be  able  to  give  a  very 
good  account  of  themselves ;  and  when 
the  next  General  Election  took  place  it 
would,  he  thought,  be  seen  by  the  Com- 
missioners and  the  Treasury  Bench  that 
they  might  as  well  have  left  the  people 
of  the  district  in  question  where  they 
wished  to  remain,  and  not  have  joined 
them  with  people  they  did  not  want  to 
be  associated  with  for  the  purpose  of 
this  Bill.  Having  proposed  reasonable 
Amendments  to  the  Government  scheme 
in  the  case  of  Armagh,  Donegal,  and 
Londonderry  without  success,  he  and 
his  hon.  Friends  would  look  with  con- 
cern to  the  course  the  Government  would 
take  in  respect  of  Ulster,  in  order  to  see 
whether  any  concession  would  be  made 
to  them  when  the  name  of  that  county 
was  reached  in  the  Schedule. 

The    SOLICITOE    (GENERAL   for 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  said,  he  did 

Mr.  Small 


not  know  why  he  should  speak  on  this 
question  at  all,  and  he  should  not  have 
done  so  were  it  not  for  the  manner  in 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy)  had    used  his 
name — that  was  to  say,  as  if  he  (the  Soli- 
citor General  for  Lreland)  were  to  blame 
for  the  arrangement  made  by  the  Com- 
missioners in  respect  of  the  county  of 
Londonderry.     The   hon.  and  learned 
Member  said  he  (the  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland)  appeared   by  counsel  be- 
fore the  Commissioners.   But  no  counsel 
appeared  before  the  Commissioners  at 
all,  and  that  statement  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  had  been  met  when  the 
general  question  was  before  the  Com- 
mittee.   He  decided  to  take  no  part  in 
the  inquiry  at  the  time,  and  had  not 
appeared  there   directly  or  indirectly. 
But  the  agent  of  the  Liberal  Party  in 
Londonderry  had  written  to  him  on  the 
subject,  and  his  Colleague  in  the  repre- 
sentation and  himself  had  instructed  him 
that  they  *'*■  did  not  think  that  we  shonld 
interfere  ortake  anypart  in  the  inquiry." 
That  contradicted  the  statement  that  he 
had,  either  one  way  or  the  other,  taken 
part  in  this  matter.  He  did  not  know  what 
scheme  was  proposed;  he  had  not  ap- 
peared, and  he  had  instructed  no  counael 
or  solicitor  to  appear  for  him ;  and  this 
arrangement  with   regard  to  London- 
derry was  not  made  at  his  sngg^estion. 
Of  course,  what  he  was  saying  did  not 
touch  the  merits  of  the  scheme  which 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  had  discussed ; 
but  as  regarded  that  scheme  he  would 
say  that  he  thought  it  better  it  should 
have  been  made,  because,  in  his  opinion, 
the  original  scheme  was  wholly  nnsup- 
portable  from  a  geographical  point  of 
view,  inasmuch  as  it  did  detach  baronies 
and  interfere  with  the  compactness  of 
the  divisions,  and  put  a  range  of  moun- 
tains between  the  two  baronies,  as  his 
right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke 
had  stated.    He  believed  that  a  proper 
division  of  the  county  had  been  made, 
and  he  should  be  going  out  of  his  way 
if  he  were  to  appear  in  that  Hoose  to 
join  with    hon.   Members  opposite    in 
condemning  it.     With  regard  to  Mr. 
Piers  Wbite,  everyone  knew  that  he  was 
a  man  of  honour  and  integrity ;  and  he 
would  say,  in  conclusion,  with  respect 
to  the  scheme  of  the  Boundary  Commis- 
sioners, that  he  believed  it  was  propc^r 
made ;  at  any  rate,  he  was  prepared  to 
acquiesce  in  it. 
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Mb.  T.  p.  O'OONNOE  said,  that  the 
hm,  and  learned  Gentleman  the  So- 
licitor General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Walker) 
was  weU  known  as  a  dexterous  counsel, 
and  he  had  proved  his  title  to  that  re- 
putation on  this  occasion  by  the  de- 
fence he  had  just  made.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  said  that  Dr. 
Todd  did  not  appear  for  the  Liberal 
Party  for  Derry;  but  he  had  not  sat 
down  without  saying  that  Dr.  Todd  re- 
presented the  Liberfid  Party,  for  he  had 
said  that  he  had  represented  him,  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland.  As  Louis 
XIV.  said—"  Vetat  e'tti  moi;'  so  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  might  say 
under  these  circumstances — "  I  am  the 
Liberal  Party."  The  distinction  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  sought 
to  draw  between  Dr.  Todd  representing 
him  and  representing  the  Liberal  Party 
was  about  as  remarkable  as  the  state- 
ment that  counsel  had  not  appeared, 
but  only  a  solicitor.  When  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  thought  it 
necessary  and  proper  to  correct  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy)  upon  the  small 
fact  that  it  was  a  solicitor  and  not  a 
barrister  that  had  appeared,  he  must 
haye  been  very  hard  up  indeed  for  an 
argument  with  which  to  defend  his  posi- 
tion. He  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  did  not, 
ffenerally  speaking,  deny  the  right  of  a 
Member  of  the  Goyemment  to  take  part 
in  the  settlement  of  these  matters.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Local  Gbyemment  Board  (Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke)  had  told  them  how,  in  his 
constituency,  he  had  appeared  and  had 
justified,  as  he  was  entitled  to  justify, 
his  action  in  the  matter ;  but  he  (Mr.  T. 
P.  O'Connor)  had  yentured  to  interject 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
speaking  of  England,  while  they  were 
speaking  of  Ireland,  and  that  the  action 
of  officials  in  England  differed  entirely 
from  the  action  of  officials  in  Ireland. 
The  two  things  might  be  called  by  the 
same  name ;  but  they  were,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  very  different  things  indeed. 
£yeiyone  knew  that  the  official  hier- 
uehy  in  Ireland  were  able  to  exercise 
the  pressure  upon  all  proceedings  in 
their  country,  judicial  and  otherwise, 
which  officials  could  not  exercise  in 
England ;  and  if  he  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Con- 
nor)  had  not  been  called  to  Order  by  a 
iwent  decree  in  the  House  for  stating 
that  such  a  thing  was  possible   as  a 


partizan  Judge,  he  should  say  that  eyen 
the  Judges  in  Ireland  were  at  the  beck 
and  call  of  the  Executive  Government. 
What  did  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman say  in  defence  of  this  pro- 
posal ?  He  professed  to  be  shocked  at 
the  Irish  Members  bringing  the  ques- 
tion of  religious  creed  into  this  matter. 
But,  unfortunately,  religion  marked 
political  differences  in  the  North  and 
in  other  parts  of  that  country.  He  was 
sorry  to  say  it,  but  such  was  the  case. 
He  hoped  that  the  fact  that  religion  did 
mark  political  differences  would  gradu- 
ally disappear,  and  that  there  would  be 
other  divisions  of  opinion  in  Ireland  in 
future  than  those  marked  out  by  Catho- 
licism and  Protestcmtism.  But  they 
must  take  things  as  they  were,  and  un- 
questionably they  could  only  tell  a  man's 
politics  in  Ireland  from  the  religious 
creed  he  professed.  It  was  not  the 
members  of  the  National  Party  in  that 
House  who  had  introduced  this  ques- 
tion of  religious  difference  at  all.  Their 
whole  effort  and  aim,  in  the  course  of 
the  struggle  they  had  been  engaged  in 
during  the  last  four  or  five  years  in 
Ireland,  had  been  to  drive  sectarian  dif- 
ferences from  the  platforms,  and  no- 
where had  they  made  more  strained 
and  consistent  efforts  than  in  the  sacred 
conclaves  of  the  Churches.  He  thought 
that  by  this  time  they  would  have  suc- 
ceeded in  welding  men  of  different  re- 
ligious creeds  into  one  political  society, 
if  it  had  not  been  for  the  malignant, 
and  he  was  afraid  he  must  say 
shameful,  effort  on  the  part  of  the  Con- 
servative Party  in  the  North  of  Ireland 
to  revive  the  dying  and  almost  dead 
sectarian  spirit  in  that  part  of  the  coun- 
try. Therefore,  no  one  would  misunder- 
stand him  when  he  spoke  of  the  dif- 
ference of  religious  creeds  being  one  of 
the  elements  at  work  in  this  matter. 
He  hoped  that,  in  spite  of  the  fact  that 
the  Boundary  Commissioners  had  thrown 
Catholics  into  Protestant  divisions,  and 
Protestants  into  Catholic  divisions,  for 
the  benefit  of  Whigs  and  Tories,  the 
only  effect  would  be  to  draw  to  the  Na- 
tionalists a  considerable  section  of  those 
who  professed  the  Protestant  religion. 
Several  matters  had  been  alluded  to  in 
the  course  of  a  discussion  with  regard  to 
which  he  would  like  to  say  a  word.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  had  said  that 
tho  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Mona- 
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ghan  (Mr.  Healy)  had  stated  that  there 
were  secret  instructions  issued  by  Lord 
Spencer  to  the  Boundary  Commissioners, 
and  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  had  sedu- 
lously denied  that  statement.  Well, 
his  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor's)  reply  was 
that  there  was  no  necessity  for  issuing 
any  instructions,  either  open  or  secret, 
to  such  Boundary  Commissioners  as  had 
been  appointed  by  Dublin  Castle.  Lord 
Spencer  knew  very  well,  when  he  selected 
the  four  gentlemen  he  did  select,  that 
there  was  no  necessity  on  his  part  for 
preparing  any  instructions.  He  was 
perfectly  sure  that  they  would  do  the 
work  of  Dublin  Castle  without  even  a 
nod  or  a  wink  from  him,  or  from  anyone 
else  in  the  Government.  What  was  the 
character  of  these  four  gentlemen  ?  He 
was  not  going  to  say  anjrthing  about 
them  personally,  for  he  had  no  doubt 
that  they  were  gentlemen  of  very  high 
character  indeed.  But  what  he  wished 
someone  on  the  Treasury  Bench  to  an- 
swer was  this — Was  it  proper  that  in 
the  appointments  made  representatives 
of  the  vast  majority  of  the  Irish  people 
should  be  carefully  excluded  ?  Suppos- 
ing they  had  been  dealing  with  the  case 
of  England,  and  that  the  Commissioners 
had  all  been  selected  from  the  Conserva- 
tive Party,  would  they  not  have  had  a 
howl  from  the  Liberal  Members  of  the 
House  ?  Or,  supposing  all  the  Commis- 
sioners had  been  selected  from  the  Libe- 
ral Party,  would  there  not  have  been  a 
howl  from  the  Conservatives  ?  Well,  in 
L:^land  the  Nationalists  outnumbered  all 
other  Parties  in  a  way  in  which  the 
Liberals  could  not  claim  to  outnumber 
the  Conservatives  in  England,  or  the 
Conservatives  claim  to  outnumber  the 
Liberals.  The  appointment  of  Boun- 
dary Commissioners  in  Ireland,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  seemed  to  have  been 
regulated  on  the  extraordinary  principle 
that  the  only  political  Party  which 
should  not  be  represented  should  be 
the  political  Party  representing  three- 
fourths  of  the  people  of  the  country. 
When  they  heiurd  the  melancholy  lay 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Post- 
master General  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  on 
this  question,  he  supposed  they  would 
be  told  that  the  Boundary  Commis- 
sioners in  Ireland  were  not  selected  for 
a  political  purpose.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  might  say  that ;  but  the  Irish 
Members  woiUd  reserve  to  themselves 
perfect  liberty  of  action  as  to  the  amount 
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of  credence  they  might  think  it  neces- 
sary to  give  to  the  statement'  These 
gentlemen  were  selected  because  they  did 
not  profess  certain  political  principles. 
They  might  not  have  been  selected  be- 
cause they  were  Whigs,  or  they  mig^t 
not  have  been  selected  because  they  wa« 
Tories ;  but  they  certainly  were  selected 
because    they    were   not    Nationalists. 
Who  were  these  gentlemen  ?    Well,  two 
of  them  were  Engineer  officers,  he  be- 
lieved, and  he  would  grant  for  the  sake 
of   argument   that   they  had  no  pro- 
nounced political   opinions.     But  what 
did  an  Irish    Nationalist  mean  to  an 
Engineer   officer?     Why,  every    Par- 
neliite  meant  to  such  an  individual  a 
rebel.    Every  Nationalist  in  Ireland  was 
a  rebel — everyone  who  dared  to  follow 
the  lead  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  was  to  an 
Engineer  officer  that  which  he  was  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Brid- 
port  (Mr.  Warton) — that  was  to  say,  a 
person  who  had  more  or  less  trampled 
on  the  Oath  of  Allegiance.    As  a  matttr 
of  fact,  Engineer  officers  did  not  require 
any  instructions  from  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant at  all ;  their  duty,  as  they  would 
interpret  it,  to  the  Queen  and  the  State, 
was  to  do  everything  they  could  to  put 
down  what  they  would  call  the  Party  of 
Disloyalty  and  Disorder  in  Ireland.  Who 
were    the    other    two   CommiBsioners? 
Why,  there  was  Mr.  Bourke,  an  In- 
spector of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
and  to  Government  officials,  as  well  as  to 
Engineer  officers,  of  course  a  Pamellite 
was  a  rebel.  Mr.  Bourke  could,  of  oourse, 
be  depended  upon  for  doing  what  he 
could  to  weaken  the  Party  of  Disorder 
without  instructions  from  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant.    Then    there    was    Mr.    Piers 
White,  who  might  be  called  the  pii<t  d$ 
resiitanee  in  this  matter.     The  moment 
the  Irish  Members  raised  any  objectioii 
to    the  Boundary  Commissioners,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Boitfd  (Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke\  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Postmaster  General,  both  got 
up  in  the  most  solemn  and  serious  man- 
ner and  declared  that  Mr.  Piers  White 
was  a  Boman  Catholic  gentleman,  as  if 
the  Irish  Members  did  not  know  that 
some  of  the  bitterest  and  worst  enemtea 
of  Ireland  and  her  national  rights  were 
respectable  Boman  Catholic  genUeciie«. 
Why,    if  there   were    no    reapedable 
Boman  Catholic  gentlemen  in  Irdaod— 
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if  there  were  no  bad  Irishmen »  they 
woald  have  settled  the  Irish  Question  to 
their  satisfaction  loDg  ago.    What  was 
Mr.  Piers  White  ?    An  eminent  lawyer, 
no  doubt ;  a  Queen's  Counsel,  a  man  who 
had,  he  believed,  a  very  large  practice 
at  the  Bar.     In  fact,  one  of  the  last  oc- 
casions on  which  he  had  seen  the  learned 
gentleman  was  as  leader — he  might  say 
as  bare  leader — to  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr. 
Healy)  in  a  case  in  which  he  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor)  himself   had   some  interest, 
and  nothing  could  exceed  the  discretion, 
and  ability  with  which  Mr.  Piers  White 
conducted  his  case.     So  eminent  was  Mr. 
Piers  Whyte  that  he  performed  the  same 
function  to  the  Government  in  Ireland 
as  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Mr. 
Trevelyan)  was  once  reported  to  perform 
to  the  Gh>vemment  in  general — that  was 
to  say,  he  acted  as  maid  of  all  work.   He 
got  all  the  jobs  which  were  going  which 
oould  not  be  attended  to  by  the  Law 
0£Scers  of  the  Grown.    Mr.  Piers  White, 
amongst  other  things  given  him  to  do, 
had  been  sent  down  to  Derry  on  a  pre- 
rioas  occasion,  and  his  action  there  was 
such  as  ought  to  have  incapacitated  him 
in  the  eyes  of  every  impartial  man  from 
ever  going  within  50  miles  of  any  dis- 
puted matter  in  Derry  again.    What  did 
he  do  on  that  occasion  ?   There  had  been 
a  riot  in  Derry — a  most  unprovoked  and 
shameful  riot.     Because  the  then  Lord 
Mayor  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Dawson)  had 
ventured  to  lecture  to  his  co-religionists 
and  brother  politicians,  he  was  sat  upon 
by  the   Protestant   Orangemen.     This 
respectable  Irish  gentleman  was   sent 
down  to  inquire  into  the  matter,  and  he 
had  given  all  the  merit  to  the  Orange 
Toiy  mob,  and  had  thrown  all  the  blame 
upon  his  oo-religionists.    In  his  Eeport 
the    learned     gentleman    said — *'Mr. 
O'Donnell,  solicitor,  and  others  repre- 
sented the  Nationalists ; "  and  he  put  the 
word  Nationalists  in  inverted  commas, 
after  the  style  affected  by  The  Dublin 
Ikiikf  ExprMs,    He  acted  under  the  de- 
lusion that  those  who  called  themselves 
Nationalists  oould  only  be  described  with 
the  diameful  and  sarcastic  addition  of 
inverted    commas.      Mr.   Piers  White 
was,  in  fact,  as  anti-National  as  anyone 
in  the  House  could  possibly  be.    The 
triumph  of  the  National  Party  was  just 
as  obnoxious  to  Mr.  Piers  White  as  it 
was  to  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 


tlemen who  represented  the  Irish  Con- 
servative Party  on  the  Front  Opposition 
Bench  at  the  present  moment  (Mr. 
Gibson  and  Mr.  Plunket) — ^in  fact,  Mr. 
Piers  White  belonged  to  the  class  of 
gentlemen  who  coidd  never  forget  their 
Party,  because  they  had  been  banished 
for  ever  from  the  political  platforms  of 
Ireland  and  from  that  House.  In  fact, 
he  was  sure  Mr.  Piers  White  would 
greatly  prefer  the  time  when  an  Irish 
constituency  and  seat  in  that  House  was 
the  path  of  the  dirt  of  corruption, 
and  of  treason  to  the  dignity  of  the 
Judicial  Bench.  What  had  been  the 
effect  of  the  operations  of  the  Boundary 
Commissioners  on  the  city  of  Derry  ? 
Why,  to  disproportion,  or  very  much 
diminish,  the  chances  of  the  Catholics 
of  the  place  finding  a  Bepresentative 
in  that  House.  He  agreed  with  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wex- 
ford County  (Mr.  Small)  in  the  able 
roeech  he  had  made  on  this  question. 
The  hon.  Member  was  an  Ulster  Catho- 
lic himself,  and  could  speak  with  feeling 
upon  this  question.  He  had  spoken  of 
the  cruelty  of  separating  the  Catholics 
of  three  parishes  from  their  co-reli- 
gionists in  the  barony.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Walker)  had  talked  of 
the  barrier  of  a  mountain ;  but  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wexford  County  (Mr. 
Small)  had  very  properly  said  there 
were  barriers  far  more  impassable  and 
far  more  insurmountable  in  Derry  and 
other  parts  of  the  North  of  Ireland  than 
barriers  of  that  kind.  Did  the  inhabi- 
tants of  these  three  parishes,  whose  con- 
venience, forsooth,  had  been  so  consulted, 
object  to  be  thrown  in  with  their  co- 
religionists on  the  other  side  of  this 
mountain  ?  Did  they  make  any  repre- 
sentation of  the  inconvenience  that  the 
mountain  would  cause  them  in  going  to 
the  polling  booth  ?  Were  they  not,  on 
the  contrary,  all  protesting  as  one  voice 
against  being  thrown  in  with  men  of  a 
different  creed  to  themselves  ?  The  hon. 
Member  for  Siigo  (Mr.  Sexton)  had 
reminded  him  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  that 
these  people  could  have  a  temporary 
polling  booth  constructed  for  them  on 
one  side  of  the  mountain,  and  that  was 
perfectly  true.  But  the  barrier  was  not 
the  mountain  in  that  part  of  Ireland. 
The  barrier  was  one  of  religious  dissen- 
sion and  consequent  political  differences. 
He  thought  that  in  this  matter  the  action 
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of  the  Boandarj  Commissionen  had 
been  something  horribly  cmel.  He  did 
not  envy  those  hon.  Members  who  would 
have  to  fight  the  Ulster  constituencies. 
He  certainly  should  not  go  through  a 
contest  in  any  of  these  places  if  he  could 
possibly  avoid  it.  Those  who  had  the 
small,  but  disagreeable,  experience  that 
he  had  had  on  one  occasion,  marching, 
as  he  did,  between  two  companies  of 
soldiers  and  a  large  body  of  police  drawn 
up  at  the  railway  station  amidst  a  shower 
bath  of  bricks,  would  know  that  an  elec- 
tion in  the  North  of  Ireland  was  about 
as  ugly  a  business  as  any  political  man 
could  be  called  upon  to  face.  But  in  the 
future  what  would  be  the  state  of  things 
when  the  Catholics,  instead  of  being  left 
alone,  would  be  mixed  up  in  this  way 
with  Protestants  ?  If  the  Catholics  had 
been  congregated  into  one  district,  elec- 
tions would  have  taken  place  in  peace 
and  quietness ;  but  now  there  would  be 
every  incentive  and  stimulus  to  horrible 
political  excitement,  and  a  terrible  dis- 
proportion would  be  established  between 
the  Catholics  and  the  Protestants  in  the 
North  of  Derry.  He  did  not  exaggerate 
when  he  said  that  the  lives  of  the  Catho- 
lics would  scarcely  be  safe.  He  did  not 
know  how  the  Government  would  be 
able  to  cope  with  the  difficulty,  although, 
of  course,  it  would  be  their  duty  to  pro- 
tect those  who  were  likely  to  suffer.  An 
hon.  Friend  of  his  suggested  that  they 
would  have  to  add  an  additional  sum  to 
the  Vote  in  order  to  meet  the  expenses 
of  the  police.  On  the  present  occasion, 
he  thought  the  Irish  Members  had  made 
as  reasonable  a  demand  as  had  been 
made  during  the  whole  discussion  of  this 
question  of  the  Seats  Bill.  The  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Boundary  Commissioners 
had  been  most  unjust  and  unfair ;  they 
had  acted  in  the  interests  of  the  so-called 
Loyal  Party  in  Ireland.  One  would  have 
thought  that  by  this  time  the  Govern- 
ment of  this  country  and  all  English 
Parties  would  have  become  alive  to  the 
fact  that  injustice  was  the  best  way  to 
compel  and  extend  a  spirit  of  disloyalty 
amongst  the  Irish  people.  The  only 
hope  of  the  Irish  Members  was  that 
their  protest,  even  if  it  were  futile  so  far 
as  that  Assembly  was  concerned,  would 
be  heard  and  attended  to  outside,  and 
that  it  would  give  every  true  Nationalist 
in  Derry,  and  in  other  parts  of  Ireland, 
another  argument  in  favour  of  putting 
an  end  to  the  revolting  system  by  which 
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Irish  rights  were  at  the  mercy  of  Eng- 
lish jerrymandering  and  trickery. 

Mb.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  said,  it  was, 
perhaps,  useless  to  prolong  the  discus- 
sion— ^no  good  result  seemed  likely  to  be 
derived  from  it.      They  were  appealing 
here  to  no  tribunal.    They  had  no  ver- 
dict to  expect  from  the  Assembly  on  this 
question  ;  because,  as  he  had  said  on  a 
previous  occasion,  the  matter  was  one 
which  had  been  already  squared  and 
settled  between  the  two  chief  Parties  in 
that   House.     The  question  they  were 
jiow  debating  was  a  foregone  condusion, 
and  nothing  that  hon.  Members  on  those 
(the  Irish)  Benches   could  say  wonld 
tend  to  alter  it  in  the  slightest  degree. 
Nevertheless,  they  felt  it  their  duty  to 
make  their  protest  against  the  arrange- 
ments which  had  been  made  in  Ireland 
by  the  Boundary  Commissioners,  which 
the  Irish  Members,  and  he  trusted  the 
Committee,  now  knew  were  exceedingly 
unfair  and  dishonest  to  the  Nationu 
Party  in  that  country.    It  was  impos- 
sible for  any  impartial  man,  English  or 
Irish,  who  had  paid  the  slightest  atten- 
tion to  the  course  of  this  discussion,  not 
to  see  that  in  the  North  of  Ireland,  when 
the  Commissioners  reached  debateable 
ground,  they  accepted  the  proposals  of^ 
and  gave  heed  to,  the  arguments  and 
representations  put  before  them  by  the 
anti-National  Party,  and  entirely  disre- 
garded the  representations  and  claims  of 
the  National  Party.    The  evidence  upon 
that  point  was  conclusive.     How  was  it 
possible  that  the  anti-National  Party 
could  be  right  in  every  one  of  their  pro« 
posals? — and  yet  in  every  case    thdr 
views  had  been  acceded  to.    One  could 
understand  it  if,  in  laying  their  oases  be- 
fore a  fair  tribunal,  two  or  three  or 
four  decisions  were  given  in  their  favour, 
and  here  and  there  others  were  given 
against  them ;  but  in  these  cases  hon. 
Members  were  face  to  face  with  the  re> 
markable  fact  that  in  every  instance, 
with  scarcely  an  exception,  the  claims  of 
the  anti -National  Party  had   been  ac* 
cepted  by  the  Commissioners,  while  the 
claims  and  pleadings  of  the  National 
Party  had  been    given  to  the  winda. 
Not  only  was  that  the  case,  but,  as  had 
been  already  stated  in  the  Committee, 
whenever  the  Nationalists  objected  to  the 
schemes  of  the  Commissioners,  or  to  the 
schemes  of  the  Tory  Party,  their  objec- 
tions went  for  nothing.     Whenever  the 
Nationalists  had  agreed  with  the  Com* 
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missionen'  schemes,  and  had  said  they 
would  take  no  action  in  the  matter — 
whene?er  the    representatives    of    the 
National  Party,  in  reply  to  the  question 
— **Do  you  think  this  is  a  fair  arrange- 
ment?"   said — **We    could   wish    for 
something  a  little  better,  but  we  do  not 
expect  to  have  everything  exactly  as  we 
wish  it,  and  therefore  we  do  not  obj  ect " — 
did  they  think  the  Commissioners  had 
acted  upon  their  own  suggestion  ?    Not 
they.    Directly  the  Nationalists  took  up 
that  course  of  action  and  seemed  to  be 
satisfied  with  the  arrangement,  the  Com- 
missioners appeared  to  lose  confidence 
in  their  original   scheme,  and  at  once 
proceeded  to  alter  it.     These  were  plain 
and  patent  facts,  and  the  conclusion  to 
which  they  pointed  must  be  obvious  to 
every  Member  of  the  Committee.     The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Solici- 
tor General  for  Ireland    was  an  able 
lawyer   and    knew   the  value  of   evi- 
dence.   Bight  well  he  knew  the  value 
of  the  evidence  produced  in  this  de- 
hate  by  the  Nationalist  Members.     He 
knew  that  it  was  irresistible.     He  knew 
that  if  he  had  such  strong   evidence 
in  every  case  in  which  he  was  engaged 
in  Ireland  for  the  Crown  he  would  be 
able  invariably  to  secure  a  conviction. 
Aye,  on  evidence  less  cogent  and  conclu- 
siye  than  that  produced  by  the  National- 
ists in  these  cases,  men  had  been  hung 
in  Ireland.     But  they  had  further  proof 
of  the  fact  that  the  Orange  or  anti-Na- 
tional Party  in  the  North  of  Ireland  had 
been  unfairly  benefited  by  the  revised 
schemes    of  the    Commissioners.     Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  been  charged 
with  a  desire  to  make  peace  with  their 
enemies  and  opponents  in  various  parts 
of  the  world.    They  had  made  peace 
with  the   Boers,   and  they  were  now 
going  to   scuttle   out   of    the  Soudan. 
Bat  they  had  done  more   than  that; 
they  had  made  peace  with  the  Orange- 
men of  the  North  of  Ireland.     There 
was  not  a   word  or  a  whisper '  against 
the    scheme    of   the    Boundary    Com- 
missioners in  the  North  of  Ireland,  for 
the  reason    that  ^he    anti-Nationalists 
had  got  all  they  claimed.     The  Govern- 
ment, through  their  Commissioners,  had 
made  a  complete  surrender  to  this  Party, 
and  in   this  way  peace  had  been  pur- 
ehased  from  the  anti-National  Party  and 
the  Orange  and  Emergency  men  of  the 
North ;  but  they  had  yet  to  learn  whe- 
ther the  peace  of  Ireland  would  be  pro- 
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moted  by  the  surrender  to  this  Party. 
For  himself,  he  did  not  think  it  would. 
He  was  of  opinion  that,  by  these  unfair 
arrangements,  a  fund  of  trouble  had  been 
stored  up  both  for  Ireland  and  for  England 
too.  The  arrangements,  he  felt  convinced, 
would  lead  to  the  continuation  of  strife 
and  heartburnings,  because  the  con- 
sciousness was  in  the  minds  of  the 
National  Party  that  they  had  been  un- 
justly treated,  and  that  the  divisions 
had  been  made  without  right  and  justice 
in  consequence  of  the  partizanship  and 
political  bigotry  of  the  Commissioners 
appointed  to  deal  with  the  matter.  A 
good  deal  had  been  said  about  Catholics 
and  Protestants ;  but  he  wished  to  say, 
and  he  believed  the  Committee  recog- 
nized the  fact,  that  the  Irish  Members 
had  really  no  sectarian  feeling  in  the 
matter  at  all.  This  was  not  a  question 
of  creed.  The  Irish  Members  merely 
asked  for  political  justice  and  fair  play 
in  these  arrangements,  and  they  had  not 
got  it.  Still  they  meant  to  fight  a  good 
battle  for  their  rights  in  the  North  of 
Ireland,  and  it  appeared  to  him  that  by- 
and-bye  they  would  prove  triumphant. 
However  that  might  be,  he  was  sure 
that  the  interests  of  justice  and  public 
peace  and  content  would  have  been 
greatly  advanced  if  the  Commissioners 
had  acted  in  an  upright,  honest,  and  im- 
partial manner,  instead  of  making  a 
surrender  to  the  advantage  of  one 
Party  and  to  the  disadvantage  of  the 
other. 

Mr.  BIGGAE  said,  there  was  a 
Dr.  Todd,  a  member  of  the  Irish 
Bar,  and  a  Mr.  Todd,  a  solicitor,  and 
therefore  it  was  very  easy  for  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy)  to  have 
confused  one  with  the  other.  Now, 
the  letter  which  was  referred  to  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Walker)  did  not  faithfully  represent  the 
facts  of  the  case  as  far  as  Mr.  Todd  was 
concerned.  He  (Mr.  Biggar)  knew  very 
little  of  Mr.  Todd ;  but  this  he  did  know 
— that  Mr.  Todd  had  not  obtained  in 
Derry  a  reputation  for  truthfulness.  It 
was  generally  accepted  that  Mr.  Todd's 
word  was  not  to  be  believed.  Certainly, 
the  letter  which  he  had  written,  and  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  had  referred  to,  did  not  coincide 
with  what  Mr.  Todd  stated  at  the  in- 
quiry in  Derry  before  Mr.  White.     Mr, 
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Todd  stated  at  the  inquiry  that  he  ap- 
peared for  the  Liberal  Party,  and  that 
he  had  a  letter  from  Sir  Thomas  M*Clure 
and  one  from  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland,  and  both  those  Gentlemen  ex- 
pressed themselves  dissatisfied  with  the 
scheme  propounded  by  the  Commis- 
sioners, but  they  approved  of  the  scheme 
which  he  (Mr.  Todd)  proposed  on  behalf 
of  the  Liberal  Party.  The  prdposition 
made  by  Mr.  Todd  was  that  the  county, 
instead  of  being  divided  into  North  and 
South  Derry,  as  proposed  by  the  Boun- 
dary Commissioners,  should  be  divided 
into  East  and  West  Derry.  One  of  the 
points  which  Mr.  Todd  pressed  upon  the 
Commissioner,  Mr.  White,  was  that 
there  was  great  community  of  interest 
between  those  who  lived  on  the  Eastern 
side  of  the  county  of  Derry.  Mr.  Hunter, 
a  wholesale  grocer  from  Coleraine,  was 
called  to  show  that  he  was  selling  goods 
so  far  South  as  the  town  of  Maghera, 
which  was  in  the  Southern  part  of  the 
county.  If  Mr.  Hunter's  evidence  was 
of  any  value  at  all,  it  had  a  closer  con- 
nection with  the  towns  of  Kilrea  and 
Garvagh,  which  were  now  placed  in  the 
Southern  Division  of  the  county.  The 
tendency  of  Mr.  Hunter's  trade  must  be 
towards  Coleraine.  He  (Mr.  Biggar) 
knew  quite  well  that  the  produce  of 
Kilrea  and  Garvagh — two  places  which 
had  been  changed  from  the  Northern 
to  the  Southern  Division  of  the  county 
— was  taken  to  Coleraine  and  not  to 
Belfast.  There  was  no  community  of 
interest  with  these  places  and  the  South- 
ern part  of  the  county  such  as  there 
should  be  if  community  of  interest  was 
the  ground  upon  which  the  scheme  was 
propounded.  Evidence  was  g^ven  by 
parties  who  lived  on  each  side  of  the 
mountain  range  near  to  the  town  of 
Dungivan  to  show  that  the  connection 
was  very  strong  between  the  inhabitants 
of  the  two  sides  of  the  range.  He  was 
not  disposed,  however,  to  press  that 
point  too  strongly  on  the  Committee; 
but  what  he  did  maintain  was  that  the 
proposition  to  take  from  the  barony  of 
Coleraine  the  part  which  laid  North  of 
the  town  of  Kilrea  was  a  most  rea- 
sonable one.  The  argument  of  the  Go- 
vernment that  the  Southern  Division  of 
Derry  should  have  a  larger  population 
than  the  Northern  part,  because  of  the 
possible  or  probable  increase  of  the 
population  of  the  town  of  Coleraine  and 
the  city  of  Derry,  was  quite  untenable. 
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The  increase  in  the  population  of  the 
city  of  Derry  could  never  have  any  in- 
fluence  on    the  voting  power   of  the 
county  proper,  for  the  very  reason  that 
the  liberties  of  Derry  extended  far  be- 
yond the  city  walls.     That  part  of  the 
argument,   therefore,    had    no   weight 
whatever,  and  was  not  entitled  to  any 
consideration.      Then,   with  regard  to 
the  expected  increase  in  the  population 
of  the  town  of  Coleraine.     One  of  the 
arguments  adduced  by  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Coleraine  (Sir  Herrey 
Bruce)   in  favour  of    Coleraine  being 
allowed  to  retain  its  Member,  was  that 
Coleraine  was  an  ancient  town.    It  was 
said  that  this  ancient  town  was  likely  to 
increase  its  population  by  3,000  within 
a  very  limited  time.    Now,  the  present 
population  was  only  7,000 ;  so  that  at 
the  rate  of  progress  in  times  past  they 
would  have  to  wait  for  very  many  gene- 
rations before  the  population  reached 
10,000.    Beference  had  been  made  by 
some  of  his  hon.  Friends  to  the  fact 
that  Mr.  White,  the  Commissioner  who 
held  the  inquiry  in  Derry,  was  a  Catholic 
in  religion.     He  (Mr.  Biggar)  did  not 
like  to  mention  questions  of  rehgion, 
because  he  believed  that,   in  time  to 
come,  a  large  proportion  of  the  non- 
Catholics  would  vote  with  the  Catholic 
Nationalists.     But  he  was  informed  on 
very  good  authority  that  this  Mr.  White, 
who  was  sent  down  by  the  Qt>vemment 
to  act  as  their  agent  in  Derry,  went  over 
to  the  Conservative  agent  at  Kingstown 
in  1883,  and  made  a  perfectly  bogus 
claim  to  a  vote — a  claim  which  was  re- 
fused by  the  Ee vising  Barrister.     Be 
(Mr.  Biggar)  thought  that  the  Govern* 
ment,  when  they  were  making  selections 
of  gentlemen  to  represent  them,  shoold 
select  gentlemen  of  a  higher  charade 
for  integrity  than  Mr.  White  seemed  to 
possess.    Taking  all  the  ciroumstaneea 
into  account,  the  Government  ought  to 
amend  the  scheme  to  such  an  extent  as 
would  bring    the    populations    of  the 
Northern  and  Southern  Divisions  more 
alike.     By  the  original  scheme  of  the 
Boundary  Commissioners  there  was  a 
very  fair  equalization  of  population  b^ 
tween  the  Northern  and  Southern  paxt* 
of  the  county ;  indeed,  he  was  disposed 
to  regard  the  original  divisions  as  im* 
partial  and  honest.      The  divisions  «s 
finally  arranged  were  partial  and  dia- 
honest,  and  could  not  oe  defended  is 
reason  by  anyone.  Even  if  the 
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were  altered  as  suggested,  he  believed 
that  in  both  divisions  there  would  be, 
according  to  present  expectations,  a  ma- 
jority against  the  popular  Party;  but  then 
the  divisions  womd  be  honest  and  rea- 
sonable, and  capable  of  being  defended. 
As  far  as  compactness  or  any  argument 
of  that  sort  was  concerned,  the  present 
scheme  was  perfectly  outrageous.  The 
Government  ought  to  agree  to  a  more 
compact  and  reasonable  scheme,  and 
one  more  in  conformity  with  the  In- 
structions to  the  Commissioners. 

Mb.  KENNY  said,  he  thought  that 
the  attitude  of  the  Government  in  the 
case  of  Derry  was  extremely  unreason- 
able. The  divisions  of  Derry  were  en- 
tirely at  variance  with  local  opinion.  It 
was  contended,  in  support  of  the  scheme, 
that  the  Commissioners  had  been  forced 
to  follow  the  natural  boundaries  of  the 
county.  It  was  perfectly  true,  as  stated 
by  the  Boundary  Commissioners,  that 
they  had  had  regard  to  the  fact  that  a 
range  of  mountains  naturally  divided 
the  two  divisions.  But  there  was  this 
to  be  said  in  reply  to  such  a  contention, 
that,  no  matter  in  what  direction  they 
adopted  boundaries  in  Derry,  they  would 
have  to  follow  more  or  less  some  range 
of  mountains,  because  mountains  were 
80  numerous;  no  matter  what  course 
was  pursued,  a  range  of  mountains 
might  be  used  for  the  purpose  of  making 
what  would  be  called  a  natural  division. 
If  the  contention  of  the  Boundary  Com- 
missioners was  worth  anything  at  all, 
they  should,  instead  of  running  the  line 
of  demarcation  Eastwards,  have  pursued 
a  line  further  Northwards.  They  would 
then  have  obtained  two  perfectly  com- 
pact divisions.  Furthermore,  although 
the  Commissioners  were  instructed  to 
observe  as  far  as  possible  the  ancient 
divisions  of  counties,  they  had,  in  the 
case  of  the  county  of  Londonderry,  set 
those  divisions  entirely  aside.  He  could 
not  understand  how  the  Boundary  Com- 
missioners believed  that  the  scheme 
they  had  proposed  would  command  any- 
thing like  general  consent,  for  they  had 
adopted  lines  which  were  utterly  at 
variance  with  anything  which  would 
make  it  possible  for  the  divisions  to  be 
considered  compact.  As  to  the  names 
of  the  divisions,  they  were  forced,  owing 
to  the  lines  of  division  pursued  by  the 
Boundary  Comnussioners  in  Ulster,  to 
use  the  terms  North- West  Londonderry 
and  North-East  Londonderry.    If,  how- 


ever, the  divisions  had  been  made  pro- 
perly in  accordance  with  the  points  of 
the  compass,  the  names  North  or  South 
or  East  or  West  Londonderry  might 
have  been  used.  It  was  perfectly  clear 
that,  owing  to  the  peculiar  position  of 
Parties  in  the  county,  the  lines  pursued 
by  the  Commissioners  were  dictated 
more  by  political  expediency  than  by 
any  real  regard  to  the  Instructions  issued 
to  them  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  Under 
the  original  scheme,  it  was  very  pro- 
bable that  for  the  Southern  part  of  the 
county  a  Nationalist  would  have  been 
returned.  As  soon  as  this  was  observed 
by  the  Whigs  and  Tories,  the  boundaries 
were  altered  so  that  the  Nationalist 
element  in  the  South  should  be  split  up. 
So  strong  were  the  Nationalists  in  Lon- 
donderry, that  they  were  fully  entitled 
to  return  one  of  the  Members.  The 
Government  would  do  well  to  accept  the 
Amendment,  which  he  would  support  if 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Mealy) 
carried  it  to  a  division. 

Mr.  small  asked  if  it  was  not  the 
fact  that,  owing  to  the  new  arrange- 
ments, the  freeholdei-8  would  be  disfran- 
chised for  the  city  of  Derry  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
thought  the  freeholders  would  vote  in 
the  city  as  borough  voters. 

Mr.  small  said,  that  if  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  would  refer  to  the  Eetum 
presented  in  1683,  he  would  find  he  was 
quite  in  error.  The  city  of  Derry  was 
not  a  county  in  itself,  as  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  seemed  to  imagine. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
was  much  obliged  to  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man for  mentioning  the  matter.  He 
would  make  inquiries  on  the  subject, 
and  promise  the  hon.  Member  that  the 
matter  should  be  set  right  if  a  mistake 
had  been  made. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  that  this  was  a 
very  important  point;  because,  if  the 
freeholders  were  to  be  thrown  into  the 
county  from  the  borough,  a  re-arrange- 
ment of  the  scheme  of  the  Commis- 
sioners would  be  necessitated.  It  was 
impossible  to  let  the  matter  stand  as  it 
was,  for  300  or  400  people  would  be 
thrown  into  the  county.  They  had,  in 
this  fact,  a  good  reason  for  referring 
the  entire  scheme  to  the  Commissioners, 
and  he  thought  he  and  his  hon.  Friends 
must  press  the  right  hon.  Baronet  to 
promise  them  that  the  whole  question 
should  be  referred  back  to  the  Commis- 
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sioners.  This  was  not  a  trifling  matter. 
A  mistake  had  been  made,  and  strange 
to  say  in  the  county  for  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Soli- 
citor General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Walker) 
was  Member.  It  was  proper  to  assume 
that  the  voters  thrown  into  the  county 
would  be  Tories,  and  it  would  be  very 
interesting  to  discover  why  the  Commis- 
sioners had  made  the  mistake.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  got  a  precedent 
in  the  case  of  Southwark,  for  referring 
the  scheme  back  to  the  Commissioners. 

SiE  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
would  undertake  to  make  immediate  in- 
quiries into  the  matter. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  that  the  chief  point 
involved  was  that  the  voters  thrown  into 
the  county  would  unquestionably  be 
Tories. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  asked  if 
the  allegation  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  was  that  the  Boundary  Com- 
missioners had  purposely  made  a  mis- 
take? 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  did  not  make 
such  an  allegation;  but  what  he  did 
maintain  was  that  these  voters,  who 
were  all  Tories,  would  be  disfranchised 
for  the  city  of  Derry.  That  was,  no 
doubt,  a  very  convenient  thiug  for 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Walker),  who  was  the  Member  for  the 
county.  When  the  Nationalists  had 
been  cheated  by  dodges,  as  they  had 
been  in  Donegal,  Tyrone,  Armagh, 
Derry,  Belfast,  and  Antrim,  there  was 
no  reason  why  they  should  be  chary  in 
giving  their  opinion.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  had 
hardly  met  the  matter  fairly ;  he  stated 
he  would  look  into  the  matter.  That 
was  not  the  way  he  met  the  case  of  the 
borough  of  Southwark.  In  that  case 
he  ordered  a  fresh  inquiry.  Surely,  the 
people  of  Derry  were  quite  as  much  en- 
titled to  a  fresh  inquiry  as  the  people  of 
Southwark. 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  that 
if  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Healy)  preferred  it,  he  (Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke)  would  ask  Sir  John  Lambert  and 
Sir  Francis  Sandford  to  reconsider  the 
matter  and  report  upon  it. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  there  was  an  ex- 
cess population  in  the  division  of  3,000, 
and  there  was  no  reason  in  the  world 
why  the  figures  should  not  be  correct. 
The  borough  of  Londonderry  had  in- 

Mr.jSiMly 


creased ;  but  as  far  as  he  could  see  the 
borough  of  Coleraine  had  not;  if  the 
population  of  Coleraine  had  increased, 
it  had  not  done  so  by  more  than  a  score 
in  the  course  of  10  years.  Why  should 
this  fictitious  reverence  of  the  borough 
of  Londonderry  influence  the  Gbvem- 
ment?  The  overplus  of  3,000  made  a 
vast  difference,  and  he  appealed  to  the 
Government  to  bring  about  a  balance 
of  population. 

Mb.  small  said,  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet (Sir  Charles  W.  Difke)  had  ex- 
pressed his  readiness  to  reconsider  the 
matter.  That  he  should  have  time  to 
do  so,  he  (Mr.  Small)  begged  to  moTe 
that  the  Chairman  should  now  report 
Progfress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again."  —  ( Mr, 
Small.) 

Sm  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  I  will 
make  every  possible  inquiry,  and  if  I 
can  remedy  the  mistake,  supposing  one 
to  have  been  made,  I  will  be  happy  to 
do  so. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  proceeded  to  a  Diri- 
sion,  and  the  Chairman  stated  that  he 
thought  the  Noes  had  it,  and,  his  de- 
cision being  challenged,  he  directed  the 
Ayes  to  stand  up  in  their  plaoes ;  and  17 
Members  only  having  stood  up,  he  de- 
clared the  Noes  had  it. 

Question  again  proposed,  *'  That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Schedule." 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  the  incident  which 
had  just  occurred  formed  an  admirable 
example  of  the  way  in  which  the  Bill 
had  been  got  up.  The  Commissioner 
when  he  went  down  to  Derry  alleged, 
as  a  reason  for  putting  3,000  more  peo- 
ple into  one  division  than  into  another, 
that  the  city  of  Londonderry  would  act 
as  a  counterpoise ;  and  yet  it  had  beea 
shown  that  it  was  not  included  in  the  di- 
vision, and  that  the  freeholders  of  the 
city  of  Londonderry  were  excluded  from 
the  Bill  altogether  and  deprived  of  their 
votes.  The  Irish  Members,  in  calling 
attention  to  the  shortcomings  of  the 
measure,  were  met  in  Committee  by  no 
single  shred  or  scrap  of  reason  for  any* 
thing  that  had  been  done.  And  it  had 
further  been  pointed  out  that  the  scbeoM 
for  the  two  aivifliona  of  the  ooanty  of 
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Londonderry  was  among  tlie  last  issued 
bjthe  Commissioiiers,  and  that  it  car- 
ried out,  upon  the  face  of  it,  the  same 
principle  of  chicanery  which  had  guided 
the  House  of  Commons  all  through.   Of 
course,  the  Irish  Memhers  were  power- 
less in   that  House ;   and  when  they 
mored  to  report  Progress  in  order  to 
afford  time  for  further  consideration,  the 
New  Eules,  for  the  first  time  since  they 
had  been  passed,   were  put    in    force 
againstthem  inOommittee,  and  they  were 
called  upon  to  stand  up  in  their  places. 
That  was  an  example  of  the  way  in  which 
important  Irish  questions  were  always 
treated.      The    Irish    Members    were 
blocked  and  stopped  by  the  Government 
and  their  majority  in  all  their  endea- 
vours to  obtain  justice ;    but,    at    all 
erents,  they  had  convicted  the  Gt)vem- 
ment  and    the  gentleman  deputed  to 
oonduot  the  Boundary  Inquiry  at  Derry, 
not  only  of  malignity,   but  of  a  con- 
spiracy to  deprive  the  Nationalist  Party 
of  their  rights.    They  had  also  shown 
that  80  far  as  the  Commissioner  himself 
was  concerned,  he  was  in  absolute  igno- 
rance ,of    everything  he  professed   to 
know  so  much  about. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  diviM: — Ayes  59; 
Noes  17 :  Majority  42.  —  (Div.  List. 
No.  116.) 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Sexton,  the 
following  Amendment  made : — In  page 
102,  line  1,  leave  out  **  North." 

On  the  Motion  of  Sir  Chakles  W. 
DiLKE,  the  following  Amendment  made : 
—In  page  102,  at  end  of  line  13,  leave 
out  ''and." 

8iB  CHARLES  W.DILKE,in  moving, 
in  line  14,  after  '*  Street,"  to  insert — 

'*  And  in  the  parish  of  Clonbroney  the  town- 
Unds  of  Rinvanny  and  Cartronreagh,  and  in 
the  parish  of  Graimard  the  townland  of  Castle- 
nagint," 

explained  that  the  object  of  the  Amend- 
ment was  to  place  in  the  Schedule  three 
small  townlands  which  had  been  omitted 
in  the  North  Longford  Division. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  102,  line  14,  after  *<  Street/'  insert 
**  and  in  the  parish  of  Clonhroney  the  town- 
lands  of  Rinvanny  and  Cartronreagh,  and  in 
the  parish  of  Grannard  the  townhmd  of  Castle- 
nagwtt."— (5tr  CharUt  W.  Lilkt.) 

Question  proposed, ' '  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 


Mr.  sexton  asked  if  the  Amend- 
ment would  alter  the  scheme  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  replied 
in  the  negative.  At  present,  these  town- 
lands  were  entirely  omitted. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to;  words 
inserted  accordingly. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Callan,  the 
following  Amendment  made : — ^In  page 
102,  leave  out,  in  line  21,  the  words 
''The  Dundalk  Division,"  and  insert 
the  words  **  North  Louth." 

Mr.  CALLAN  proposed  an  Amend- 
ment, in  the  North  Louth  Division,  to 
insert,  after  "Lower  Dundalk,"  "and 
the  parish  of  Killaney,  and  that  part  of 
the  parish  of  Louth  included  in  the 
barony  of  Ardee."  He  said  he  did  not 
anticipate  any  opposition  on  the  part  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  charge  of 
the  Bill.  It  was  not  a  matter  which 
affected  Party  politics  in  the  slightest 
degree.  He  saw  that  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Plunket) 
had  been  speaking  to  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  and  he 
presumed  that  it  was  in  reference  to  this 
Amendment.  He  could,  however,  assure 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
that  his  proposal  would  make  no  differ- 
ence as  to  the  state  of  Parties  in  the 
county,  and  that,  however  they  might 
jerrymander  and  twist  and  turn  the 
county  of  Louth,  the  result  would  be 
just  the  same. 

Mr.  PLUNKET  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber  (Mr.  Callan)  was  under  a  misappre- 
hension. He  had  not  been  speaking  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  in  refer- 
ence to  this  question  at  all. 

Mr.  callan  said,  he  was  glad  to 
find  that  his  suspicion  was  unfounded  ; 
but  he  might  add  that  no  amount  of 
jerrymandering  to  which  the  division 
could  be  subjected  would  prevent  the 
return  of  Nationalist  Members  for  the 
county  of  Louth,  and  his  proposal  only 
affected  a  matter  which  was  deemed  to 
be  for  the  convenience  of  the  inhabitants 
of  the  district.  If  hon.  Members  would 
look  at  the  map,  they  would  see  that  the 
parish  of  Killaney  was  27  miles  from 
the  town  of  Drogheda,  and  only  eight 
from  the  town  of  Dundalk,  and  he 
might  almost  offer  a  reward  of  £5 
for    every    Killaney    man    who    had 
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ever  been  found  in  the  town  of  Drog- 
heda,  without  ever  being  called  upon 
to  pay  the  money.  No  Killaney  man 
was  ever  found  there,  except,  perhaps, 
on  a  fair  day.  He  made  this  proposal 
simply  on  the  ground  of  convenience  to 
the  people  of  Kiilandy,  who  were  sepa- 
rated from  Drogheda  by  a  river,  and  if 
a  man  wished  to  go  to  Drogheda  from 
Killaney,  he  would  in  the  first  place 
Iiave  to  travel  for  some  miles  through 
the  county  of  Monaghan.  He  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  would 
accept  the  proposition,  and  would  refer 
this  point  back  to  the  Boundary  Com- 
missioners, in  order  that  they  might 
make  report  to  him  simply  how  the 
question  stood  as  a  matter  of  conveni- 
ence to  the  people  of  the  locality.  He 
had  no  intention  of  pressing  the  Amend- 
ment now  ;  but  he  would  be  prepared  to 
accept  the  assurance  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  the  matter  would  be 
referred  to  the  Commissioners.  In 
return,  he  would  assure  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  the  proposal  had  nothing 
of  a  jerrymandering  nature  about  it, 
but  simply  related  to  a  matter  of  con- 
venience. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  102,  after  line  27,  to  insert  '*  And 
the  pariah  of  Killaney,  and  that  part  of  the 
parish  of  Louth  included  in  the  harony  of 
Ardee.'*— (Jfr.  CaUan,) 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sib  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
accepted  the  representation  of  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Callan).  So  far  as  he  could 
find  out  there  was  no  objection  whatever 
to  the  change.  The  district  proposed  to 
be  added  to  the  North  Division  was  in 
the  Northern  part  of  the  county,  in  the 
barony  of  Ardee ;  and,  no  doubt,  the 
Amendment  would  give  a  clearer  and  a 
more  compact  boundary.  The  figures 
also  would  be  left  pretty  nearly  as  they 
now  were.  That  being  so,  he  would  be 
very  glad  to  refer  the  matter  to  the 
Boundary  Commissioners,  and  if  the 
hon.  Member  would  move  his  Amend- 
ment on  the  Heport,  he  would  have  no 
objection  to  it. 

Mr.  callan  intimated  that  he 
would  withdraw  the  Amendment  on  the 
assurance  just  given  that  it  would  be 
referred  to  the  Boundary  Commissioners, 
and  would  be  accepted  if  it  were  not 

Mt\  Callan 


considered  by  them   to   be  objection- 
able. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  nithdrawn. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Callak,  the 
following  Amendment  made : — In  page 
103,  line  1,  leave  out  the  words  "The 
Drogheda  Division,"  and  insert  "  South 
Louth." 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Kenky,  the 
following  Amendments  made : — Li  page 

103,  line  8,  leave  out  *•  The,"  and  after 
the  word  "Mayo,"  "  Division;"  in  line 
13,  leave  out  "The,"  and  after  the  word 
"  Mayo,"  "Division ; "  in  line  18,  lea?e 
out  "  The,"  and  after  the  word  "Mayo." 
"  Division; "  and  in  line  28,  leave  oat 
"The."  and  after  the  word  "Mayo," 
"Division." 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Shall,  the 
following  Amendments  made: — ^In  page 

104,  line  4.  leave  out  "  The,"  and  after 
the  word  "Meath,"  leave  out  "Diti- 
sion;"  in  line  12,  leave  out  "The," 
and  after  the  word  "  Meath,"  leave  oat 
"  Division  ;  "  and  in  line  25,  leave  out 
"The,"  and  after  the  word  "Mona- 
ghan," leave  out  "Division." 

Amendment  proposed, 

**  In  page  104.  line  28,  to  leave  out  the 
words  **  llie  South  Monaghan  DiTisioD,**  is 
order  to  insert  the  words  '*  South  Monaghan" 
—(Mr.  SmaU,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question,  "That  the  words  *The 
South  Monaghan  Division '  atand  part 
of  the  Schedule,"  put,  and  n$gali^. 

Question  proposed,  "That  thewordi 
I  South  Monaghan '  be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  WAETON  said,  that  before  the 
Amendment  was  agreed  to,  he  wished 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke! 
what  the  effect  of  the  Amendment  would 
be  ?  Would  it  not  still  be  neceaaarj  to 
describe  the  division,  when  a  new  Writ 
was  issued,  as"  The  Southern  Diviaicmof 
the  county  of  Monaghan,"  so  that  it 
could  not  be  strictly  called  "  East  *'  or 
"South?" 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  that 
it  was  intended  to  insert  a  clause  on  the 
Report  to  explain  this  and  other  matten. 
For  instance,  in  the  case  of  Tullamor^ 
it  would  be  necessary,  upon  the  Report 
to  show  that  that  was  one  of  the  difi* 
sions  of  Eling's  County. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  there  was  oo 
barony  of  Tullamorei  and  it  wo«)d  be 
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impossible  to  call  a  Member  by  that 
name;  but  it  might  be  convenient  to 
call  him  the  Member  for  the  Tullamore 
Division  of  King's  County.  In  regard 
to  the  objection  which  had  been  taken 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bridport  (Mr.  Warton),  he  saw  no  force 
in  it  In  this  county  there  would  be 
two  divisions,  "North"  and  "South," 
and  two  Members. 

Mb.  WARTON  said,  he  spoke  of  the 
fall  title  which  it  would  be  necessary  to 
give  in  moving  a  new  Writ.  He  was 
not  speaking  of  the  name  which  would 
have  to  be  given  to  a  Member  from,  the 
Speaker's  Chair. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to;  words 
ineerted  accordingly. 


Mb.  LALOR  moved,  in  Queen's 
County,  to  describe  "  the  Upper  Ossory 
Division  "  as  *'  Ossory  "  only. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  105,  hue  4,  leave    out    the  words 
"The  Upper    Ossory  Division,"   in  order  to 
LDsert  the  word  "  Ossory," — {Mr,  Lalor, ) 
— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
*  The  Upper  Ossory  Division  *  stand  part 
of  the  Schedule." 

Mb.  WABTON  asked  what  was  the 
ground  for  this  Amendment  ?  He  did 
not  profess  to  have  a  very  intimate 
acquaintance  with  Ireland ;  but  he 
always  understood  that  Upper  Ossory 
was  a  well-known  place,  and  that  it  was 
known  by  that  name  in  order  to  dis- 
tinguish it  from  Lower  Ossory.  By  the 
Amendment  moved  by  the  hon.  Member 
there  would  be  no  distinction  between 
the  two. 

Mb.  lalor  explained  that  there 
were  both  an  Upper  and  a  Lower 
Ossory  at  one  time,  but  there  was  no 
distinction  between  the  two  now. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  he  wished  to 
point  out  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  Warton)  that  these  names  had 
been  recommended  to  the  Commissioner 
by  two  eminent  Members  of  the  Tory 
Party,  of  whom  Lord  Castletown  was 
one. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question,  "  That  the  word  *  Ossory '  be 
there  inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Kenny,  the 
following  Amendment  made : — In  pages 
105,  line  10,  leave   out    **The,"    and 


after    the    word    "Leix,"     leave    out 
**  Division." 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Sbxton,  the 
following  Amendments  made  : — 

In  page  105,  line  20,  leave  out  "The,"  and 
after  the  word  '*  Roscommon,*'  leave  out 
"  Division  ;  '*  in  line  26,  leave  out  "  The,"  and 
after  the  word  "  Roscommon,'*  leave  out  **  Di- 
vision;*' inpagel06,line4,  leave  out  "The,"  and 
after  the  word  "  Sligo,"  leave  out  "  Division; " 
in  line  9,  leave  out  "  The,"  and  after  the  word 
"Sligo,"  leave  out  "Division;"  in  line  17, 
leave  out  "The,"  and  after  the  word  "Tip- 
perary,**  leave  out  "  Division ;  "  in  line  22,  leave 
out  "The,"  and  after  the  word  "Tipperary," 
leave  out  "  Division ; "  in  line  29,  leave  out 
"The  West  Tipperary  Division,"  and  insert 
"  South  Tipperary ;  "  and  in  line  32,  leave  out 
"  The,"  and  after  the  word  "  Tipperary,"  leave 
out  "Division." 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  107.  line  4,  leave  out  "  The,"  and 
after  the  word  "  Tyrone,"  leave  out  "  Divi- 
sion."—(i!fr.  Small.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  he  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Schedule." 

Mb.  OALLAN  said,  he  desired,  be- 
fore the  Chairman  put  the  Amendment, 
to  say  a  word  in  regard  to  the  divisions 
of  the  county  of  Tyrone.  He  had  under- 
stood the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  to 
suggest,  at  an  earlier  part  of  the  debate 
upon  the  Schedules  of  the  Bill,  that  if 
it  was  considered  desirable  to  give  a 
Member  to  the  city  of  Drogheda,  it 
would  be  necessary  to  withdraw  one  of 
the  Members  from  the  county  of  Tyrone, 
and  therefore  the  divisions  of  Tyrone, 
inetead  of  consisting  of  four,  would  only 
be  three.  He  intended  to  make  no 
Motion  on  the  subject ;  but  he  took 
that  opportunity  of  intimating  that  on 
the  Beport  it  was  his  intention  to  move 
that  one  Member  should  be  taken  from 
the  county  of  Tyrone  and  given  to 
Drogheda.  Instead  of  Drogheda  being 
constituted  one  of  the  divisions  of  Louth, 
Drogheda  was  the  only  borough  in  L:e- 
land  which  was  extinguished  by  the 
Bill  in  regard  to  which  a  strong  desire 
had  been  expressed  to  preserve  its  re- 
presentation. That  representation,  how- 
ever, could  only  be  preserved  on  the 
Eeport ;  and  he  wished  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  to  be  in  a  position  to  give 
Instructions  to  the  Boundary  Commis- 
sioners, so  that  if  the  House,  upon  the 
Beport,  should  be  of  opinion  that  the 
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borough  representation  of  Drogheda 
should  be  preserved,  and  a  Member 
taken  from  the  county  of  Tyrone,  there 
"would  be  the  alternative  of  dividing 
Tyrone  into  three  divisions  instead  of 
four.  He  did  not  wish  to  be  met  with 
the  argument  on  the  Report,  presuming 
that  the  Committee  was  in  favour  of  his 
proposition,  that  there  was  no  time  to 
do  it. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  that 
it  was  out  of  Order  to  discuss,  in  connec- 
tion with  this  division,  what  they  were 
to  do  with  the  borough  of  Drogheda. 
He  would,  however,  promise  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Callan),  that  when  the 
question  was  raised  on  the  Report,  he 
would  not  raise  ag^nst  the  proposal 
the  argument  the  hon.  Member  hinted 
at  in  regard  to  time.  At  the  same  time, 
he  could  not  hold  out  any  hope  that  he 
would  be  prepared  to  accept  the  pro- 
posal. All  that  he  had  said  was  that 
the  town  of  Drogheda  had  a  better  case 
for  having  its  representation  continued 
to  it  than  some  other  boroughs.  But 
that  representation  could  only  have 
been  continued  in  the  event  of  some 
general  agpreement  being  arrived  at ; 
and  he  had  no  reason  to  suppose  that 
there  was  anything  like  a  general 
agreement,  even  among  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers themselves.  However,  as  the  Com- 
mittee were  not  upon  that  point  now, 
it  was  not  necessary  to  discuss  it  fur- 
ther. 

Mb.  callan  said,  he  did  not  wish 
to  prejudice  the  merits  of  the  case  in 
any  way;  but  all  he  desired  was  to 
take  the  first  opportunity,  now  that  they 
had  reached  the  county  of  Tyrone,  to 
intimate  that  it  was  his  intention  to 
make  this  proposal  on  the  Report,  and 
he  certainly  thought  that  he  ought  not 
to  be  met  with  the  remark  that  the  time 
was  inappropriate  for  making  the  pro- 
posal. He  quite  accepted  the  statement 
of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman,  which  fully 
met  his  object  in  calling  attention  to 
the  matter  now. 


**  Strabane,  Lower,  and  West  Omagh,  ind 
BO  much  of  the  barony  of  Strabane,  Upper, 
as  comprises  the  following  Townlands  in  the 
Parish  of  Upper  Bodoney,  namely, — Aghaline, 
Ballynasollus,  Bradkeel,  Camargan,  Corick- 
more,  Craigatuke,  Cnickaclady,  Dergbroogh, 
£den  Back,  £den  Fore,  Eden  Mill,  Glen- 
coppogagh,  Glenga.  Glashygolgan,  Lands- 
hussy  Lower,  Landahnasy  Upper,  Learden 
Lower,  Learden  Upper,  Letterbrat,  Lialea 
North,  Lialea  South,  Lisnacreaght,  Meena- 
garragh,  Meenagorp,  Tullagherin,  and  Tullj- 
nadall." 

The  effect  of  the  Amendment  would  be 
to  prevent  the  division  of  certain 
parishes  and  townlands  in  an  objection- 
able manner.  By  the  original  scheme, 
the  baronies  of  Stranorlar  and  West 
Omagh,  which  were  united  both  com- 
mercially and  physically  with  Lower 
Strabane,  were  connected,  and  the  adop- 
tion of  the  Amendment  would  only  hare 
the  effect  of  reverting  to  the  original 
scheme  of  the  Commissioners.  He 
hoped  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  A.  Dickson)  would  see  his 
way  to  support  the  Amendment,  and 
that  it  would  also  commend  itself  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  charge  of  the 
Bill  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke).  Certainly 
the  simplicity  of  the  arrangement  was 
much  more  complete  than  that  of  the 
plan  now  proposed,  and  the  original 
scheme  had  idso  the  advantage  of 
having  received  general  approval  from 
the  people  of  the  county  of  Tyrone. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  107,  to  leare  out  from  the  void 
"Strabane/'  to  the  word  " TuUynadall,"  in 
Une  13,  inclusiTe,  and  insert  the  words  **  Stra- 
bane   Upper   and   Strabane   Lower.*'  —  {Mr, 


Question  put,  and  n^^iir^d;  words 
left  out  accordingly. 

Mr.  KENNY  moved  an  Amendment 
for  the  purpose  of  fixing  the  boundaries 
of  North  Tyrone  aocording  to  the  ori- 
ginal scheme  of  the  Commissioners, 
instead  of  in  the  manner  proposed  by 
the  Bill.  He  would,  theiefoiey  move, 
in  page  107,  to  leave  oat — 


Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Schedule." 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
had  always  understood  that  the  original 
scheme  for  the  division  of  the  county  of 
Tyrone  was  notvery  warmly  advocated  by 
Irish  Members  below  the  Gangway  oppo- 
site, and  he  was  not  informed  that  there 
was  any  general  agreement  in  its  £ivoiir 
in  the  locality,  but,  on  the  contrary,  that 
the  people  were  rather  favourable  to  the 
scheme  as  it  now  stood  in  the  BilL  13is 
hon.  Member  for  Ennis  (Mr.  Kenny', 
who  moved  the  Amendment  for  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr. 
He«lyX  intimated  that  there  was  a  ge- 
neral agreement  in  the  county  in  the 
direction  of  the  proposal   now  made. 
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Bat  that  yiew  was  not  bomA  out  by  the 
Eeport  of  the  Commissioners,  and  be- 
fore consenting  to  a  change,  it  would  be 
necessary  to  have  complete  information 
88  to  such  general  agreement.  In  this 
ease  also  the  districts  were  principally 
of  the  same  character — namely,  agricul- 
tural, but  they  were  separated  by  a 
range  of  mountains.  The  population 
in  idl  the  four  divisions  would  be  about 
the  same. 

Mb.  PLUNKET  said,  that  he  had 
been  consulted  by  his  noble  Friend  the 
Member  for  Fermanagh  ( Yiscount  Crich- 
ton)  upon  this  subject,  and  he  had  been 
asked  to  say  a  few  words,  as  his  noble 
Friend  was  not  able  to  be  present  him- 
self. Therefore,  on  behalf  of  his  noble 
Friend  and  those  who  were  interested 
in  the  county,  he  might  say  that  they 
entertained  a  great  objection  to  any 
alteration  in  the  scheme  after  the  very 
fall  and  complete  inqiiiry  which  had 
been  made  by  the  Commissioners,  on  the 
spot.  The  fact  was  that  the  principal 
towns  in  the  baronies  of  West  Omagh 
and  Strabane  would  be  separated  from 
their  natural  surroundings  and  the  dis- 
trict to  which  they  were  naturally  at- 
tached, if  the  original  proposal  of  the 
Commissioners  had  been  adopted,  and  it 
was  mainly  on  that  ground  that  the 
original  scheme  -was  dropped,  and  this 
alternative  scheme  proposed.  If  any 
hon.  Member  would  study  the  map,  and 
the  Beport  of  the  Commissioners,  he 
would  see  that  the  original  proposal 
would  have  been  most  inconvenient, 
seeing  that,  in  point  of  fact,  there  was  a 
mountain  between  two  parts  of  one  of 
these  divisions,  and  the  scheme,  as 
finally  adopted,  would  be  in  every  way 
more  convenient  for  the  population. 
He  put  it  entirely  on  the  ground  of  the 
convenience  of  the  people  concerned; 
and,  therefore,  he  must  ask  the  Govern- 
ment to  support  the  scheme  of  the  Com- 
missioners as  it  now  stood. 

Mb.  T.  a.  DICKSON  said,  that  he 
possessed  an  intimate  knowledge  of  this 
part  of  the  county  of  Tyrone,  and  he 
only  wished  to  say  that  the  natural  di- 
vision would  be  to  put  West  Omagh 
and  Lower  Strabane  in  the  same  divi- 
sion. They  were  connected  in  every  way, 
both  in  pursuits  and  in  religious  views, 
and  neither  politicaUy  nor  otherwise 
would  it  make  the  slis^htest  difference. 
From  his  own  knowledge,  he  was  able 
to  say  that  one  division  of  the  county  of 


Tyrone  ought    to  include    both  West 
Omagh  and  Strabane. 

Mb.    sexton    said,   it    was    quite 
reasonable  to  expect  that  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Flunket) 
would  support  the  scheme  as  it  appeared 
on  the  map,  because  the  person  who  ap- 
peared before  the  Commissioners  on  the 
inquiry,  and  suggested  the  alteration  of 
the  scheme,  was  the  representative  of 
the  Tory  Party  in  Tyrone,  which  Party 
were  represented  in  that  House  by  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.   The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
spoken  of  the  existence  of  a  range  of 
mountains;   but  that  was  becoming  a 
threadbare    argument.      Anyone   who 
had  attended  to  the  progress  of  the  dis- 
cussions upon  the  Bill  would  find  that 
the  Commissioners   made    use  of   the 
argument  respecting  the  existence  of  a 
range  of  mountains  in  one  way  upon  one 
occasion,  and  in  an  entirely  different  way 
upon  another,  and  with  equal  facility. 
In  Donegal,  a  range  of  mountains  was 
no    reason    for    bringing    persons   to- 
gether ;  but  in  that  case  it  was  desirable 
not  to  interfere  with  the  baronies  of 
Baphoe   and  the  selected  preserves  of 
the  house  of  Hamilton.    Therefore,  the 
Commissioners  attached  no  importance, 
in  that  instance,  to  the  range  of  moun- 
tains argument.    But  it  was  altogether 
different  here,  although  it  might  be  said 
that  the  oounty  of  Tyrone  consisted  of 
mountains  altogether.    In  one  case,  the 
Commissioners  appeared  to  think  that  a 
range  of  mountains  was  no  drawback, 
so  they  threw  in  a  river.    In  another 
instance,  one  of  the  arguments  raised 
was  the  existence  of  a  tramway.    It  was 
pleaded  that  as  between  the  boundary 
of  West  Omagh  and  Castlederg  there 
was  a  tramway,  it  was  therefore  urged 
that  the  whole  of  that  district  should 
be    added.      In    regard    to    compact- 
ness, there  was  nothing  to  choose  be- 
tween the  two  divisions.    Anyone  who 
would  compare  the  red  with  the  blue 
lines  would  see  that  the  divisions  they 
comprised  were  of  equal  compactness. 
Both  were  straggling,  and  there  was  not 
one  iota  of  argument  in  favour  of  one 
more  than   the  other  on  that  ground. 
He  did  not  expect  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet    the    President  of    the   Local 
Gt)vemment  Board  would  favour  any 
Amendment  which  had  been  placed  on 
the  Paper  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
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ber  for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy),  because 
the  professional  gentleman  who  appeared 
before  the  Commissioner  at  Omagh  said 
he  appeared  for  one  of  the  Members  for 
Tyrone ;  and  he  (Mr.  Sexton)  presximed 
that  he  meant  the  hon.  Member  oppo- 
site. Of  course,  that  learned  gentleman 
said  he  thought  the  scheme  proposed  by 
the  Commissioners  was  the  best  that 
could  be  suggested ;  both  as  to  equaliza- 
tion of  population,  and  in  following  the 
lines  of  the  baronies  most  closely.  He 
said,  further,  that  it  had  its  defects,  be- 
cause West  Omagh  and  Lower  Strabane 
would  be  together.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, he  (Mr.  Sexton)  was  not 
surprised  to  find  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  A.  Dickson)  now  sup- 
porting his  scheme.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  in  charge  of  the  Bill  said  that 
it  had  not  been  shown  that  the  feeling 
of  the  inhabitants  of  the  county  was 
favourable  to  the  Amendment.  That 
was  not  so,  and  it  proved  more  conclu- 
sively than  any  other  case  which  had 
yet  come  before  the  Committee  that 
when  the  Nationalists,  with  extreme 
frankness,  ventured  to  express  an  ap- 
proval of  any  scheme,  from  that  mo- 
ment there  was  no  chance  whatever  of 
its  being  adopted.  It  was  condemned 
from  the  moment  they  gave  it  their 
fatal  approval.  Mr.  Beynoids  appeared 
for  the  National  Party  before  the  Com- 
missioner, and  he  certainly  did  not  speak 
in  complimentary  terms  of  the  altera- 
tion proposed  by  Mr.  Symonds,  and  he 
said  he  did  not  think  the  Commissioners 
would  pay  much  attention  to  it,  because 
it  was  proposed  only  in  the  interest  of 
an  expiring  Party.  Dean  Byrne,  a  well- 
known  clergyman,  appeared  before  the 
Commissioner,  and  also  expressed  his 
unqualified  approval  of  the  Commis- 
sioners' original  scheme ;  and  the  parish 
priest  of  Donoghmore  (the  Rev.  Mr. 
Macarthy)  said  that  he  was  chairman  of 
a  meeting  of  delegates  from  the  entire 
county,  which  was  held  at  Omagh,  and 
at  which  the  plan  of  the  Commissioners, 
and  the  alternative  plan,  was  discussed, 
when  an  unanimous  opinion  was  arrived 
at  to  abide  by  that  of  the  Commissioners. 
What  did  the  right  hon.  Baronet  say  to 
that  as  an  expression  of  the  opinion  of 
the  locality  ?  All  these  three  gentlemen 
— Mr.  Reynolds,  Dean  Byrne,  and  Father 
Macarthy — were  in  favour  of  the  scheme 
originally  put  forward  by  the  Commis- 
sioners, and  the  last  gentleman  was  able 

Mr,  Sext^m 


to  say  that  the  unanimous  voice  of  ihe 
assembled  delegates,  representing  the 
various  parishes  of  the  county,  was  in 
favour  of  it.  There  certainly  oould  be 
no  political  object  in  resisting  the  Amend- 
ment. Take  the  test  of  creed,  whidi. 
was  no  test  at  all  in  this  case,  because 
whatever  Protestants  might  vote  witli 
the  Nationalist  Party  no  Catholic  would 
vote  against  them  ;  but  even  upon  that 
test,  there  were  in  these  baronies  27,000 
Catholics  and  21,000  Protestants. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  the 
figures  given  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
SHgo  were  not  accurate. 

Mb.  SEXTON  said,  he  took  Ihe  cal- 
culation from  The  Belfatt  Morning  Newe*^ 
and  he  believed  it  to  be  approximately 
correct 

SiK  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  said,  tHo 
numbers  were  31,000  and  19,000. 

Mb.  SEXTON  said,  that  made  the 
case  still  more  favourable  from  his  point 
of  view ;  but  taking  the  most  favourable 
view  for  the  other  side,  let  them  divide, 
sub- divide,  and  cut  up  these  four  Imi- 
ronies  how  they  liked  in  order  to  form 
two  divisions,  it  was  perfectly  obvious 
that  two  Nationalist  candidates  would 
be  returned,  unless  the  Whig  and  Tory 
Party  had  a  great  deal  of  monej  to 
spare,  and  did  not  care  how  they  spent 
it.  There  was  only  T>ne  division,  in 
which  the  Protestants  numbered  24,000, 
and  the  Catholics  and  non-Protestants 
23,000,  in  which  there  could  possibly  be 
the  semblance  of  a  decent  fight.  He, 
therefore,  did  not  see  why  the  opinions 
of  the  people  of  the  locality  should  not 
receive  attention  at  the  hands  of  the 
Committee,  especially  as  the  interests  of 
no  political  Party  would  be  advanced  by 
adhering  to  the  proposal  put  down  in  the 
Bill. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  it  must  have  been 
a  great  satisfaction  to  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  in  charge  of  the  fiiQ  (Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke)  to  hear  that  for  the 
Northern  Division  of  Tyrone  there  would 
be  a  Catholic  Member.  But,  unf<»tu* 
nately,  there  were  80  per  cent  of  Catho* 
lies  in  the  county,  and  by  no  possible 
means  could  the  division  be  jerry* 
mandered.  The  Commissioners  hjid 
found  it  necessary  to  bring  two  or  three 
baronies  together,  and  accordingly  they 
had  used  up  the  parishes  in  a  very  re* 
markable  way.  He  called  attsntion  to 
the  fact  that  they  had  taken  22  Vwttrt^ 
tant  townlands  out  of  the  barony    of 
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Strabane  Upper,  and  put  them  into  the 
North  l^rit>ne  Dmsion.   Of  coarse,  that 
was  pure   a43oident;  but  all  the  other 
townlanda  were  left  in  the  Mid  T3rrone 
Division,  where  they  were  not  wanted. 
In  whatever  direction  one  looked  there 
was  shown  the  same  disposition  to  cheat 
the  Catholics.     He  was  not  suspicious 
or  afraid  of  the  politics  of  his  fellow- 
eoantrjmen  ;  on  the  contrary,  he  looked 
for  their  votes  in   favour  of  the  Na- 
tionalist Party  at  the  next  General  Elec- 
tion; he  merely  pointed  to  facts,  and 
left  the  public  to  draw  their  own  con- 
dasions  from  them.    It  appeared  that 
three  Liberal  gentlemen  had  put  up  as 
candidates  for  Tyrone  County;  and  he 
wonld  be  glad  to  know  if  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  could  explain  how  it  was  that 
Andrew  Dunn,  of  London,  expected  to 
be  returned,   as  well  as  Mr.  Herdman 
and  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
T.  A.  Dickson)  ?   Seeing  that  there  were 
80  per  cent  of  Catholics  in  the  county, 
the  hopes  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  seemed 
to  sarpaas   all  notions  of  probability. 
The  scheme  of  the  Government  presented 
the  fact  that  at  the  inquiry  the  Liberals 
and  Tories  were  once  more  in  coalition, 
and  the  Nationalists  on  the  other  side. 
They  adopted  the  proposition  of  Messrs. 
Moore  and  Wilson;   Mr.  Wilson  sup- 
ported Mr.  Moore's  scheme,  and  Mr.  Sim- 
monds  supported  the  other.  He  observed 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Tyrone  was  not 
as  hopeful  over  this  coalition  as  were  some 
of  his  friends ;  but  he  (Mr.  Healy)  would 
inform  him,  as  he  had  taken  the  trouble 
to  inform  the  other  Member  for  the 
county,  that  not  a  single  Whig  would 
get  in  over  the  whole  of  Lreland,  unless 
by  the  goodwill  and  pleasure  of  the 
Party  to  which    he  (Mr.   Healy)    be- 
longed. Under  the  new  electoral  scheme, 
the  Liberals  and  Conservatives  would 
not  be  able  to  secure  more  than  20  seats 
in  Ireland,  of  which  the  Conservatives 
would  obtain  nine;  but,  independently  of 
the  Party  represented  on  those  Benches, 
Liberals  would  not  be  returned  for  the 
remaining  11  seats.    It  woxdd  not  be 
forgotten  that    the   hon.  Member    for 
Tyrone  had  used  his  influence  with  the 
QoTemment  to  support  the  scheme  of 
the  Commissioners.    The  hon.  Member 
had  already  received  some  proofs  that  in 
his  county  the  Nationalists  had  been 
able,  to  some  extent,  to  make  a  good 
fight  even  before  the  franchise  was  ex- 
tended; and  yet  he  ventured  to  come 


forward  at  that  time  and  support  this 
scheme,  knowing,  as  he  did,  that  the 
people  who  put  him  in  for  Tyrone  were 
in  the  bitterest  manner  opposed  to  it. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  deny 
that  it  was  by  Catholic  votes  he  held  a 
seat  in  that  House — he  would  not  deny 
it,  because  he  (Mr.  Healy)  regretted  to 
say  that,  .at  the  time  of  his  election,  the 
Catholic  Party  supported  him  instead  of 
the  Nationalist  candidate;  and,  there- 
fore, it  appeared  to  him  that  the  hon. 
G-entleman  showed  considerable  indis- 
cretion in  getting  up  in  that  House 
to  support  the  Government  in  their 
scheme,  seeing  that  at  the  next  election 
he  would  have  to  ask  for  the  support  of 
the  very  men  whose  Representatives 
were  antagonistic  to  the  scheme  pro- 
posed. He,  no  doubt,  expected  to  set 
the  whole  of  the  popular  Party  with 
him  in  South  Tyrone ;  but  he  might  be 
assured  that  his  support  of  the  Govern- 
ment scheme  would  not  be  forgotten  at 
the  next  election,  because  in  the  minds 
of  the  popular  Party  that  scheme  was 
based  on  fraud.  They  had  a  right  to 
expect  that  hon.  Gentlemen  who  repre- 
sented the  Nonconformists  of  the  North 
of  Ireland  would  have  made  some  return 
for  the  support  they  received  in  the 
past;  but  they  had  shown  themselves 
ungrateful,  they  had  trampled  under 
foot  the  favours  received  at  their  election, 
and  they  had  said — "As  long  as  we 
were 'able  we  used  you ;  and  now  that 
we  have  you  in  our  power  we  shall  back 
up  the  Government  in  putting  you  down 
— we  have  done  with  you,  and  we  expect 
in  future  to  do  without  you."  But,  as 
he  had  said,  no  single  Whig  would  get 
into  Parliament  for  the  North  of  Ireland. 
He  and  his  hon.  Friends  would  not 
forget  the  treatment  they  had  received 
in  connection  with  this  Bill. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  had 
been  astonished,  in  taking  up  this  scheme, 
to  find  that  even  in  a  county  with  80  per 
cent  of  Catholics,  the  Boundary  Com- 
missioners had  not  scrupled  so  to  jerry- 
mander the  constituency  as  to  take  away 
nearly  half  the  Catholics  from  it.  His 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Healy) 
had  been  severe  upon  the  hon.  Member 
for  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  A.  Dickson) ;  but  he 
(Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  would  call  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  he  was  under  the 
impression  that  a  sort  of  coalition  had 
been  formed  between  the  Tories  and  the 
Whigs  in  the  North  of  Ireland.    He  did 
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not  know  whether  that  was  true  or  not ; 
but  he  remained  satisfied  that  the  Libe- 
ral Member  for  Tyrone  would  be  no 
party  to  such  coalition.  If  he  under- 
stood the  hon.  Gentleman  rightly,  he 
repudiated  such  connection,  and  denied 
it  entirely,  and  he  was  glad  that  he  had 
disclaimed  an  alliance  of  the  kind. 
When  some  hon.  Members  on  those 
Benches  pointed  out  that  the  Catholics 
in  Derry  had  a  right  to  one  of  the  seats 
for  the  county,  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  got  up  and  said 
that  the  Protestants  were  in  a  consider- 
able majority,  and  that  it  was  by  no 
means  unnatural  that  they  should  hare 
two  seats ;  but  now,  when  they  came  io 
Tyrone,  where  the  Catholics  were  in  a 
majorily  of  80  per  cent,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  considered  it  not  at  all  extrava- 
gant that  the  right  of  the  Catholics  to 
two  seats  should  be  considerably  en- 
dangered. This  was,  he  believed,  the 
last  question  that  would  be  seriously 
debated  on  this  Bill  in  Committee,  and 
he  regretted  that  they  must  wind  up  the 
discussion  by  saying  that  wherever  an 
opportunity  had'  presented  itself,  the 
Catholics  had  been  filched  of  a  great 
portion  of  what  belonged  to  them. 

Mb.  CALLAN  said,  as  a  Railway 
Directorof  many  years'  experience,  he  had 
heard  with  astonishment  the  statement 
that  one  reason  for  placing  part  of  the 
barony  of  Strabane  in  the  position  which 
it  occupied  was  that  a  range  of  moun- 
tains separated  it  from  the  barony  with 
which  it  ought  to  have  been  united. 
What  justification  Mr.  Macpherson  had 
for  putting  the  barony  into  North 
Tyrone  altogether  passed  his  compre- 
hension. Probably  he  was  a  Scotchman, 
and  wanted  to  give  his  Scotch  friends 
a  chance  for  Tyrone.  At  any  rate,  he 
would  challenge  the  hon.  Member  oppo- 
site (Mr.  T.  A.  Dickson)  to  get  up  and 
justify  the  arrangement  on  any  but 
political  and  religious  grounds.  If  on 
nis  honour  he  considered  it  a  fair  divi- 
sion, ho  would  accept  his  declaration  to 
that  effect ;  but,  until  he  so  declared,  he 
(Mr.  Callan)  should  regard  it  as  one  of 
the  most  disgraceful  divisions  that  had 
been  made  in  the  country. 

Mr.  T.  a.  DICKSON  said,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr. 
Healy)  had  not  the  serious  cause  of 
complaint  with  regard  to  the  scheme 
which  he  would  have  had  if  the  baro- 
nies of  Dungannon  had  been  separated. 

Mr,  r.  P.  O'Connor 


Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  60; 
Noes  18:  Majority  32.— (Div.  list, 
No.  117.) 

Amendment  negatived. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Small,  the  fol- 
lowing. Amendments  made :  — In  page 
107,  line  14,  leave  out  "The,"  and  after 
the  word  **  Tyrone,"  leave  out  "Di?i- 
sion;"  in  line  17,  leave  out  "The," 
and  after  the  word  **  Tyrone,"  leave  out 
"  Division  ; "  and  in  line  22,  leave  out 
**The,"  and  after  the  word  "Tyrone," 
leave  out  "  Division." 

Sir  CHABLES  W.  DILEE  said,  thit 
two  townlands  were  in  a  detached  poi^ 
tion  of  West  Waterf  ord,  whilst  the  reet 
of  the  division  was  in  East  Watexford. 
These  two  divisions  in  West  Waterfoid 
contained  only  25  people  in  all,  so  that 
it  was  not  a  very  important  matter. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  108, 
line  6,  after  "Clonea,"  insert  "(except 
the  townlands  of  Ballyrandle  andKil* 
grovan)."— (5fr  CharUe  W.  Dilke.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  healy  said,  that  with  regard 
to  this  Amendment,  he  wished  once  more 
to  ask  the  Committee  exactly  how  tfaej 
stood  ?  It  was  monstrous  that  thej 
should  have  in  a  Bill  such  words  as 
these — 

''And  the  barony  of  Deoiee  withont  Dram 
(except  80  much  as  is  comprised  in  BiTisioB 
No.  2,  as  herein  described j." 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  said,  these 
places  would  not  be  shown  on  the  maps, 
as  they  were  detached  portions;  and 
they  would  not  be  shown  in  the  clause. 

Mr.  healy  asked  whether  a  man 
of  the  entire  country  would  be  preparea 
by  the  Qovemment,  showing  the  divi- 
sions on  a  large  scale  in  the  manner  ia 
which  the  districts  could  be  divided  in 
the  Ordnance  map  ? 

Sir  CHABLES  W.  DILKE  said,  As 
question  was  one  of  cost  Hm  l^i 
done  all  he  could  to  meet  the  htmu  wuk 
learned  Gentleman's  complaint  thit  Aa 
public  would  not  be  able  to  pioflVMttB 
necessary  map  by  purohaaiiiff  A* 
turns  containing  all  the  % 
He  was  afraid  the  hon.  «ttd 
Member  would  not  be  aUelO|M[ 
he  wanted  without  a  veiT  itmi  '" ' 
sion  on  the  part  of  the  HbOA 
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of  it.      The   ^lenae    would   be   very 
great. 

Mb.  OALLAN  said,  tliat  there  seemed 
to  be  ft  difficulty  in  the  way  of  spending 
B  little  money  in  order  to  oonTenienoe 
hon.  Members.  The  Government,  how- 
erer,  did  not  hesitate  to  spend  &ay 
unoant  for  the  acquisition  of  American 
steamers  in  the  case  of  a  threatened 

Mb.  KEALY  said,  that  if  they  oould 
not  gettheee  maps  published  for  general 
nse,  at  any  rate  the  OoTeinment  might 
see  that  one  was  prepared  for  use  in 
the  library,  vith  all  divisions  marked 
out  on  it.  It  would  not  be  neceBsary  to 
prepare  a  new  map,  but  some  Engineer 
offioer  could  very  well  mark  out  on  the 
old  Ordnance  Survey  map  the  divisions 
M  they  had  been  laid  down  in  the  Bltl. 

8m  OHAKLES  W.  DILKB ;  I  think 
that  can  be  done.  I  will  consult  with 
those  oSoials  who  would  have  to  per- 
form the  duty  on  the  matter. 

Mb.  HEALT:  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  let  us  have  a  map  showing 
the  Engliah  divisions  marked  in  the 
same  way  ? 

8m  0HABLB8  W.  DILKE :  Yes,  it 
ootUd  be  done  ;  but,  probably,  when  the 
map  was  prepared,  it  would  not  show 
sooh  small  details  as  those  which  we  are 


Hb.  CALLAN  said,  [the  right  hon. 
Gantlainan  (Sir  Charles  W.Dtlke)  might 
pat  himself  into  communication  with 
theJpabliBhor«of  Rtrtrf /wiinrf,  who  had 
pPBpared  a  map  showing  the  manner  in 
which  seats  would  be  distributed  in  Ire- 
™»d.  He  did  not  suppose  that  the 
??I^  MwnbBTsfor.Longford  (Mr.  Justin 
«  Carthy)  snd  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
^~°«";.  who  were  part  owners  of  that 
t^J^'-  *t>alii  have  any  objection  to  give 
wood"^  ion.  Baronet  the  used-up 
himfaT***  of  these  maps  so  as  to  enable 
the-  ^"PP'7  hon.  Members  with  what 
loot  m^^^-  ^^  thought  it  did  not 
•aata^'^J'  °^  *^®  P"*  <«  *!»«  Eepre- 
Govam^  of  a  large  Department  of  the 
amtt^^'^^  ^  ^'^  about  expenses  in 
MpuHBi,  °'  ^'^     kind,    seeing    that  a 


would  only  cost   him    \d.     He  oould 


lese  maps,  showing  the  divisions  of 
a  county.    It  was  a  faroe  to  talk  here  of 


The  CSAIRMAN  :  Order,  order ! 

Mb.  HEALT :  fiule ! 

Mb.  ACKEBS  :  I  do  not  rise  to  a  point 
of  Order 

Mb.  CALLAN  :  If  the  hon.  Member 
does  not  rise  to  a  point  of  Order,  he 
has  no  right  to  rise  at  all,  for  I  am  in 
possession  of  the  Committee.  I  was 
suggesting  that  it  would  be  desirable, 
and  that  there  would  be  no  objection  in 
regard  to  expense,  if  we  were  supplied 
with  these  United  Ireland  maps.  If  we 
were  supplied  with  proper  maps,  it  would 
tend  to  shorten  the  dieouasion  on  Be- 
port.  I  do  not  suppose  the  Treasury 
would  objeet  to  the  plan  proposed. 

The  CilAIRMAN  :  The  Question  is, 
"  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  ackers  (wain  rose,  and 

Mb.  CALLAN  also  rose. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN:  The  speech  of 
the  hon.  MemberforLouth(Mr.Callan) 
is  irrelevant,  and  I  must  ask  him  to 
resume  his  seat. 

Mr.  HEALT:  You  have  not  de- 
clared it. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  I  declare  it  now, 
and  I  ask  the  hon.  Member  to  resume 
his  seat. 

Mb.  ackers  said,  he  wanted  to 
make  an  appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman in  charge  of  the  Bill  to  recon- 
sider the  question  of  maps.  In  reply 
to  the  request  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  lor  Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy),  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that 
everything  the  ^Committee  desired  had 
been  done,  and  that  a  full  statement 
had  been  published ;  but  he  (Mr.  Ackers) 
was  happy  to  find  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  fox  Monaghan  was  not 
satisfied  with  that,  and  had  again  raised 
the  point.  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber was  very  anxious  to  get  that  which, 
no  doubt,  the  Committee  was  also  desirous 
of  obtaining — namely,  maps  showing 
all  the  alterations  made  in  the  divisions, 

be  one  of  the  greatest  Acta 
iny  years,  they  might  have 
rd  of  the  divisions. 
ILES  W.  DILKE  aaid,  he 
t  glad  to  give  further  con- 
be  matter;    and  he  had 
)  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
[_Sei!entMntA  Night. 1 
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ber  opposite  (Mr.  Healy)  that  he  akould 
giye  the  subject  farther  attention.  If 
they  were  to  have  county  maps,  he 
thought  the  alterations  which  would 
have  to  be  made  would  not  be  very 
numerous.  By  far  the  larger  number 
of  alterations  had  been  made  in  the 
boroughs.  Of  course,  the  Committee 
would  bear  in  mind  that  the  set  of  maps 
now  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members  did 
not  show  exactly  all  the  divisions  in  the 
county.  They  only  showed  the  divisions 
that  the  Commissioners  had  had  to  divide. 
Therefore,  a  set  of  maps  prepared  on  the 
lines  of  the  set  already  in  the  hands  of 
hon.  Members,  showing  the  alterations 
effected  in  Committee,  would  not  give  a 
complete  view  of  the  whole  case,  tiixty- 
eight  maps  had  been  circulated  in  a 
large  book,  showing  the  proposals  of 
the  Commissioners ;  but  many  of  those 
had  not  been  adopted. 

Mr.  healy  said,  that  the  Ordnance 
map  relating  to  Ireland  was  so  minute 
that  even  the  fences  in  different  fields 
were  shown  upon  it.  If  a  tenant  altered 
a  fence,  the  alteration  was  shown  on  the 
next  Ordnance  map  prepared. 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKB  said,  that 
would  apply  to  the  Ordnance  Survey  map, 
which  he  had  said  might  be  put  up  in 
the  Library.  He  was  not  sure  that  the 
suggestion  could  be  complied  with ;  but 
it  would  be  done  if  practicable. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  words  in- 
ierted  accorcfingly. 

Mb.  p.  J.  POWER  said,  that,  no 
doubt,  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Monaghan  would  be  content  with  the 
undertaking  just  given  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet.  They  now  came  to  an  Amend- 
ment relating  to  the  county  of  Water- 
ford,  which,  he  was  happy  to  think, 
would  not  meet  with  opposition  from 
any  quarter.  He  did  not  think  it  would 
offend  either  the  Nationalists,  or  the 
Whigs,  or  the  Tories,  and  he  proposed 
it  merely  with  the  view  of  the  conve- 
nience of  the  inhabitants  of  the  parish 
of  Seskinan.  The  Boundary  Commis- 
sioners, in  following  their  Instructions, 
had  divided  the  county  of  Waterford 
into  two  divisions,  and  in  making  those 
divisions  they  had  had  regard  to  popu- 
lation. They  had  endeavoured  to  make 
the  population  of  the  two  divisions  as 
nearly  as  possible  alike ;  and  to  carry 
out  that  object  thev  had  had  to  out  up 
this  parish  of  Seskinan.    By  this  pro- 
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cess  they  had  made  the  population  of 
West  Waterford  to  exceed  that  of  East 
Waterford  by  635  ;  and  the  Amendment 
which  he  proposed  had  for  its  object 
the  placing  of  a  part  of  Seskinan,  which 
the  Commissioners  had  put  into  East 
Waterford,  into  West  Waterford,  in- 
creasing the  difference  that  alreadj 
existed  to  about  1,435.  The  Committee 
would  naturally  ask,  why  not  place  the 
portion  of  Seskinan,  which  was  in  the 
West  Waterford  District,  in  the  East 
Waterford  District,  thereby  equalizing 
the  population  in  the  respective  divi- 
sions? But  he  wished  to  point  oat  to 
the  Committee  that  all  the  interests  of 
the  parishioners  of  Seskinan  lay  in  the 
West  Waterford  District — all  their  mar- 
ket interests,  their  fair  interests,  th^ 
dispensary  interests,  and  their  Poor  Law 
Unions.  As  he  had  said  before,  the 
Amendment  he  proposed  to  give  efieot 
to  would  be  of  the  greatest  possible  con- 
venience to  the  inhabitants  of  the  parish, 
and  would  not  make  the  least  difference 
to  any  particular  Party.  In  moving  this 
proposal,  he  felt  that  it  was  quite  un- 
necessary to  point  out  to  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  in  charge  of  the  Bill  what  the 
effect  of  it  would  be.  The  matter  wm 
one  of  detail,  and  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  made  himself  such  a  perfect  master 
of  every  detail  of  the  most  complicated 
matter  contained  in  the  measure  that  it 
was  quite  unnecessary  for  any  Member 
in  any  part  of  the  House  to  point  out 
what  tiiie  effect  of  any  Amendment 
would  be.  He  trusted  hon.  Members 
on  both  sides  of  the  House  would  see 
the  reasonableness  of  the  Amendment 
he  proposed,  and  that  the  Government, 
as  represented  by  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net, would  have  no  difficulty  in  agremng 
to  it. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  108, 
line  7,  leave  out  **  Seskinan." — {Mr.  P. 
«/.  Power,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Schedule." 

Sm  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  that 
in  the  case  of  an  Amendment  relating  to 
Louth,  moved  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
that  place  (Mr.  Callan),  there  was  no 
objection  raised  to  the  proposal,  and  he 
had  not  heard  any  objection  raised  to 
the  proposal  the  hon.  Member  had  now 
made.  He  should  be  very  glad  to 
accept  it,  provided  that  before  the  Be* 
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port  the  Boundary  Commissioners  did 
not  offer  any  strong  objection  to  it.  So 
far  as  he  knew,  there  was  no  objection 
to  it.  It  would  possess  the  advantages 
the  hon.  Member  had  pointed  out ;  but 
it  would  have  the  drawback  of  making 
the  population  rather  less  equal  than  it 
was  at  present.  As  the  hon.  Member 
had  stated,  the  population  of  the  West- 
em  Division  would  be  44,000,  while 
that  of  the  Eastern  Division  would  be 
only  39,500  odd.  He  had  no  other  ob- 
jection to  the  proposal ;  and  if,  before 
Keport,  no  one  raised  a  protest  against  it, 
he  should  propose  to  take  the  same 
course  with  regard  to  it  as  he  had  taken 
in  the  case  of  Louth. 

Mb.  CALLAN  said,  that  supposing 
the  Amendment  was  agreed  to  by  the 
Boundary  Commissioners  as  to  East 
Waterford,  what  would  be  the  result  ? 
The  Amendment  was,  in  page  108,  line 
7,  to  leave  out  "Seskinan;"  and  if 
Seskinan  was  left  out,  it  woiild  not  be 
included  anywhere.  Unless  it  were  in- 
daded  here,  the  inhabitants  of  Seskinan 
would  be  disfranchised. 

Mr.  p.  J.  POWER  said,  the  hon. 
Member  was  quite  wrong. 

Mb.  CALLAN  :  No ;  unless  it  was 
included  here  in  West  Waterford,  the 
people  in  Seskinan  would  not  be  able  to 
vote  at  all. 

Mb.  WAETON  said,  he  should  like 
to  make  an  observation  here,  because 
the  mistake  which  the  hon.  Member 
who  brought  forward  the  Amendment 
had  fallen  into  was  the  result  of  the 
eccentric  drafting  of  the  Bill,  to  which 
he  had  had  occasion  to  call  attention 
before,  and  to  which  the  ri^ht  hon. 
Gentleman  in  charge  of  the  Bill  so  per- 
sistently adhered.  The  hon.  Member 
below  the  Gangway  (Mr.  Callan)  seemed 
to  be  under  the  impression  that  if  Ses- 
kinan disappeared  from  East  Waterford, 
it  would  go  nowhere.  If  they  took  the 
trouble  to  look  at  another  part  of  the 
Bill  they  would  find  that  Seskinan  would 
go  into  West  Waterford,  because  the 
barony  in  which  it  was  situated  formed 
part  of  that  division.  This  was  one  of 
the  results  of  neglecting  to  show  the 
divisions  in  the  Bill.  The  Bill  had  been 
drawn  in  a  most  slovenly  manner. 
[•'Order,  order! "]  It  was  not  out  of 
Order  to  say  that.  He  was  entitled  to 
say  that  the  Bill  had  been  drafted  in  a 
slovenly  manner.  He  had  said  it  before, 
and  he  would  probably  have  to  say  it 


again ;  and  he  shotdd  certainly  not  be 
put  down  by  any  amount  of  roaring. 
The  draft  of  the  Bill  had  given  great 
dissatisfaction  to  other  hon.  Members 
besides  himself.  He  thanked  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  for  intimating  that,  in  all 
probability,  the  House  would  be  sup- 
plied with  a  Beturn  of  all  the  integral 
parts  of  parishes  and  divisions  as  finally 
laid  down  in  the  Bill ;  he  thanked  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  for  the  promise,  and 
also  for  the  performance  when  he  made 
it.  He  wished  to  point  out  that  when 
they  were  put  in  this  position,  that  cer- 
tain parishes  forming  part,  say,  of  a 
barony  or  Petty  Sessional|Divi8ion,  were 
put  into  one  division  of  a  county,  and 
they  found  that  that  division  was  ex- 
pressed in  another  division  of  the  county 
in  very  general  words,  such  as  **  ex- 
cept so  much  as  is  comprised  in  Division 
No.  2,"  it  would  be  convenient  to  have 
that  division  in  which  the  parishes  were 
named  first,  stated  first  without  regard 
to  No.  1  or  No.  2.  Eeferences  of  this 
kind  had  no  meaning  or  sense,  and  only 
served  to  disfigure  the  Bill.  It  seemed 
to  him  that  it  wotdd  have  been  far 
better  to  have  taken  the  East  Water- 
ford Division  first,  for  then  they  would 
have  the  places  relating  to  the  barony  of 
Decies  set  out ;  and  they  woidd  then 
have  had,  secondly,  the  remaining  part 
of  the  parishes  mentioned  in  a  less 
general  manner  put  in.  If  they  were 
to  have  this  style  of  drafting  it  was  as 
well  to  mitigate,  as  far  as  possible,  its 
evil  effects  when  they  had  the  chance. 
They  should  do  this  in  dealing  -fully,  in 
the  first  instance,  with  the  divisions  in 
which  the  parishes  were  enumerated ; 
and,  secondly,  in  dealing  with  the  divi- 
sions in  which  only,  so  to  speak,  the 
surplus  part  of  the  parishes  were  in- 
serted. He  mentioned  this  because  it 
was  possible  that  before  Beport  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  might  desire  to  change  the 
order  of  these  places  in  the  Waterford 
Divisions. 

SiE  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
should  be  happy  to  consider  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber. 

Mb.  p.  J.  POWEE  said,  that  as  to 
the  number  he  had  stated,  he  should 
like  to  inform  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
that  he  was  not  positive  in  saying  that 
800  were  the  exact  figures.  He  had  not 
been  able  to  ascertain  the  number  pre- 
cisely before  leaving  Waterford ;  but  he 
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had  been  told  that  that  was  the  number, 
or  about  it.  As  to  the  question  raised 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Louth  (Mr. 
Oallan)  with  regard  to  disfranchising  a 
portion  of  the  parish,  if  the  Amendment 
were  carried 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Oh, 
that  is  all  right;  we  understand  that 
point. 

Mr.  p.  J.  POWER:  Yes;  I  think 
that  question  need  not  be  gone  into. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber  for  the  City  of  Dublin  (Dr.  Lyons) 
has  the  following  Amendment  on  the 
Paper: — Part  3,  page  109,  line  26,  in- 
sert,— **  Royal  University  of  Ireland  | 
Two  Members."  I  have  considered  the 
Amendment,  and  I  must  say  that  as  this 
is  a  Schedule  relating  to  counties,  a  pro- 
posal to  insert  in  it  a  provision  consti- 
tuting a  new  University  constituency  is 
not  in  Order. 

Da.  LYONS  said,  that  the  Amend- 
ment  in  question  appeared  in  the  Paper 
through  an  inadvertence  for  which  he 
was  not  at  all  responsible.  He  merely 
wished  to  give  Notice  that  he  would 
put  the  Amendment  on  the  Paper  for 
consideration  on  Report. 

Further  'Amendments  made. 
Schedule,  as  amended,  agreed  to, 

EIGHTH  SCHEDULE. 

First  Part. 

Mr.  SEXTON  rose  for  the  purpose  of 

moving  an  Amendment,   in  page   110, 

line  5,  to  leave  out  ''  33  &  34  Yic.  c.  38 

I  An  Act  to  disfranchise  the  boroughs 

of  Sligo  and  Cashel,"  when 

Thr  attorney  general  (Sir 
HziraiT  James)  said,  he  would  ask  the 
permission  of  the  Committee  in  order  to 
make  a  statement  in  regard  to  the  Sche- 
dule, which,  he  thought,  would  relieve 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  from  the  necessity  of 
moving  his  Amendment.  This  question 
had  been  raised  on  Clauses  26  and  27. 
On  Clause  27  the  question  as  to  what 
disfranchisement  should  be  given  to  the 
electors  reported  on  by  the  Commis- 
sioners in  1880  arose,  and  the  Govern- 
ment accepted  a  proposition  which  came 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Cam- 
bridge (Mr.  Raikes),  to  the  effect  that 
the  penalty  imposed  on  these    voters 
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should  be  seven  years'  disfranchisement 
from  the  date  of  the  Report — ^for  an 
offence  at  one  election,  and  one  electisn 
only.  That  was  the  view  of  the  House 
— it  might  have  been  right  or  it  might 
have  been  wrong,  but  they  proceeded 
upon  that  principle;  and,  so  far  as  he 
could  gather,  rather  hoped  that  by  deal- 
ing mercifully  with  those  voters  the 
House  woxdd  not  be  encouraging  cor- 
rupt practices  for  the  future.  In  the 
same  Bill,  by  Clause  26,  they  had  to 
deal  with  electors  who  had  been  made 
the  subject  of  legislation  in  times  past. 
They  had  been  of  two  classes — ^namely, 
those  who  had  been  scheduled  for  dis- 
franchisement for  a  certain  period,  and 
those  scheduled  for  disfranchisement  for 
life — so  as  not  to  vote  in  a  certain  con- 
stituency for  life.  There  were  many  of 
these  people  scheduled ;  and  considering 
that  they  proposed  to  impose  a  penalty 
of  only  seven  years  upon  those  reported 
on  in  1880,  they  could  not  maintain  the 
heavier  penalty  on  those  who  bad  been 
disfranchised  now  for  14  years.  The 
result  would  Jbe  that  in  the  new  con- 
stituencies the  disfranchised  voters  wonld 
be  restored  to  their  voting  power,  and 
those  of  the  boroughs  of  Sligo  andCashd 
would  be  included.  There  were  aboat 
9,000  names  on  the  Election  Conmiission 
Reports ;  but  that  number,  it  was  com- 
puted, must  have  been  so  reduced  by 
death  and  change  of  dwelling-place,  that 
no  more  than  one-third  of  the  original 
number  now  remained.  Therefore,  he 
did  not  think  the  Committee  would  be 
running  any  risk  in  acceding  to  what  he 
thought  was  a  consistent  way  of  deahng 
with  old  offenders.  On  the  RepoTt, 
therefore,  he  would  move  an  Amend- 
ment to  Clause  26,  to  strike  out  the  first 
part  of  the  Schedule  altogether.  He 
made  this  announcement  now  in  ord« 
to  save  discussion  ;  but  the  matter  wonld 
have  to  be  practically  dealt  with  on 
Report. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  that  of  course 
the  undertaking  given  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  opposite  was  satisfac- 
tory to  him  to  the  full  extent  of  hit 
Amendment.  In  that  Amendment  he 
had  not  dealt  with  cases  other  than  those 
of  Sligo  and  Cashel.  As  an  Irish  Mem- 
ber, he  had  not  felt  competent  to  deal 
with  English  cases.  He  would  make  no 
comment  upon  the  fact  that  in  moving 
this  proposed  alteration  the  hon.  and 
learned  G^nt!eman  would  be  granting 
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an  amneety  to  greater  offender^  than  be 
(Mr.  Sexton)  was  interested  in.  When 
he  had  put  his  Amendment  down,  he 
had  felt  that  it  could  not  be  seriously 
contended  for  a  moment  that  the  rem- 
nant of  the  few  people  reported  on  in 
1S69,  and  disfranchised  in  J  870,  should 
be  still  excluded  from  tho  franchise. 
The  number  of  persons  scheduled  in 
SlifTo  was  27,  and  the  number  scheduled 
in  Cashel,  100.  These  people  had  been 
scheduled  16  years  ago,  and  disfran- 
chised 14  years  ago ;  and,  seeing  that 
that  was  the  case,  he  considered  that 
there  could  not  be  any  very  great  im- 
propriety in  giving  them  the  privilege  of 
voting.  fie  thanked  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  for  his  statement. 

Mr.  WAETON  said,  that  before  the 
Schedule  was  put,  he  had  an  Amend- 
ment to  propose  which  had  not  been  re- 
moved by  what  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  (Sir 
Henry  James)  had  stated.  He  begged 
to  propose  the  omission  of  the  word 
"Knaresborough"  from  the  Schedule. 
He  did  so  on  the  ground  that  Knares- 
borough  stood  in  a  perfectly  different 
position  to  every  one  of  the  other  bo- 
roughs mentioned  in  the  Schedule.  It 
would  be  in  the  recollection  of  hon. 
Members  that  at  the  last  General  Elec- 
tion there  was  a  close  contest  in  the 
borough  of  Knaresborough — that  a  Libe- 
ral, whose  name  it  was  not  necessary  to 
mention,  was  returned  by  the  narrow 
majority  of  26  over  the  Conservative 
candidate,  that  an  Election  Petition  was 
presented,  and  that  the  Judges  reported 
that  the  borough  had  been  a  guilty 
borough.  The  result  was  that  Commis- 
sioners were  sent  down ;  but,  contrary 
to  what  was  done  by  the  Commissioners 
in  the  cases  of  Boston,  Canterbury, 
Chester,  Gloucester,  Macclesfield,  Ox- 
ford, and  Sandwich,  the  other  places 
mentioned  in  the  Schedule,  they  found 
that  a  hasty  conclusion  had  been  come 
to  by  the  Judges,  and  their  Beport  was 
eminently  favourable  to  the  character  of 
Knaresborough.  Two  of  the  Commis- 
fdoners  were  Liberals  and  the  third  a 
Conservative ;  so  it  could  not  be  said 
that  their  Heport  was  prompted  by  poli- 
tical considerations.  The  Commissioners 
agreed  in  their  Beport,  and  they  dis- 
tinctly stated,  referring  to  the  way  in 
which  the  Election  Petition  was  tried, 
that  the  counsel  for  the  respondent 
asked  permission  to  refute  some  of  the 
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charges  made ;  but  the  Judges  declined 
to  hear  them,  on  the  ground  that  the 
inquiry  was  finished.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
knew  perfectly  well  how  Election  Peti- 
tions were  conducted.  Owing  to  the 
extraordinary  way  in  which  things  were 
conducted  in  election  cases,  if  a  single 
case  of  bribery  was  proved,  the  sitting 
Member  lost  his  seat,  though  he  might 
not  himself  be  morally  guilty.  The  most 
trumpery  case  of  bribery  was  quite 
enough  to  unseat  a  man ;  the  question 
between  the  political  Parties  was  settled 
if  one  clear  case  of  bribery  was  made 
out.  But  it  was  a  very  different  thing 
when  the  honour  of  the  borough  was  at 
stake.  The  Judges  reported  somewhat 
hastily  that  Knaresborough  was  cor-* 
rupt;  but  the  Commissioners,  after  a 
cool  and  quiet  investigation,  found — 

**  That  corrupt  practices  did  not  extensively 
prevail  at  tbe  Election  in  1880.  Corrupt 
practices,*'  the  Report  went  on,  '*  did  exist  to 
some  extent,  but  they  were  not  carried  out  upon 
any  system  or  premeditated  plan  on  either 
side.  The  cases  of  direct  bribery  were  few  and 
slight,  and  the  treating  was  not  of  the  serious 
nature  as  would  appear  from  the  ex  parte  evi- 
dence given  before  the  learned  Judges." 

Not  only,  therefore,  did  the  Commis- 
sioners say,  in  one  page  of  their  Re- 
port, that  the  Judges  refused  to  hear 
the  contrary  evidence,  but  they  said  the 
same  thing  again  in  other  words  upon 
another  page;  they  complained  of  the 
complexion  given  to  the  C£ise  from  the 
ex  parte  evidence  laid  before  the  learned 
Judges.  Why,  the  total  amount  proved 
to  have  been  spent  during  the  Election, 
including  the  sums  paid  by  persons  who 
were  mere  volunteer^,  did  not  exceed 
£120,  a  perfectly  trivial  sum  as  com- 
pared with  the  money  spent  in  some 
boroughs  with  which  even  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral (Sir  Henry  James)  was  acquainted. 
Knaresborough  came  out  of  the  investi- 
gation with  a  reputation  of  almost  perfect 
purity.  At  the  following  election  their 
late  much-respected  Friend,  Mr.  Tom 
Collins,  was  returned,  also  by  a  narrow 
majority— 374  to  335.  Indeed,  the 
Commissioners,  who  went  somewhat  at 
length  into  the  history  of  the  borough, 
found  that  Parties  were  so  evenly  ba- 
lanced that  it  was  with  them  pretty 
much  turn  and  turn  about.  He  (Mr. 
Warton)  knew  very  well  what  the  an- 
swer would  in  all  probability  be.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke)    might  say  that  all    they  wore 
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trying  to  do  was  to  provide  certain 
punishment  to  certain  individuals  who 
were  scheduled  by  the  Commissioners. 
That,  however,  was  unjust  to  the  bo- 
rough of  Knaresborough.  Under  this 
ruthless  Bill,  Knaresborough  was  one  of 
the  ancient  boroughs  which  was  to  lose 
its  separate  representation.  If  boroughs 
having  a  history  of  many  centuries  were 
to  be  deprived  of  their  political  rights, 
they  ought,  to  say  the  least,  to  be  al- 
lowed to  preserve  their  good  name.  He 
must  say  that  in  comparison  with  the 
other  scheduled boroughsKnaresborough 
stood  out  distinguished  for  its  purity — 
in  fact,  it  might  be  said  that  Knares- 
borough stood  in  a  very  enviable  posi- 
tion. It  had,  it  was  true,  been  found 
guilty ;  but  it  had  been  found  that  the 
acts  of  bribery  committed  within  it  were 
exceedingly  small.  To  put  Knaresborough 
amongst  the  corrupt  boroughs  was  ex- 
ceedingly cruel  ;  and  therefore  he  thought 
it  his  duty,  in  justice  to  the  borough,  to 
move  its  omission  from  the  Schedule. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  110, 
to  leave  out  the  word  "Knaresborough." 
^{Mr.  Warton.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
*  Knaresborough '  stand  part  of  the  Sche- 
dule." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henrt  James)  said,  that,  as  far  as  he 
oould  judge,  a  great  deal  of  what  the 
hon.  and  learned  Q-entleman  (Mr.  War- 
ton)  had  said  was  perfectly  irrelevant. 
The  fact  of  the  matter  was,  that  certain 
persons  in  Knaresborough  were  guilty 
of  corrupt  practices.  No  doubt,  if  they 
had  let  the  borough  alone,  the  mass  of 
voters  would  have  been  pure.  Why 
should  the  guilty  persons  at  Knares- 
borough be  pardoned  any  more  than 
the  guilty  ones  in  any  other  of  the 
scheduled  boroughs  ?  If  the  place  was 
as  pure  as  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
had  said,  those  who  did  bribe  could  not 
have  been  led  away  by  the  impurity  of 
their  surroundings.  Their  offence  must 
have  been  all  the  more  deliberate  and 
intentional ;  and,  therefore,  there  could 
be  no  special  reason  why  they  should 
be  pardoned. 

Mr.  BULWER  said,  he  agreed  with 
much  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bridport  (Mr.  Warton) 
had  said.  He  would  not  mention  any 
borough  in  particular,  but  boroughs 
with  which  hon.   Members,   not  even 

Mr,  Warton 


excepting  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
(the  Attorney  General),  were  all  familiar 
were  far  more  corrupt  than  Knares* 
borough.  It  was  mere  prudery  to  talk  of 
corruption  in  Knaresborough,  when  there 
was  not  more  than  £120  spent  during 
the  election.  He  should  be  very  much 
surprised  if  any  Representative  of  a 
borough,  after  inquiry  into  the  matter, 
would  be  able  to  say  that  in  his  borough 
a  much  larger  sum  was  not  spent  cor- 
ruptly at  the  last  Election.  FHome 
Rulers:  English  boroughs.]  He  did 
not  wish  to  wound  the  susceptibilities 
of  the  Irish  Members ;  he  understood 
that  they  did  not  resort  to  bribery,  bat 
to  intimidation.  He  would  confine  his 
remarks  to  this  side  of  the  Irish.  Chan- 
nel, and  would  challenge  the  Represen- 
tative of  any  English,  Scotch,  or  Welsh 
borough  to  rise  in  his  place  and  say,  of 
his  own  knowledge,  that  in  his  borough 
£120,  or  a  good  deal  more,  was  not  spent 
corruptly  on  one  side  or  the  other  at  the 
last  Election?  Everybody  knew  tiiat 
there  wasmoreorless  corruption,  thon^, 
of  course,  nobody  could  prove  it.  He 
agreed  with  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Bridport  that  no  suf- 
ficient case  had  been  made  out  for  the 
inclusion  of  Knaresborough  in  the 
Schedule. 

Colonel  STEBLE  supported  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Warton).  He  did  not 
rise  to  make  a  speech,  but  simply  to 
repudiate  the  statement  of  the  hoo.  and 
learned  Member  (Mr.  Bulwer)  that 
bribery  prevailed  in  every  oonstitaenej. 
He  could  assure  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  that  Scarborough  was  per- 
fectly pure  at  the  last  Election. 

Mb.  morgan  LLOYD  said,  be  alK> 
protested  against  the  remark  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.  Bulwer)  that  at  the  last  General 
Election  corruption  universally  prevailed. 
So  far  as  Wales  was  concerned,  he  oould 
say  with  confidence  that  at  the  last  £lee- 
tion  there  was  no  corruption  whaterer, 
nor  had  such  a  thing  been  known  in  the 
Principality  in  modem  times,  except  in 
one  borough  which  would  now  ceaee  to 
return  a  Member. 

Mb.  warton  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral (Sir  Henry  James),  with  that  acute- 
ness  which  disting^shed  him  on  sU  oc» 
casions,  had  given  the  go-bye  to  his  (Mr. 
Warton's)  principal  argument,   wnirh 
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was  that  it  was  perfectly  unfair  to  put 
in  this  disgraceful  Schedule  Knares- 
horough,  pure  and  innocent,  as  com- 
pared with  any  one  of  the  other  seven 
Doroughs  mentioned  in  the  Schedule.  To 
that  argument  the  hon.  and  learned  At- 
torney General  did  not  condescend  to 
reply.  Perhaps  it  was  as  well  he  should 
remind  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
and  the  Committee  how  the  bribery  be- 
gan. It  beg^  in  a  Liberal  club.  About 
70  or  80  gallons  of  beer  was  distributed 
amongst  the  people.  What  did  70  or 
80  gallons  of  beer  amongst  the  people 
of  Enaresborough  amount  to  ?  And  what 
mitigated  the  crime  was,  that  a  good 
deal  of  the  money  with  which  the  drink 
was  paid  for  was  subscribed  by  persons 
who  were  at  the  time  sharing  in  the 
drink,  so  that  these  corrupt  voters  were 
treating  themselves  after  all.  He  could 
only  say  that  if  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Scarborough  (Colonel  Ste- 
ble),  whom  he  was  glad  to  find  support- 
ing him,  would  tell  with  him,  he  would 
oniainly  press  the  matter  to  a  division. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes  76  ; 
Noes  15 :  Majority  61. — (Div.  List, 
No.  118.) 

Question,  "That  the  Schedule  stand 
part  of  the  Bill,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  Bill, 
as  amended,  be  reported  to  the  House." 

Thk  chairman  :  The  Question  is, 
'*  That  I  report  the  BiU,  as  amended,  to 
the  House.'' 

8nt  CHAELES  W.  DILKE:  It  is 
not  unusual,  at  the  close  of  a  Committee 
on  a  Bill  of  this  importance,  to  thank 
the  Committee  for  the  assistance  they 
have  given  in  regard  to  certain  details 
of  the  Bill.  I  have  to  thank  hon.  Mem- 
bers in  all  quarters  of  the  House  for  the 
manner  in  which  they  have  worked  on 
the  Bill,  and  to  express  the  hope  that 
the  result  of  our  labours  may  not  be 
no  worthy  of  the  attention  which  has 
been  given  to  it. 

6iB R.  A88HET0N  CROSS:  I  should 
Hke  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
when  he  intends  to  take  the  Report  stage 
of  this  Bill ;  and  when  the  Bill  will  be 
in  the  hands  of  Members  reprinted  ? 

8ia  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  I  have 
expressed  a  strong  desire  that  the  Bill 
be  circnlated  unstitohed  to-m<»row ;  but, 
if  not  eiroolated  to-morrow,  it  will  be 


on  the  following  day.  I  propose  to  fix 
the  Report  stage  on  Monday,  with  a 
view  of  taking  it  on  Tuesday  or  Wed- 
nesday. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported  ;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Monday  next,  and  to  be 
printed.     [Bill  134.] 

MOTIONS. 

0 

POLICE  AND    SAmTART    REGULATIONS 

SELECT   COMMITTEE. 

Ordered,  That  Four  be  the  quorum  of  the 
Select  Committee  on  Police  and  Sanitary  Hegula- 
iions. — {^Mr.  John  Talbot.) 

PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS    OF     THE 
H008E    (STANDING     ORDER,     PUT- 
TING THE  QUESTION). 
RBS0LI7TI0N. 

Mr.  BIGGAE,  in  rising  to  move — 

*<That  the  Standing  Order  of  the  a7th 
November  1882,  relating  to  Putting  the  Ques- 
tion, he  amended  hj  leaving  out  the  following 
words, '  it  shall  appear  to  Mr.  Speaker,  or  to 
the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  in  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  whole  House,  during  any  Dehate, 
that  the  suhject  has  heen  adequately  discussed, 
and  tiiat  it  is  the  evident  sense  of  the  House, 
or  of  the  Committee,  that  the  Question  be  now 
put.  he  may  so  inform  the  House  or  the  Com- 
mittee, and,  if  a  Motion  be  made  'That  the 
Question  be  now  put,*  '*  and  inserting  the  fol- 
lowing words  instead,  *'  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown  shall  declare  to  the  House,  or  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  whole  House,  during  any  Debate, 
that,  in  his  opinion,  the  subject  has  been  ade- 
quately discussed,  and  that  it  is  the  eviddnt 
sense  of  the  House,  or  of  the  Committee,  that 
the  Question  be  now  put,  and  shall  thereupon 
make  a  Motion,  "  That  the  Question  be  now 
put.' " 

said,  the  Amendment  prevented  the  ne- 
cessity of  the  Speaker  or  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means  coming  into  conflict 
with  any  Member  of  the  House  or  any 
section  of  the  House.  That  was  a  very 
unfortunate  position  for  the  Speaker 
or  the  Chairman  to  be  in,  especially 
as  it  was  the  special  function  of  those 
Officials  to  protect  the  minority  in  that 
House.  The  position  of  a  Speaker  and  a 
Chairman  should  be  purely  judicial,  and 
all  such  things  as  allegations  of  Party 
or  partizanship  should  be  avoided  as  far 
as  possible  by  those  functionaries. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  House  coimted,  and  40 
Members  not  being  present, 

House  adjourned  at  EHeven  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesdat/y  22nd  April,   1885. 


MINUTES.]  —  Phivatb  Bill  (by  Order)-- 
Third  Reading — Waterford,  Dungaryan,  and 
Lismore  Railway,*  and  passed. 

Public  Bills — Ordered — First  JReading—VKr- 
liamentary  Elections  and  Corrupt  Practices 
Consolidation*  [135];  Submarine  Telegraph 
Cables  •  [136]. 

Second  Reading — Local  Government  (Ireland) 
Provisional  Orders  .(Labourers  Act)  (No.  1)  • 
jl28] ;  Re^stration  of  Voters  (Ireland) 
[UOJ;  Registration  of  Voters  (Scotland) 
^132];  Municipal  Corporations  (Ireland) 
(Borough  Funds)  [81] ;  Sale  of  Intoxicating 
Liquors  on  Sunday  (No.  2)  [74],  debate  ad- 
journed; Pubb'c  Health  (Members  and 
Officers)  [114];  Municipal  Corporations 
(Quarter  Session  Boroughs)  [133],  debate 
adjourned ;  Highways  [89] ;  Barristers 
Admission  (Ireland)  [95];  Private  Lunatic 
Asylums  (Ireland)   [60],  negatived. 

Committee  —  Waterworks  Clauses  Act  (1847) 
Amendment  [7] — h.p. 

Committee  —  Report  — Burial  Boards  (Contested 
Elections)  *  [106]. 

QUE8TI0N8. 

0 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS    OF   THE 

HOUSE. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHOOTE: 
May  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Baronet  oppo- 
site whether  he  can  tell  us  what  the  ar- 
ranffements  will  be  now  as  regards  the 
Business  of  the  House?  We  have  to 
consider  the  Registration  of  Voters  Bill 
to-day,  and  we  shall  be  glad  to  know 
what  JBusiness  will  be  taken  to-morrow 
and  on  Friday  ?  I  should  be  glad,  at  the 
same  time,  to  be  allowed  to  take  this  op- 
portunity of  expressing  my  regret  that 
I  was  not  in  the  House  when  the  Redis- 
tribution Bill  was  finally  passed  through 
Committee.  I  should  have  liked  to  ex- 
press my  high  sense  of  the  great  ability, 
tact,  and  g^d  humour  with  which  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  President  of  the 
Local  Ooyemment  Board  has  conducted 
the  measure  in  its  progpress  through  the 
House.  I  should  be  glad  also  to  know 
whether  it  is  probable  that  any  other 
Papers  will  be  presented  to  us  besides 
what  we  have  already  before  we  con- 
sider the  Vote  of  Credit  on  Monday 

next? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  I  have 
to  thank  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for 


the  kindness  with  which  he  has  referred 
to  my  own  exertions  in  connection  with 
the  Redistribution  of  Seats  Bill.  Hav- 
ing done  so,  I  have  to  say  that  it  is  sot 
in  my  power  to  state  whether  any  far- 
ther Papers  can  be  presented  before  the 
Vote  of  Credit  ;\  but  I  will  communicate 
with  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Prime 
Minister  on  the  subject  in  the  course  of 
the  afternoon.  With  reference  to  the 
course  of  Business,  it  is  intended  to  take 
Supply  first  to-morrow — the  Civil  Ser- 
vice Estimates.  A  doubt  was  expressed, 
however,  last  night  as  to  whether  it 
would  not  be  desirable  to  report  Pro- 
gress at  10  or  11  o'clock,  and  to  continue 
the  discussion  on  the  next  stages  of  the 
Scotch  and  Irish  Registration  Bilk. 
That  depends  upon  the  progress  made 
to-day,  and  on  the  feeling  expressed  bj 
the  Committee  on  the  subject.  It  is 
also  proposed  to  continue  these  Bills  on 
Friday,  on  the  Motion  that  the  Speaker 
do  leave  the  Chair,  but  probably  not 
with  the  intention  of  going  on  with  the 
discussion  of  the  clauses  of  these  BilU 
in  Committee.  My  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Lord  Advocate  does 
not  propose  to  take  the  clauses  of  the 
Scotch  Bills  this  week,  in  order  that  the 
people  of  Scotland  may  have  time  to 
consider  them.  Probably  the  same 
course  will  be  taken  with  reg^ard  to  the 
Irish  measure. 

Mb.  WARTON  asked  when  the  Cor- 
porate Property  Bill  would  be  proceeded 
with? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  ht 
could  not  state  when  it  would  be  potsi- 
ble  to  go  on  with  it.  He  saw  no  pros- 
pect of  going  on  with  it  for  some  time. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  he  understood 
that  the  Redistribution  of  Seats  BiH 
was  to  be  put  down  for  Monday  for  iti 
Report  stage.  It  had  not  been  area- 
lated  as  reprinted. 

SiB  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  the 
Bill  would  be  circulated  to^ay.  It 
would  be  put  down  for  Monday,  but  hs 
did  not  see  much  chance  of  the  Redis- 
tribution of  Seats  Bill  being  proceeded 
with  on  that  day.  Perhaps  it  might  be 
proceeded  with  on  Tuesday  or  Wednes- 
dav. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— RUSSIA  AND  AFOHAX- 

ISTAN— SIR    PETER    LUMSDEN^S 

DESPATCHES. 

Mb.  O'KELLY  asked  whether   the 

GKyvemment  would  consider  the  adviM- 
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bility  of  laying  on  the  Table  the  sup- 
pressed despatch  of  Sir  Peter  Lumsden? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  There 
is  no  suppressed  despatch.  Sir  Peter 
Lamsden  is  in  daily  communication  with 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  as 
many  as  four,  five,  and  six  telegrams 
come  from  him  every  day  on  various 
points  of  detail.  The  despatch  pre- 
sented last  night  is  the  only  telegram 
going  over  the  whole  ground  and  giving 
an  account  of  the  engagement  near 
PeDJdeh. 

Mb.  O'KELLY  :  The  despatch  I  re- 
fer to  is  the  long  one  which  was  an- 
nonnced  to  the  House,  but  not  laid  be- 
fore us. 

8iB  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  That 
despatch  is  only  one  of  the  series  to 
which  I  have  alluded,  and  it  gives  no 
facts  which  are  material  beyond  those 
contained  in  the  despatch  presented  yes- 
terday. 

Sm  STAFFORD  NORTHOOTE :  I 
shall  be  glad  to  know  if  there  is  any 
fresh  news  which  the  Government  can 
communicate  to  the  House  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  No,  Sir ; 
there  is  no  news  at  all. 


ORDERS   OF  THE  BAY. 


REGISTBATION  OF  VOTERS  (IRELAND) 
BILL.— [Bill  110.] 

(Jfr.  Ctmpbell'Bannerman,  Mr.  Solicitor  Oeneral 

for  Ireland.) 

SECOND    BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — ( J/r.  Camphell-Bannerman. ) 

Mb.  PLUNKET  :  It  is  not  my  in- 
tention to  oppose  the  second  reading  of 
this  Bill,  so  far  as  it  is  an  attempt  to 
apply  the  ezistingLaw  of  Registration  in 
Ireland  to  the  actually  qualified  voters 
that  will  exist  under  the  Franchise  Bill ; 
but  I  must  call  attention  to  the  fact  that 
Clause  3  of  the  Bill,  which  enacts  that 
dispensary  relief  shall  not  in  future  be 
a  disqualification  for  the  franchise,  is 
an  entirely  foreign  element  introduced 
into  such  a  Bill.  It  has  nothing,  prac- 
tically speaking,  to  do  with  the  Regis- 
tration Bill.  I  am  not  going  into  the 
merits  of  the  question  at  present,  or  to 


say  how  far  the  clause  is  an  advantage 
or  a  disadvantage.  I  only  wish  to  take 
note  of  the  circumstance  that  this  Bill 
is  .not — as  is  the  English  corresponding 
Bill — a  simple  attempt  to  apply  the  Regis- 
tration Law,  as  it  stands,  to  the  new 
circumstances  that  will  arise  under  the 
Franchise  Bill,  and  to  point  out  that 
an  effort  is  made  by  this  Clause  3  to 
introduce  a  new  principle  of  qualifica- 
tion and  disqualification  of  voters  in 
Ireland. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  he  wished  to 
remind  the  House  that  the  clause  was 
moved  twice  in  the  discussion  on  the 
Franchise  Bill,  and  that  they  were  then 
told  from  the  Front  Bench  that  the 
Registration  Bill  would  be  the  proper 
place  for  its  introduction ;  and  on  that 
occasion  no  objection  was  ofi'ered  by  the 
Opposition.  It  was  an  absolute  neces- 
sity that  the  clause  should  be  introduced 
here.  It  was  altogether  hopeless  for 
Irish  Members  to  attempt  to  remedy 
their  grievances  by  a  separate  Bill,  amid 
all  this  press  of  Business,  and  wars  and 
rumour  of  wars  taking  up  so  much  time. 
This  Clause  3  was  the  most  valuable 
and  essential  part  of  the  Bill ;  and  with- 
out it  two- thirds  of  the  new  voters 
would  be  practically  disfranchised.  It 
should  be  remembered  that  the  greater 
part  of  the  people  of  Ireland  paid  poor 
rates,  and  thus  they  contributed  to  this 
very  fund  which  brought  them  medical 
relief.  Some  did  not  actually  pay  poor 
rates,  perhaps ;  but  then  they  paid  it  in 
the  form  of  rent  to  the  landlord,  the 
landlord  paying  the  actual  rate.  This 
was  a  system  which  English  rule  had 
encouraged.  The  dispensary  system  was 
a  very  good  system  in  Ireland.    The 

Eeople  had  adopted  it,  and  now  it  would 
e  cruel  in  the  extreme  to  disfranchise 
them  because  they  had  adopted  the 
method  which  the  Government  had  re- 
commended to  them.  He  wished  to 
point  out  the  distinction  which  existed 
between  Ireland  and  England  in  this 
respect.  In  the  latter  place  the  people 
had  doctors  of  various  degrees.  They 
could  get  their  half-crown  or  five  shilling 
doctor.  He  believed  that  every  Irish 
doctor  charged  20«.  He  did  not  know 
an  exception.  Passing  away  from  this 
clause  of  the  Bill,  he  would  take  excep- 
tion to  that  clause  in  the  Bill  which  cast 
the  cost  of  registration  upon  the  local 
rates.     It   was  essentially  an  Imperial 
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question,  for  it  was  owing  to  registra- 
tion that  they  came  to  that  House  for 
an  Imperial  purpose.  Though  they 
liked  it  not,  they  were  told  that  it  was 
for  the  general  interest  of  the  Empire ; 
and  it  was  necessary  for  their  coming 
there  that  there  should  be  registration, 
and  hence  this  was  an  Imperial  question 
simply.  There  might  be  some  argu- 
ment in  favour  of  throwing  the  cost 
upon  the  local  rates  if  the  Local  Bodies 
had  any  power  to  keep  down  cost  in  this 
direction.  This,  however,  was  not  so, 
for  the  whole  scale  was  fixed  by  the 
Local  Government  Board,  and  the  Local 
Bodies  had  no  authority  to  alter  it.  All 
they  had  to  do  was  simply  to  raise  the 
money.  The  present  local  rates  were 
burdened  with  half-a-dozen  other  taxes 
— such  as  that  with  regard  to  explosives 
— which  were  not  really  local  rates  at 
all.  He  was  sure  that  if  the  Ministry 
would  give  this  matter  consideration, 
and  take  these  burdens  off  the  Poor 
Law  altogether,  they  would  confer  a 
great  benefit  on  the  people. 

M&.  WABTON  said,  he  thought  that 
this  Bill,  in  its  present  shape,  would 
give  rise  to  endless  litigation.  Instead 
of  leaving  the  Bevising  Barrister  to 
state  a  case,  if  he  was  in  doubt,  the 
individual  voter  was  to  be  allowed  to  go 
through  the  whole  form  of  getting  a 
rule  nisi  and  going  through  the  other 
stages.  The  1st  clause  of  the  Bill  was 
really  a  breach  of  the  understanding 
which  had  been  come  to  with  the  House, 
as  it  practically  made  the  Franchise  Act 
date  back  a  whole  year. 

Mb.  lewis  said,  it  seemed  to  him 
that  this  Bill  had  better  have  been  con- 
fined to  the  question  of  registration,  and 
not  extended  to  the  question  of  fran- 
chise. As  he  understood,  the  object  of 
the  Bill  was  to  assimilate  the  law  of 
Ireland  with  regard  to  registration  with 
the  law  of  England.  As  he  understood 
the  law  of  England,  the  receipt  of  medi- 
cal relief  was  a  disqualification  for  the 
franchise ;  yet  this  Bill  proposed  to  make 
a  different  law  for  Ireland.  He  would 
deal  with  this  point  further  in  Commit- 
tee. He  thought  it  desirable  to  press 
on  the  Government  the  necessity  for 
securing  purity  of  registration  in  Ire- 
land, and  he  would  call  their  attention 
to  what  was  now  going  on,  and  what 
was  likely  to  go  on.  At  a  very  recent 
meeting  of  the  Athy  Board  of  Quar- 
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I  dians,  a  proposition  was  made  that  the 
!  persons  to  be  appointed  to  make  out  the 
'  new  lists  of  voters  under  the  Franchise 
I  Act  should  be  the  local  secretaries  of 
the  National  League  Branches  in  every 
parish  in  the  union.  It  was  pointed 
out  that  the  ordinary  course  was  to 
appoint  rate  collectors,  whose  public 
office  would  be  likely  to  secure  inde- 
pendence, or,  at  any  rate,  responsibility ; 
and  a  very  reasonable  suggestion  was 
made  that  the  extraordinary  course  of 
appointing  the  secretaries  of  the  Na^ 
tional  League  should  not  be  adopted 
without  notice.  This  moderate  idea 
was,  however,  scouted  by  the  Guar- 
dians, and  the  Land  League  secretaries 
were  appointed  straight  off.  Now,  if 
that  were  the  way  the  extension  of 
the  franchise  was  to  be  carried  out  in 
Ireland,  good-bye  to  the  smallest  chance 
of  the  Loyal  Party  having  any  represen- 
tation in  that  House  at  all.  The  Local 
Government  Board  had  power  in  the 
matter,  and  he  had  fixed  responsibility 
on  the  Government  by  bringing  the 
matter  to  their  attention.  He  hoped  an 
Amendment  would  be  introduced  in  this 
Bill  meeting  such  an  abuse  which,  if 
attempted  in  England,  would  meet  with 
the  severest  censure. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walkkk)  thought  the 
matters  which  had  been  brought  for- 
ward were  all  subjects  for  Committee, 
aud  he  suggested  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Derry  City  should  prepare  an  Amend- 
ment. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eoM' 
miUed  for  To'tnarrow, 

REGISTRATION  OF  VOTERS  (8C0TLAKD ) 

BILL.— [Bill  132.] 
{The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr,  Solicitor  General  for 

Scotland,) 

SECOND   BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (ri(#  Lord  Advocate.) 

Mr.  PRESTON  BRUCE  said,  he  did 
not  think  there  would  be  any  opposition 
in  Scotland  to  this  Bill,  although  there 
might  be  some  disappointment  on  find- 
ing that  it  did  not  deal  with  certain 
questions  connected  with  registratioD, 
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which,  he  supposed,  were  considered  to 
be  of  too  contentious  a  nature.  He  only 
rose  at  present  to  remark  that  this  Bill 
had  ODly  been  circulated  to  Members 
this  morning,  and  that,  therefore,  al- 
though he  did  not  propose  to  take  any 
objection  to  the  second  reading  beiug 
passed  to-day,  he  would  like  to  suggest 
to  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
(the  Lord  Advocate)  that  there  ought  to 
be  allowed  an  interval  before  taking 
the  clauses  in  detail,  in  order  that  the 
various  persons  interested  in  the  subject 
in  Scotland  might  have  an  opportunity 
of  examining  the  Bill  and  making  sug- 
gestions upon  it. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfottr)  :  My  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Fife  has  touched  on  the  reasons  for 
which  the  Goyemment  do  not  propose 
to  enter  into  the  larger  questions  of 
registration  to  which  he  has  referred. 
I  think  it  was  explained  by  the  Prime 
Minister,  and  it  has  been  more  than 
once  explained,  that  these  Begistration 
Bills  were  not  intended  to  cover  the 
whole  ground  of  the  questions  bearing 
on  that  most  important  subject,  but 
merely  such  parts  of  them  as  are  essen- 
tial to  bring  into  speedy  and  effectual 
operation  the  Act  for  the  Bepresenta- 
tion  of  the  People,  and  accordingly  this 
Bill  has  been  limited  to  that.  In  regard 
to  what  mv  hon.  Friend  further  stated, 
as  to  the  Bill  being  only  circulated  to-day, 
I  may  repeat  the  explanation  I  gave  be- 
fore, that  we  thought  it  right,  in  a  matter 
of  so  highly  technical  a  kind,  in  regard  to 
which  it  was  very  important  to  have  the 
views  of  those  who  have  practical  expe- 
rience of  the  framing  of  the  Kegister, 
to  communicate  with  the  assessors  in 
the  largest  and  most  populous  counties 
in  Scotland  while  the  Bill  was  in  draft. 
Accordingly,  some  delay  has  arisen  in 
that  respect ;  but  I  may  state  that,  while 
I  propose  to  put  down  the  Bill  for  Com- 
mittee to-morrow,  and  if  an  opportunity 
is  offered  to  ask  that  you,  Mr.  Speaker, 
should  leave  the  Chair,  I  shall  postpone 
the  taking  of  the  clauses  till  next  week, 
so  that  there  will  be  time  to  have  the 
Bill  sent  down  to  Scotland,  and  to  have 
the  views  of  those  interested  in  it  ob- 
tained. I  hope  the  hon.  Member  will 
be  satisfied  with  this  explanation. 

Motion  agreed  to. 


Bill  read   a   second  time,    and  com- 
miUed  for  To-morroic.  • 


MUNICIPAL  CORPORATIONS  (IRELAND) 

(BOROUGH  FUNDS)  BILL.— [Bill  81.] 

(Mr.  Oray,  Mr,  Dawson,  Mr,  Meagher,) 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  will,  To-morrow,  re- 
solve itself  into  a  Committee  on  the 
BiJL"-.(l/r.  Gray.) 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  "To-morrow,"  in  order  to 
insert  the  words  **  upon  Monday  next." 
— {Mr,  Lewis,) 

Question  put,  "That  the  word  *  To- 
morrow '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  67  ;  Noes 
6  :  Majority  62.— (Div.  list.  No.  119.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Committed  for  To-morrow. 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  ON 

SUNDAY  (No.  2)  BILL.~[Bill  74.] 

[Sir  Joseph  Pease,  Earl  Percy,  Mr,  Tremayne, 

Mr.  Charles  Palmer.) 

SECOND  READING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  road. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr,  T,  Richardson,) 

Mr.  WAETON,  in  rising  to  move 
the  rejection  of  the  Bill,  said,  of  all  the 
rapid  surprises  which  had  ever  come 
under  his  observation  this  was  far  and 
away  the  most  surprising ;  and  he  greatly 
regretted  to  find  becoming  infectious 
the  habit  so  persistently  pursued  by 
those  who  sat  in  front  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman—namely, that  of  placing  mea- 
sures before  the  House  without  offering 
any  observations  whatever  in  explana- 
tion of  their  purport.  Here  was  a  great^ 
a  grave,  and  an  important  question, 
whether  the  sale  of  liquor  on  Sunday 
throughout  England  should  in  a  great 
measure  be  suppressed ;  and  the  Govern- 
ment, who  were  responsible  for  the  con- 
duct of  Public  Business,  had  their  minds 
so  occupied  with  foreign  questions  that 
they  failed  to  give  their  supporters  a 
hint  to  avoid  wasting  valuable  time  at 
this  period  of  the  Session,  and  in  the 
midst  of  a  war-impending  crisis,  in  pix)« 
motiug  the  discussion  of  Bills  of  a  frag- 
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mentary  character.  One  Member  venti- 
lated his  hobby  by  proposinjf  legislation 
for  Durham  ;  another  took  Northumber- 
land in  hand ;  a  third  directed  his  atten- 
tion to  Cornwall.  In  point  of  fact,  they 
had  quite  a  plethora  of  those  narrow- 
minded  and  exasperating  schemes  inter- 
fering with  popular  rights  and  privi- 
leges. He  was  under  the  impression 
that  the  Bill  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Hartlepool  (Mr.  T.  Richardson) 
silently  sought  to  pass  through  the 
House  was  one  of  those  local  county 
Bills ^how  could  it  be  otherwise  when 
no  explanation  was  given  of  its  object  ? 
— but  he  DOW  found  that  it  was  a  general 
measure  applying  to  the  entire  length 
and  breadth  of  England,  and  of  the 
most  arbitrary  character.  It  was  a  most 
disreputable  mode  of  proceeding,  and 
paying  a  very  bad  compliment  indeed  to 
the  common  sense  of  the  House  to  ask 
it  to  accept  such  an  important  measure 
without  offering  one  single  argument  in 
favour  of  the  deteriorating  and  unjust 
alterations  of  the  existing  law  for  which 
he  demanded  Parliamentary  sanction. 
Why  should  any  trade  or  interest  be 
perpetually  harassed  or  vexed  in  this 
cruel  manner  ?  The  law  recognized  the 
highly  honourable  but  anxious  occupa- 
tion of  the  publican.  On  the  faith  of 
British  law  the  licensed  victualler  de- 
voted his  energy,  time,  and  capital  to 
the  carrying  on  his  business  in  a  respect- 
able manner,  yet  they  found  that  the 
trade  was  more  harassed  than  any  other 
by  perfectly  well-meaning  Gentlemen 
bringing  forward  Bills  of  this  descrip- 
tion with  the  object,  as  they  foolishly 
imagined,  of  preventing  drunkenness. 
Men  tried  to  signalize  themselves,  and 
some  liked  to  appear  at  least  better  than 
other  people.  In  this  country  there  was 
a  great  deal  of  hypocrisy;  but  he  was 
quite  at  a  loss  to  know  what  were  the 
arguments  on  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Hartlepool,  whose  name,  by  the  way, 
did  not  appear  on  the  back  of  the  Bill, 
sought  to  justify  the  legislation  he  now 
asked.  It  was  nothing  short  of  hypocrisy 
on  the  part  of  those  who  took  a  glass  of 
drink,  and  had  every  comfort  around 
them  in  their  homes,  good  cellars  filled 
with  wines  of  the  choicest  vintage,  com- 
fortable clubs  to  go  to  when  they 
S leased,  not  only  on  week  days,  but  on 
undays  at  all  hours  of  the  day  and 
night,  to  say  that  the  labouring  man  or 
the  hard-struggling  clerk    should   not 
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have  the  opportunity  at  reasonable  hours 
of   getting  on  the    Sabbath  whatever 
liquor  or  refreshment  was  required.   He 
did  not  know  what  were  the  personal 
habits  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Hartle- 
pool.    He  might  be  either  a  thorough 
abstainer  or  a  moderate  drinker;  bat, 
regarding  him  as  an  impersonal  abstrac- 
tion, he  was  driven  to  ask  with  what 
object    he    had    brought  forward  thia 
Bill  ?    Some  people,  no  doubt,  were  en- 
tirely opposed  to  the  consumption  of 
intoxicating  liquors ;   but  it  should  be 
remembered  that  there  were  others  of 
an  opposite  opinion.    In  his  view,  it  was 
little  short  of  narrow-minded  despotism 
for  hon.    Members,   because    they  ab- 
stained themselves,  to  seek  that  those 
who   moderately    indulged    should  be 
placed  in  the   same  category  by  legal 
enforcement.      Such  an  assumption  of 
virtuous  morality  was  neither  more  nor 
less  than  downright  tyranny,  based  on 
an  affectation  of  moral  superiority,  and 
a  monstrous  invasion  of  the  rights  of  in- 
dividuals. In  the  absence  of  explanation 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Hartlepool, 
he  was  driven  to  speculate  and  to  look 
at  this  question  as  one  which  might  be 
brought  forward  in  the  interest  of  those 
who  were  called  total  abstainers.    But 
the  hon.  Gentleman  possibly  might  be- 
long to  those  who  thought    temperate 
drinking  permissible.     If  that  were  so, 
he  appealed    to    him  as    a    moderate 
drinker  to  know  what  right  had  he  to 
lay  down  any  rule  as  to  the  restriction 
of  Sunday  drinking?      Beer   was  the 
Englishman's  natural  drink.    Some  time 
ago  one  of  the  Liquor  Alliance  Leagues 
offered   several    large    prizes,   ranging 
from  £700  down,   to  the  person  wIm 
would  produce  the  best  non-alcoholic 
beverage  to  take  the  place  of  beer.    In 
spite  of  those  repeated   and,  as  thej 
were  considered  at  the  time,  brilliant 
offers,    the    League    never    succeeded. 
There  was  no  liquor  so  suitable,  so  pa* 
latable  to  the  English  taste,  so  pure,  so 
invigorating,  or  so  cheap  aa  beer.    It 
was,  therefore,  in  his  opinion,  nothing 
short  of  absolute  cruelty  to  deprive  the 
public  from  getting  beer  when  they  re- 
quired it  on  Sundays.    The  poor  man 
was  unable  to  afford  laying  in  a  stock  of 
bottled  beer,  and  malt  liquor  purchased 
on  a  Saturday  night  for  consumption  on 
Sunday  lost  its  excellent  flavoiir  and 
became  flat,  if  not  tastelesa.    In  fact, 
those  who  proposed  such  an  mrrmng^ 
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ment  displayed  an  utter  ignorance  of 
the  Dational  habits,  and  lie  was  inclined 
to  a«8ume  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hartlepool  participated  in  that  ignor- 
ance. At  present  public-houses  on  Sun- 
day were  regulated  by  law,  and  certain 
hours  were  fixed,  both  inside  and  out- 
side the  Metropolitan  Police  district,  as 
well  as  throughout  the  country,  for  the 
sale  of  liquors.  These  rules  and  limits 
were  arrived  at  after  careful  examina- 
tion, and  might  be  regarded  as  the  re- 
sult of  compromise.  He  did  not  ask 
that  public- houses  should  be  kept  open 
the  wnole  of  Sunday ;  but  what  he  con- 
tended for  was  that  there  should  be  at 
seasonable  periods  ample  time  given  for 
the  purchase  of  beer,  so  that  the  com- 
forts of  an  Englishman's  family  might 
not  be  in  any  degree  either  encroached 
upon  or  interfered  with.  On  the  prin- 
ciple of  Christian  charity,  they  ought  to 
shrink  from  curtailing  the  pleasures  of 
the  thousands  of  young  men,  clerks  and 
shopmen,  in  London  who  resided  in 
lodgings.  How  often  did  they  find  the 
arrogance  of  science  united  with  the 
fanaticism  of  religion  ?  They  knew  how 
medical  opinion  changed  on  this  subject 
of  liquor.  Some  doctors  prescribed  a 
good  deal  of  brandy  as  likely  to  benefit 
the  patient.  At  other  times  they  pro- 
nounced brandy  to  be  poison.  On  one 
occasion  the  physician  said  it  would  be 
well  for  the  patient  to  drink  whisky; 
within  24  hours  he  declared  it  must  not 
be  touched.  It  need  not  be  said 
that  all  over  the  world  some  form  of 
exhilaration  was  required.  The  neces- 
sity and  the  habit  of  taking  some  stimu- 
lant was  ingrained  in  many  people's 
constitutions.  They  knew  there  was  a 
virtue  in  generous  liquor,  and  that  it 
did  them  good  and  not  harm.  Were 
they  to  be  put  on  the  same  level  as  per- 
sons who  drank  to  excess  for  the  mere 
Bake  of  drinking,  and  simply  because  a 
number  of  fanatics  drank  nothing  at  all  ? 
Whichever  of  the  latter  two  classes  it 
was  that  was  represented  by  the  voice- 
less Gentleman  who  had  charge  of  this 
Bill,  he  had  very  little  respect  for  them. 
He  should  like  to  know  what  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  think  if  a  Bill  were 
brought  in  to  compel  him  to  drink  so 
much  liquor  ?  The  hon.  Oentleman  would 
doubtless  say  it  was  a  terrible  violation 
of  private  rights ;  but  it  would  be  only 
a  fair  counterpoise  to  the  action  of  the 
teetotallers ;  for  if  A  had  a  right  to  say 


that  B  should  not  drink  at  all,  surely  B 
had  an  equal  right  to  say  that  A  should 
drink  a  certain  quantity.  What  he 
(Mr.  Warton)  wanted  was  a  fair  recog- 
nition of  individual  and  personal  rights. 
If  a  man  drank  too  much  and  made  a 
noise  in  the  streets,  he  rendered  himself 
amenable  to  the  police;  but  if  a  man 
did  not  interfere  with  the  public  order, 
he  ought  not  to  be  meddled  with.  More- 
over, the  effect  of  this  kind  of  legisla- 
tion had  been  to  increase  rather  than  to 
lessen  drunkenness,  and  there  was  far 
less  excuse  now  for  introducing  these 
Bills  than  there  was  five  years  ago.  The 
House  knew  what  had  happened  in  re- 
gard to  Wales.  There  was  more  Sunday 
drunkenness  in  Wales  since  the  passing 
of  the  Sunday  Closing  Act  in  that  coun- 
try than  ever  there  was  before.  In 
Cardiff,  Swansea,  Denbigh,  and  Flint 
Sunday  clubs  had  increased  immensely, 
and  the  police  all  testified  to  the  evil 
results  of  the  Act.  At  Cardiff  there  had 
been  disgraceful  disclosures.  Two  or  three 
Catholic  clergymen  came  forward  and 
gave  the  most  revolting  evidence  as  to 
the  dens  of  infamy  which  had  grown  up 
in  Cardiff  since  the  Act  came  into  opera- 
tion. The  advantages  of  drinking  in  a 
public-house  over  drinking  in  these  secret 
dens  were  obvious.  In  the  one  case, 
there  were  the  securities  of  law  and 
order;  in  the  other,  there  was  every 
facility  and  incitement  to  law-breaking 
and  crime.  At  Cardiff  it  was  shown 
that  youn^  girls  were  debauched  at 
these  so-called  clubs,  and  the  priests  to 
whom  he  had  referred  called  attention 
to  it  in  the  interests  of  humanity.  The 
private  drinking  clubs  in  Wales  had 
quintupled  since  the  passing  of  that 
wretched  pharisaical  piece  of  Sunday 
legislation;  and  hon.  Oentlemen  who 
brought  in  these  Bills  year  after  year 
showed  a  strange  disposition  to  shut 
their  eyes  to  the  facts.  Looking  at  the 
deserted  condition  of  the  Treasury  Bench 
at  the  present  moment,  he  thought  it 
was  rather  disgraceful  that  no  Mem- 
ber of  the  Q-ovemment  was  present. 
He  would  particularly  like  to  see  the 
Home  Secretary  in  his  place,  in  order 
to  remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  of 
the  answer  which  he  gave  some  time 
ago  with  regard  to  the  Police  Report 
from  Flint.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
suggested  that  because  the  Mayor  of 
Flint  was  interested  in  the  liquor  trade, 
therefore  the  Inspector's  Report  as  to  the 
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tremendous  increase  of  Sunday  drunken- 
ness was  not  deserving  of  attention,  and 
must  be  pooh-poohed  in  the  Home  Se- 
cretary's grand  manner.  But  he  (Mr. 
Warton)  strongly  objected  to  that  man- 
ner of  answering  a  Question,  and  he 
now  quoted  the  incident  as  having  a 
bearing  upon  the  subject  under  discus- 
sion. He  did  not  know  whether  any 
Welsh  Members  would  take  part  in  this 
debate — he  noticed  that  most  of  them 
had  discreetly  kept  away ;  but  he  chal- 
lenged them  to  deny  that  since  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Act  there  had  been  an  im- 
mense increase  of  drunkenness,  and 
terrible  scenes  had  taken  place.  Hon. 
G-entlemen  who  promoted  these  Bills 
did  not  seem  to  understand  human 
nature,  or  they  would  know  that  pro- 
hibition often  lent  a  stimulus  to  enjoy- 
ment. The  fact  that  Sunday  drinking 
was  prohibited  and  difiBicult  would  make 
lots  of  people  more  anxious  to  drink  on 
Sunday,  for  ''  stolen  waters  are  sweet, 
and  bread  eaten  in  secret  is  pleasant." 
To  be  told  not  to  do  a  thing  was  a  great 
temptation  to  go  and  do  it.  He  advised 
hon.  Gentlemen  to  study  the  fable  of  the 
hen  and  her  chicken.  The  hen  warned 
the  chicken  not  to  go  near  the  well. 
The  chicken  would  not  have  thought  of 
going  there ;  but,  of  course,  directly  he 
was  told  not  to  do  so,  he  went  and 
tumbled  in ;  and  his  dying  words  were — 

"  Hadn't  it  been  for  prohibition 
I  ne*er  had  been  in  this  condition.'* 

The  hon.  Member  who  brought  forward 
the  Bill  seemed  now  to  have  retired  into 
an  obscure  comer  of  the  House.  He 
hoped  they  should  have  a  few  words 
from  the  hon.  Member,  and  he  would 
appeal  to  him  to  try  and  grapple  with 
those  facts  with  regard  to  Wales.  Per- 
6onally»  he  felt  bound  to  condemn  the 
Bill  as  an  unnecessary  and  unwarranted 
interference  with  a  great  and  respectable 
trade,  an  infringement  of  private  rights 
and  liberties,  a  measure  incompatible 
with  the  spirit  of  true  Englishmen,  and 
inspired  only  by  a  canting,  fanatical, 
and  sanctimonious  hypocrisy.  He  moved 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  that 
day  three  months. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  "now,"  and  at  the  end  of 
the  Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon 
this  day  six  months." — [Mr,  Warton,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  now  '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

J/r.  Warton 


Me.  H.  G.  ALLEN:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bridport  (Mr.  Warton)  has  referred  to 
the  operation  of  the  Sunday  Closing 
Act  in  Wales,  and  has  incidentally  al- 
luded to  myself  in  relation  to  that  mat- 
ter; but  I  have  to  state  that  the 
information  I  possess  on  the  subject 
leads  me  to  take  a  totally  different  view 
from  that  expressed  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman.  It  is  'very  true,  as 
he  has  stated,  that  in  Cardiff,  which  is  a 
place  where  certain  exceptional  eircum- 
stances  may  be  cited  as  against  the 
operation  of  the  Sunday  Closing  Act, 
the  measure  had  not  been  so  suoceesfol 
as  I  have  every  reason  to  believe  it 
has  been  throughout  the  rest  of  the 
Principality  of  Wales.  1  can  certaiofy 
say,  without  hesitation,  that  within  the 
limits  of  my  own  constituency  the  Sun- 
day  Closing  Act  is  regarded  as  an  incon- 
testable boon.  There  is  hardly  a  single 
person  in  my  constituency,  unless  among 
the  publicans — and  I  am  told  ^that  there 
are  many  even  of  them  who  appreciate 
the  advantage  of  having  a  holiday  on 
Sunday — but,  at  any  rate,  I  believe 
there  is  hardly  anyone  in  my  con- 
stituency,  and  very  few  to  be  found  ia 
the  constituencies  of  other  hon.  Mem* 
bers  representing  the  interests  of  the 
people  of  Wales,  who  do  not  regard  the 
Sunday  Closing  Act  as  a  measure  whidi 
has  been  productive  of  great  and  most 
valuable  results.  With  respect  to  the 
town  of  Cardiff,  which  has  very  naturallj 
been  put  in  the  forefront  of  the  argu- 
ment used  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bridport,  there  are,  as  I 
have  already  stated,  peculiar  circmn- 
stances  which  have  caused  the  Sunday 
Closing  Act  not  to  be  so  successful  thoe 
as  it  has  been  in  other  parts  of  the 
Principality.  The  hon.  Member  was,  do 
doubt,  quite  right  in  saying  that  a  great 
deal  of  drinking  goes  on  in  unlicensed 
houses,  such,  for  instance,  as  sham  dubs, 
which  it  will  probably  be  the  duty  of 
the  Legislature  to  put  an  end  to,  if  the 
means  of  so  doing  can  be  found  without 
further  interference  than  is  desirable 
with  the  convenience  of  the  public. 
Among  the  pectdiar  circumstances  that 
exist  in  Cardiff,  one  of  the  moat  notice- 
able is  that  there  is  in  that  town  a  large 
and  constantly  floating  population,  com- 
posed of  seamen  from  all  parts  of  tb« 
world,  who  do  not  know  what  to  do  with 
themselves  on  the  Sabbath  day,  and  who 
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lodalge.  to  a  great  extent,  in  the  per- 
niciooe  habit  of  drinking.  In  this  re- 
spect Cardiff  undoubtedly  differs  from 
most  other  plaoes  in  Wales  ;  and  there 
isaDother  circumstance  which  tends  to 
place  that  seaport  in  an  exceptional  posi- 
tion as  compared  with  other  places  in 
the  Principality — namely,  that  the  town 
is  ntuated  within  about  a  mile  and  a- 
half  of  the  English  Border,  so  that  on 
Sunday,  during  the  hours  the  public- 
houses  are  open  in  England,  it  be- 
comes a  sort  of  amusement  and  bravado 
on  the  part  of  certain  portions  of  the 
Cardiff  population,  finding  the  public- 
honses  in  their  own  town  all  dosed, 
to  walk  across  the  Border  into  the 
neighbouring  county  of  Monmouth  for 
the  purpose  of  having  a  drink.  There 
can  be  no  doubt  that  this  custom  has 
engendered  a  certain  amount  of  drunken- 
ness, and  that  a  certain  number  of  per- 
sons who  thus  go  into  England,  and  who 
beg^n  to  drink  by  way  of  joke,  often  end 
in  taking  a  good  deal  more  than  they 
intended  when  they  first  set  out  from 
the  place  in  which  the  Sunday  Closing 
Act  is  enforced.  In  this  way  a  good  deal 
of  drunkenness  among  the  Cardiff  popu- 
lation may  be  accounted  for  ;  but,  not- 
withstandifig  the  energetic  appeal  made 
to  me  by  the  hon .  and  learned  Member  for 
Bridport,  I  am  not  able  to  say  what  the 
total  effect  of  the  Sunday  Closing  Act  in 
Wales  has  been.  No  doubt  there  is 
some  evidence  in  support  of  the  view  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  has  taken.  He 
is  right  in  sajring  that  one  of  the  Eoman 
Cctbolic  pastors  in  Cardiff  has  made 
statements  adverse  to  the  Sunday  Closing 
Act ;  but  I  may  mention  that  after  the 
Easter  holidays  I  happened  to  be  re- 
taming  to  town,  through  Cardiff,  by 
train,  when  several  gentlemen  of  that 
town,  one  or  two  of  whom  I  was  well 
acquainted  with,  got  into  the  carriage 
in  which  I  was,  and  I  asked  them  what 
they  considered  to  have  been  the  effect 
of  the  Sunday  Closing  Act  in  Cardiff. 
I  am  sorry  to  say  that  their  opinion 
was  that,  as  to  Cardiff,  mischief  had 
been  done  in  the  way  of  promoting  the 
establishment  of  the  sham  clubs  and 
unlicensed  houses,  and  thus  producing 
a  good  deal  of  Sunday  drinking.  Two 
of  the  g^tlemen  I  have  referred  to, 
whose  testimony  I  think  I  could  rely 
open,  said,  notwithstanding  the  state- 
ment of  the  reverend  gentleman,  or  tiny 
other  evidence  that  may  have  been  ad- 


duced, that  they  believed  that  on  the 
whole  the  Sunday  Closing  Act  had  been 
productive  of  a  balance  of  benefit. 
In  Cardiff,  as  I  have  already  shown, 
the  matter  stands  on  peculiar  and  ex- 
ceptional grounds ;  but  in  other  places 
throughout  the  Principality — and  I  do 
not  think  that  even  Swansea  can  be 
termed  an  exception,  although  as  a  large 
seaport  with  a  great  many  sailors  con- 
stantly reckoned  among  its  population 
it  might  be  so — I  am  of  opinion  that 
there  is  no  exception  to  the  general  rule. 
I  am  quite  confident  that,  for  the  reasons 
I  have  mentioned,  whatever  may  be  the 
case  with  regard  to  Cardiff,  the  Sunday 
Clo^ng  Act  throughout  the  whole  of 
the  rest  of  Wales  is  greatly  appre- 
ciated by  the  inhabitants.  As  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bridport 
(Mr.  Warton)  did  me  the  honour  to 
refer  to  me,  I  have  thought  it  right  to 
give  my  testimony  on  the  question ;  and, 
in  conclusion,  I  may  express  my  belief 
that  the  more  the  matter  is  inquired 
into,  as  far  as  the  operation  of  the  Act 
in  regard  to  Wales  is  concCTned,  the 
more  clearly  will  it  be  shown  that  I  am 
right  in  the  views  I  have  expressed. 

Mb.  monk  said,  he  thought  the 
House  would  agree  that  there  could  be 
no  two  opinions  as  to  the  inconvenience 
of  an  hon.  Member  moving  Ihe  second 
reading  of  a  Bill  of  which  he  was  not  in 
charge.  Up  to  the  present  moment  the 
House  had  had  no  explanation  whatever 
of  this  Bill,  and  the  two  hon.  Members 
who  had  addressed  the  House  had  been 
discussing  a  different  measure  from  that 
which  was  before  the  House.  He  would 
proceed,  therefore,  to  tell  the  House 
what  this  Bill  was.  It  was  a  misnomer 
to  call  it  a  Sunday  Closing  Bill.  It  was 
really  a  Bill  for  further  restricting  the 
hours  during  which  public-houses  should 
be  opened  on  Sunday.  A  distinction  was 
drawn  between  public-houses  in  the 
Metropolitan  district  and  in  towns  and 
populous  places ;  but  he  could  not  find 
that  the  expression  '^  a  town  or  populous 
place "  was  defined  in  any  part  of  the 
Bill.  He  was  of  opinion  that  if  it  was 
desirable  that  public-houses  should  be 
opened  for  the  sale  of  liquor  during  a 
portion  of  the  Sunday  in  a  populous 
place,  it  was  desirable  that  they  should 
be  permitted  to  be  open  throughout  the 
country  for  the  same  purpose.  However, 
this  Bill  provided  that  if  the  premises 
were  situated  in  the  Metropolitan  district 
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tbey  should  be  open  on  Sunday  after- 
noons from  1  to  3  o'clock,  and  on  Sunday 
evenings  from  7  to  10 ;  and  he  did  not 
suppose  that  anyone  would  take  exception 
to  that  limitation.  If  the  premises  wei:e 
situated  outside  the  Metropolitan  district, 
but  within  the  Metropolitan  Police  dis- 
trict or  a  town  or  populous  place,  then 
they  were  to  be  open  from  half-past  12 
to  half-past  2,  and  from  7  to  9.  That 
he  thought  was  a  very  reasonable  limita- 
tion, and  so  far  as  it  went  he  could  sup- 
port the  Bill.  But  then  it  was  provided 
that  if  the  premises  were  situated  out- 
side a  town  or  populous  place  they  should 
be  closed  altogether,  except  for  the  sale 
of  liquor  to  be  consumed  off  the  pre- 
mises. There  might  be  a  considerable 
divergence  of  opinion  as  to  whether  that 
was  not  too  large  a  limitation.  He  must 
ask  those  in  charge  of  the  Bill  to  define 
what  they  meant  by  a  populous  place, 
whether  it  was  a  place  of  1,000  or  2,000 
inhabitants,  and  to  undertake  to  insert 
that. definition  in  the  Bill  ?  If  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Durham,  whose  name 
was  on  the  back  of  the  Bill,  would  give 
an  assurance  that  in  Committee  Sub-sec- 
tion (h)  of  Clause  1  shoidd  be  extended 
80  as  to  allow  the  sale  of  liquor  off  the 
premises  in  rural  districts  during  the 
same  hours  as  its  sale  was  permitted  in 
towns,  he  would  not  oppose  the  second 
reading.  But  if  he  found  that  this  Bill 
was  merely  another  phase  of  the  Alliance 
Bill,  and  was  meant  to  prevent  the 
sale  of  liquor  throughout  the  country 
on  one  of  the  days  of  the  week,  he  would 
oppose  the  second  reading. 

Mb.  TOMLINSON  said,  he  thought 
that  the  House  had  some  reason  to  com- 
plain of  the  manner  in  which  this  Bill 
had  been  brought  forward.  The  general 
subject  of  Sunday  closing  had  been  dis- 
cussed ;  but  that  question  did  not  really 
arise,  because  they  were  considering  a 
Bill  which,  proposing  a  certain  definite 
change  in  the  law  of  licensing,  did  not 
attempt  to  bring  about  the  complete 
closing  of  publichouses  on  Sunday. 
That,  therefore,  was  not  the  '' question 
they  had  now  to  consider.  The  Memo- 
randum which  had  been  printed  with 
the  Bill  in  order  to  explain  the  mea- 
sure stated  that  it  was  not  proposed 
to  alter  the  present  law  relating  to  the 
bond  fid$  traveller  or  to  railway  refresh- 
ment rooms ;  but  he  found  no  exceptions 
of  that  nature  in  the  Bill.  The  fact  was  a 

Mr,  Mmk 


Memorandum  on  a  Bill  of  this  character 
was  out  of  place,  and  they  ought  to  have 
had  the  Bill  explained  by  some  hon. 
Member  who  was  responsible  for  its 
production.  The  whole  Bill  had  been 
drafted  in  the  most  vague  terms  pos- 
sible, and  it  was  difficult  to  forecast 
what  its  exact  effect  would  be,  while  its 
Preamble  entirely  misdescribed  its  ob- 
jects. Moreover,  he  was  of  opinion 
that  a  question  of  this  kind  was  far  too 
large  a  question  to  be  taken  up  by  on« 
or  two  private  Members.  If  anything  of 
the  nature  of  Sunday  closing  or  the 
alteration  of  hours  on  Sunday  was  to  be 
carried  out,  it  ought  to  be  by  the  Go- 
vernment ;  and  the  House  would  be  per- 
fectly Justified  in  resisting,  without  re- 
ference to  the  merits  of  the  proposal,  any 
attempt  in  this  direction  oy  a  private 
Member.  The  truth  was  that  theee  so- 
called  Temperance  Bills  went  upon  a 
wrong  principle  altogether.  More  good 
would  be  done  by  cultivating  a  taste  for 
non-intoxicating  liquors  than  by  continn- 
ally  interfering-  with  the  sale  of  intoxi- 
cants. He  suggested  that  an  inducement 
should  be  offered  to  the  keepers  of  public- 
houses  and  refreshment-houses,  by  allow- 
ing them  longer  hours  for  the  sale  of  non- 
intoxicants,  which  would  be  an  induce- 
ment to  them  to  improve  the  quality  of 
those  beverages.  He  objected  altogether 
to  the  way  in  which  licensed  victuallers 
were  regarded  by  the  promoters  of  these 
Bills,  who  appeared  to  look  upon  them 
as  a  sort  of  criminals,  or,  at  any  rate,  at 
persons  only  to  be  barely  tolerated. 
Hon.  Oentlemen  appeared  to  wish  to 
make  licensed  victuallers  as  uncomfort- 
able as  possible,  and  to  drive  all  the 
best  men  out  of  the  trade.  He  thought 
that  was  a  most  unfair  and  unwise 
policy,  and  that  Parliament  ought  not 
to  lose  sight  altogether  of  the  interests 
of  the  licensed  victuallers.  In  putting 
the  trade  under  restrictions  they  ought 
to  have  regard  to  the  conditions  unaer 
which  the  licensed  victualler  carried  on 
his  business,  and  they  ought  not  griev- 
ously and  without  due  reason  to  Dam- 
per him  in  the  exercise  of  his  trade. 
The  scheme  proposed  by  the  Bill  was  a 
crude  one,  and  if  adopted  would  lead  to 
considerable  inconvenience.  He  should, 
therefore,  vote  against  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  measure. 

Mr.  CHABLES  PALMEB  said,  th- 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  being  moved 
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to-day  had  undoubtedly  taken  the  House 
bysuiprise;  and  lie  could  not  but  regret 
that  the  other  hon.  Gentlemen  whose 
names  were  on  the  back  of  the  Bill  were 
not  present  to  take  part  in  the  discos- 
tioD.  The  hon.  Member  who  had  just 
sat  down  had  devoted  the  whole  of  his 
speech  to  criticiziug  the  manner  in  which 
tie  Bill  had  been  drawn.  He  (Mr. 
Charles  Palmer)  did  not  wish  to  follow 
him  in  that  respect.  He  wished  to  say, 
as  his  name  appeared  on  the  back  of  the 
Bill,  that  those  who  had  brought  it  for- 
watd  regarded  it  as  a  sort  of  compro- 
mise between  the  existing  condition  of 
things  and  the  extreme  measure  of  total 
Sunday  closing.  When  hon.  Members 
saw  on  the  back  of  a  Bill  the  names  of 
Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House, 
they  had  no  difficulty  in  believing  that 
there  was  some  likelihood  of  its  being 
generally  accepted.  He  could  assure 
the  House  that  if  it  was  allowed  to  pass 
the  second  reading  stag^  there  would  be 
no  difficulty  in  amending  it  in  Commit- 
tee, so  as  to  put  it  in  such  a  form  that  it 
would  meet  with  general  approval.  He 
did  not  propose  to  go  into  the  whole 
question  of  Sunday  dosing ;  but  this  he 
might  say,  that  the  question  was  one 
which  affected  the  working  classes  pecu- 
liarly, and  that  if  he  did  not  think  that 
the  majority  of  working  men — especially 
in  the  North  of  England — were  in  favotir 
of  such  a  measure  as  this,  he  should  be 
the  last  to  recommend  it.  If  even  a 
large  minority  of  working  men  were 
against  it,  he  should  not  be  found  sup- 
porting it;  but  he  believed  it  was  ac- 
cepted by  them  as  a  move  in  the  right 
direction — towards  temperance.  As  a 
Urge  employer  of  labour,  he  could  only 
•ay  that  if  they  could  get  rid  of  this 
Sunday  drinking  it  would  conduce  very 
materially  to  their  men  coming  to  work 
with  certainty  and  regularity  on  Monday 
mornings.  That,  however,  was  a  very 
large  question,  and  he  did  not  propose 
to  go  into  it.  He  only  wished  to  assure 
the  House,  as  one  whose  name  was  on 
the  back  of  the  Bill,  that  if  it  was  allowed 
to  go  to  a  second  reading,  he  should  be 
quite  prepared  to  assist  in  amending  it 
so  as  to  meet  the  general  wishes  of  the 
House. 

thb  judge  advocate  gene- 

BAJj  (Mr.  OsBORiTE  Morgan)  :  I  had  no 
intention  of  taking  any  part  in  the  dis- 
cussion when  I  came  down  to  the  House 


this  afternoon ;  and  I  am  sorry  to  say  that 
so  little  did  I  think  the  Bill  would  be 
taken  to-day,  that  I  did  not  read  it  be- 
fore coming  down.  However,  I .  have 
read  it  since  I  have  been  here ;  and  as 
there  is  no  one  else  to  speak  upon  it 
from  this  Bench,  and  as  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bridport  (Mr.  Warton)  has  made  allu- 
sion to  what  he  calls  the  failure  of  the 
Welsh  Sunday  Closing  Act,  I  ask  the 
indulgence  of  the  House  whilst  I  make 
two  or  three  observations.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  is  altogether 
incorrect  in  his  statement,  and  I  agree 
with  what  has  already  been  stated  to 
the  House  with  regard  to  the  Welsh 
Sunday  Closing  Act  —  namely,  that  it 
has  proved  a  great  boon  to  Wales.  It 
is,  indeed,  felt — particularly  in  the  Bor- 
der Counties,  one  of  which  I  have  the 
honour  to  represent — that  it  does  not  go 
far  enough.  That  opinion,  I  believe,  is 
also  entertained  in  Cardiff.  The  evil 
consists  in  people  going  for  drink  from 
the  Welsh  counties,  where  the  public- 
houses  are  closed  on  Sundays,  into  the 
English  counties,  where  the  public- 
houses  are  open.  They  walk  sometimes 
four  or  five  miles,  and  think  at  the  end 
of  the  journey  that  they  haye  a  right  to 
indemnify  themselves  for  it  by  drink- 
ing more  than  is  good  for  them.  Such 
increase  of  drunkenness  as  there  has 
been  on  Sunday  has,  I  believe,  taken 
place  in  districts  which  are  within  easy 
reach  of  public -houses  which  remain 
open  on  Sunday.  But  to  come  to  this 
Bill — ^it  really  is  not  a  '^  Sunday  Closing 
Act "  at  all.  It  establishes  three  different 
systems  of  closing.  In  the  Metropolitan 
district  it  fixes  the  closing  hours  at  from 
7  to  10.  It  specifies  another  closing 
time  for  other  populous  places ;  and  it 
is  only  in  the  rural  districts  where  pub- 
lic-houses are  to  be  closed  during  the 
whole  of  Sunday,  except  for  certain  pur- 
poses. With  regard  to  the  alleged  dif- 
ficulty of  defining  the  words  ''populous 
places,"  I  think  the  fears  on  that  head 
are  altogether  groundless.  My  impres- 
sion is  that  the  words  have  received 
either  a  statutory  or  a  judicial  interpre- 
tation ;  but  if  not  it  will  be  easy  to  find 
an  acceptable  definition  when  we  get 
into  Committee.  On  the  whole,  I  do  not 
think  the  Bill  is  open  to  the  objection 
which  has  been  taken  to  it.  At  any 
rate,  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Charles 
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Palmer),  who  is  the  only  Member  pre- 
sent whose  name  is  on  the  back  of  the 
Billy  has  met  hon.  Gentlemen  who  are 
inclined  to  take  exception  to  it  in  a  very 
fair  and  liberal  spirit.  He  has  promised 
that  all  the  Amendments  which  may  be 
put  down  for  the  Committee  stage  shall 
be  carefully  considered,  and  that  modifi- 
cations may  be  introduced.  Under  the 
circumstances,  the  Bill  being  a  fair  one, 
as  well  as  a  short  and  simple  one,  I 
think  the  House  should  affirm  its  prin- 
ciple by  giving  it  a  second  reading, 
and  should  leave  all  objections  to  it  to 
be  dealt  with  in  Committee. 

Mb.  SAMPSON  LLOYD  said,  that  if 
it  were  proved  that  the  great  majority 
of  the  working  classes  were  desirous  of 
having  the  Bill  passed,  he  would  not 
say  one  word  against  it.     He  had  taken 
the  trouble  to  search  in  the  Library  for 
Petitions  respecting  it,  and  he  had  found 
one  Petition  signed  by  one  person  in 
favour  of  it,  and  one  Petition  signed  by 
one  person  in  opposition  to  it.     Under 
those  circumstances,  how  could  it  be 
said  that  the  masses  of  the  middle  and 
the  working  classes  were  in  favour  of 
this   Bill  ?     He    spoke  with    all    due 
deference  of,  and  even  with  sympathy 
with,  those  who  desired  to  promote  tem- 
perance in  this  country.     In  fact,  all 
right-minded  people  were  in  favour  of 
promoting  temperance.  But  what  Mem- 
bers present  but  teetotallers  were  there 
who  did  not  take  wine  or  beer  on  Sun- 
days ?    Let  them  have  no  hypocrisy  on 
that  subject.     If  the  Act  were  brought 
to  bear  upon    public-houses,   and  the 
working  and  the  lower  middle  classes 
were  to  be  deprived  of  their  beer  or 
their  spirits  on  Sundays,  then  let  the 
Clubs  —  the  Carlton,  the  Beform,  the 
Devonshire,  and  others — be  closed.  Pub- 
lic-houses were  the  clubs  of  the  poor; 
and  a  certain  amount  of  political  capital 
was  beinfi;  made  out  of  this  question  by 
the  one  side  or  the  other,  which  ought 
not  to  be  the  case.   Were  they  prepared 
to  apply  that  restriction  of  liberty  pro- 
vided by  the  Bill  for  one  class  of  the 
community  without  applying  it  to  the 
others.     11  so,  why  did  they  not  say  so  ? 
The  truth  of  the  matter  was  that  they 
dared  not  do  so.    It  was  a  dengerous 
thing  to  make  laws  to  prescribe  the 
liberties  of  any  one  class,  while  they  did 
not  apply  them  to  themselres  and  to 
other  classes.    While  he  b^ieved  if  all 
others  as  well  as  the  working  classes 

The  Judge  Advocate  General 


agreed  to  go  without  intoxicating  liqnon 
on  Sundays  they  would  be  none  ths 
worse  for  so  doing,  at  the  same  time,  so 
long  as  Members  of  that  House  thought 
fit  to  drink  wine  or  beer  on  Sundajs, 
they  had  no  right  to  object  to  the 
middle  and  the  working  classes  being 
in  a  position  to  get  their  beer,  wiiie, 
or  spirits  on  Sundays.  He  should 
oppose  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill. 

Mb.  GOUELEY,  in  moving  the  ad- 
joumment  of  the  debate,  said,  he  could 
not  understand  why,  if  the  rich  man 
could  have  wine  and  beer  or  sfHiits 
at  his  house  on  Sunday,  the  middle 
and  the  working  classes  should  not  be 
allowed  on  that  day  to  procure  such 
beverages  at  the  only  place  where  they 
were  in  a  position  to  obtain  it.  He 
could  not  support  the  Bill,  beomae  it 
was  onl^  of  a  partial  character  —  it 
merely  aimed  at  partially  closing  pobHo- 
houses  on  Sundays.  He  was  not  onlf 
in  favour  of  the  total  closing  of  publio- 
houses  on  Sunday ;  but  he  was,  alao,  in 
favour  of  Local  Option  as  advocated  by 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Car- 
lisle (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson),  whoea  ab- 
sence and  the  cause  for  it  they  all  to 
much  deplored.  At  the  same  time,  he 
was  not  m  favour  of  such  a  maasura  as 
the  present.  He  begged  to  more  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Mb.  p.  H.  MUNTZ,  in  seconding  tiie 
Motion,  said,  that  so  long  as  there  ware 
several  millions  of  men  who  were  in- 
terested in  the  subject  who  had  not  been 
consulted,  and  who  had  had  no  voioa  im 
the  matter,  it  was  only  fair  that  the  de- 
bate should  be  adjourned.  The  Bill,  as 
presented  to  the  House,  was  of  a  hybrid, 
imperfect  character,  which  ought  not  to 
be  allowed  to  pass  in  its  existing  form. 
If  they  were  to  stop  drinking  on  Sun- 
days let  them  begin  at  home.  Let  them 
begin  at  that  House.  Df <>*<y^'f'^l  Well, 
let  them  begin  at  the  Clubs.  Why  were 
the  Members  of  the  Clubs  to  have  th«r 
beer,  wine,  and  spirits,  while  the  poor 
man  was  not  allowed  to  go  for  a  walk 
into  the  conntry  and  have  his  glass  of 
ale  or  spirits  ? 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoee^L 
''  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjoomed.** 
— (Jfr.  Oourlejf.) 

Question  put,  and  agr^  to. 
Debate  adj<mm$d  till  W$4m$$dm9  neiU 
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PUfiUO  HEALTH  (MEIOERS  AND 

OFFICERS)  BILL.— [Bill  114.] 

(Sir  John  Ktnnmway,  Mr.  Long,  Mr,  Cow$n,) 

SECOND   BBADIKG. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  ACLA.ND,  in  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said, 
the  points  raised  by  the  Bill  were  that 
the  officers  and  members  of  Local  Au- 
thorities might  be  exempted  from  cer- 
tain penalties  which  were  now,  in 
rach  a  manner  as  to  entail  grievous 
public  inconvenience,  attached  to  their 
having  any  interest  in  the  sale,  pur- 
chase, lease,  or  hiring  under  contracts, 
with  particular  Companies  of  which 
they  were  shareholders,  or  in  respect  of 
advertisements  in  newspapers  in  which 
they  might  have  some  interest. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (16-.  Aeland,) 

Mb.  OEORGE  EUSSELL  said,  the 
Bill  had  the  entire  concurrence  of  the 
Local  Government  Board. 

.  Qaestion  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommitted 
fxxt  Friday, 

MUNICIPAL  CORPORATIONS  (QUARTER 

SESSION  BOROUGHS)  BILL. 
{Mr,  Ihdds,  Mr.  John  Bright,  Mr.  Barron,  Mr. 

Jackson.) 

[bill  133.]       SECOND  BEABTNQ. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mr.  DODDS,  in  moving  that  the  Bill 
be  now  read  a  second  time,  said,  its  ob- 
ject was  to  repeal  the  2nd  section  of  the 
Hmiicipfld  Corporations  Act,  1882. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (16-.  Dodde.) 

Mr.  HIBBEBT  said,  that  the  BiU 
had  only  been  issued  this  morning,  and 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  was  engaged  in  a 
Committee  upstairs.  He  would  theire- 
fore  suggest  that  the  debate  should  be 
adjourned. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned/' — {Mr, 
^fM#r/,)— put,  and  agreed  to. 

Debate  adioumed  till  Monday  next. 


HIGHWAYS  BILL.— [Bill  89.] 

{Mr.  Acland,  Mr.  Elton,  Viseount  Ehrington, 
Mr,  Chsetham.) 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

Mb.  acland,  in  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  ex- 
plained that  the  object  of  the  Bill  was 
to  enable  Highway  Boards  to  take  pro- 
per care  of  the  fences  and  the  trees  over- 
hanging highways,  and  to  act  for  this 
purpose  in  such  a  manner,  and  at  such 
times,  as  might  be  most  useful  for  the 
purpose,  and  most  convenient  to  the 
ratepayers  and  other  inhabitants  of  their 
districts.  By  the  present  law  owners 
and  occupiers  only  could  be  compelled 
to  act  for  this  purpose  during  part  of 
the  year,  and  that  part  was  not  the 
spring  or  summer. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (Ifr.  Acland.) 

Mb.  ELTON  said,  that  he  had  assisted 
in  drafting  the  Bill,  which  had  the  unani* 
mous  support  of  the  people  of  the  West 
of  England. 

Mb.  GEOBGE  BUSSELL  said,  the 
Bill  had  the  assent  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board. 

Mb.  WABTON  objected  to  this  Mi- 
nisterial way  of  moving  the  second  read- 
ing of  a  Bill,  and  he  objected  also  to  the 
BUI,  which  embodied  a  mischievous  in- 
terference with  the  rights  of  property. 

Sib  WALTEB  B.  BABTTELOT 
wished  to  know  what  was  the  present 
state  of  the  law  ? 

Mb.  GEOBGE  BUSSELL  said,  the 
Bill  had  been  carefully  considered  by 
the  permanent  officials  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  and  it  extended  to  the 
whole  year  what  could  only  now  be  done 
during  part  of  the  year.  The  Bill  was 
permissive  only,  and  enabled  Local  Au- 
thorities to  charge  upon  the  rates,  if 
they  thought  proper,  the  costs  of  c^urry- 
ing  the  Bill  into  execution. 

Mb.  p.  PHIPPS  said,  the  Bill,  though 
short,  contained  a  pernicious  principle. 
The  rates  were  already  too  heavy  on 
houses  and  landed  property.  He  pro- 
tested against  hasty  legislation  of  this 
kind,  and  intimated  his  intention  to  vote 
against  any  measure  which  put  an  ad- 
ditional biurden  on  the  rates.  Common 
decency  called  upon  the  promoters  of 
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tbe  Bill  not  to  press  for  a  fieoond  read- 
ing that  afternoon. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  .-—Ayes  87 ;  Noes 
28:  Majority  69.— (Div.  List,  No.  120.) 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Friday, 

MOTION. 


ADJOURNMENT  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HART  DYKE  said, 
he  begged  to  move  the  adjournment  of 
the  House.  He  did  so  on  the  ground 
that  the  Registration  Bills,  which  were 
understood  to  be  the  Business  of  the 
day,  had  been  disposed  of. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{8ir  William  Bart  Dyke,) 

Mr.  CALLAN  expressed  his  surprise 
at  a  Motion  of  this  kind  being  made  at 
an  early  hour  of  the  afternoon  (3.25). 
He  was  also  greatly  surprised  to  find 
that  the  Motion  was  proposed  by  a  pro- 
minent Member  on  the  Front  Opposition 
Bench.     He  did  not  think  that  tactics  of 
this  kind  were  at  all  seemly,  because 
they  gave  the  appearance  of  a  desire  to 
shirk  the  discussion  of   subjects  inti- 
mately connected  with  Ireland.    There 
were   three    questions    on    the    Order 
Paper  of  great  interest  to  Ireland — ^the 
appointment  of  a  Select  Committee  on 
the  industries  of  Ireland,  the  considera- 
tion of  a  Bill  affecting  barristers  in  Ire- 
land, and  a  measure  dealing  with  private 
lunatic  asylums  in  that  country.  The  Mo- 
tion to  appoint  a  Select  Committee  for  the 
purpose  of  inquiring  into  the  industries 
of  Ireland  had  been  upon  the  Paper  for 
some  time,  and  the  hon.  Member  who 
had  introduced  it  had  obtained  leave  to 
bring  it  in  on  Wednesday.    Now,  when 
there  was  a  fair  chance  of  the  Commit- 
tee being  appointed,  and  the  Business 
portion  of  the  day  was  over,  an  effort 
was  made  to  prevent    the  Committee 
from  being  formed.    On  these  grounds 
he  objected  to  the  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment. 

Mr.  HEALT  said,  he  thought  that  a 
Motion  of  this  kind  indicated  a  want  of 
faith  in  the  power  of  talk  which  had 
hitherto  characterized  hon.  and  right 
hon.  Oentlemen  of  the  Conservative 
Party.    In  regard  to  measures  which 
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were  looked  upon  with  disfavour  by  the 
Tory  Party,  the  practice  had  hitherto 
been  to  talk  against  time ;  but  now  dif- 
ferent tactics  were  adopted.    What  wm 
the  reason    of  this  falling-off  in  the 
powers  of  talk  of  hon.  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  ?      He    had    never   known 
them  on  previous  occasions  to  display 
so  much  powerlessness.     He  believed 
that  the  real  motive  of  this  Motion  was 
to  prevent  his  hon.  Friend  bringing  for- 
ward his  Bill  admitting  barristers  to 
practise  in  Ireland  without  the  necesai^ 
of  their  coming  to  England  to  eat  their 
terms.   Being  Wednesday,  a  count  could 
not  be  moved  until  4  o'clock,  and  they 
did    not    wish  to    keep    the    Speaker 
in  the  Chair  until  that  hour.    The  rifl^ht 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  occupied 
a  very  distinguished  place  at  the  Bar  of 
Ireland ;  and  he  did  not  think  that  he 
would  have  been  a  party  to  moving  the 
adjournment  of  the  House  when  a  Mo- 
tion which  so  much  concerned  Irish  Law 
students  was  upon  the  Paper.     As  pri- 
vate Members  got  so  few  opportunities 
of  bringing  forward  legislation  on  Wed- 
nesdays, he  appealed  to  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  to  withdraw  his  Motion  until, 
at  least,  the  Insh  Business   was  dis- 
posed of. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  he  believed  that 
his  right  hon.  Friend  who  moved  the 
adjournment  of  the  House  did  so,  not 
because  he  had  been  prompted,  but  be- 
cause he  himself  thought  it  rieht,  and 
accordingly  he  had  introduced  the  topic 
himself  m  his  usual  clear,  precise  way. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Mona* 
ghan  (Mr.  Healy)  said  that  the  Conser- 
vative Party  appeared  to  have  "lost 
credulity  in  their  powers  of  talk."  That 
was  a  serious  charge. 

Mb.  HEALY:  I  said  your  own  powoi 
of  talking. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said  that  this  was  a 
more  serious  charge  still ;  for  to  suggrtt 
gravely  that  an  Irishman  had  loet  Mth 
in  this  power  was  to  suggest  that  he 
had  lost  faith  in  the  gifts  of  his  race. 
He  would  not  attempt  to  pursue  the 
hon.  Member  in  the  various  topics  which 
had  been  introduced,  and  he  did  not 
feel  inclined  to  discuss  the  various  Bills 
which  had  been  referred  to.  The  next 
Bill  which  he  saw  on  the  Paper  was  one 
dealing  with  sporting  lands  in  Scotland, 
which  he  did  not  know  very  much  aboat 
There  was  also  a  Bill  about  the  Biver 
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Thames.  One  of  the  reasons  why  he 
supported  the  Motion  for  Adjournment 
was  that  on  that  day  there  had  been  a 
rash  of  Bills  throagh  the  House.  Some 
of  them  had  been  passed  without  any 
discussion,  and  some  with  only  a  few 
observations  from  hon.  Members.  Now, 
if  Bills  were  to  be  rushed  through  in 
that  way  legislation  would  be  reduced 
to  an  absurdity.  With  regard  to  the 
Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Louth  (Mr. 
Callan)  for  the  admission  of  barristers, 
he  might,  of  course,  say  that  he  knew 
something  about  it.  The  Benchers 
would,  he  believed,  discuss  the  matter 
that  day;  and  but  for  the  lamentable 
death  of  the  late  Lord  Chancellor  (Sir 
Edward  Sullivan),  an  eminent  Irish 
Judge,  he  believed  the  matter  would 
have  been  discussed  some  time  ago. 
It  was  obvious  that  the  matter  was  one 
for  the  calm  consideration  of  those 
who  were  ooncemed  in  the  administra- 
tion of  justice,  and  the  government  of 
the  Bar  and  law  students  in  Ireland. 
With  regard  to  the  other  matter — the 
Motion  for  the  appointment  of  a  Select 
Committee  upon  Irish  industries — ^that 
was  a  Motion  upon  which  they  were 
all  agreed  that  there  would  be  no  diffi- 
culty whatever  in  the  hon.  Member 
bringing  on  the  Motion  to-morrow  night 
or  any  other  time. 

Mb.  LYULPH  STANLEY  hoped 
that  the  Motion  for  the  adjournment  of 
the  House  would  be  withdrawn.  It 
would  be  vexatious  to  interfere  with 
the  discussion  of  the  Bills  of  private 
Members. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HART  DYKE  dis- 
claimed having  made  that  Motion  at 
the  suggestion  of  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Filend.  He  had  done  so  simply 
on  the  broad  ground  of  policy.  They 
had  met  to  discuss  the  two  Registration 
Bills,  and  they  having  been  disposed  of 
they  found  themselves  face  to  face  un- 
expectedly with  a  number  of  private 
Members'  Bills,  and  at  the  mercy  of  the 
Movers  of  these  Bills.  He  would,  how- 
ever, be  the  last  man  to  go  against  the 
general  feeling  of  the  House  on  such  a 
matter.  

Mr.  speaker  asked  whether  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  wished  to  withdraw 
hiB  Motion  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HART  DYKE:  Yes, 
Sir. 
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Question  put,  and  mgatived, 

VOL.  OOXOVn.    [Tma©  series.] 


ORDERS   OF  THE  DAT. 

BARRISTERS  ADMISSION  (IRELAND) 

BILL.— [Bill  95.] 
{Mr,  Callan^  Mr.  Famell^  Mr,  Justin  McCarthy, 
Mr,  Healy^  Mr,  Ltamy,  Mr,  Kenny,) 
SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mr.  callan,  in  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said,  he 
thought  it  would  be  necessary  for  him 
to  say  a  few  words  as  to  the  object  and 
scope  of  the  Bill.  A  similar  Bill  was 
read  a  second  time  in  1874  by  a  majority 
of  56  on  a  division  ;  but  the  General 
Election  taking  place  just  afterwards, 
it  did  not  reach  a  further  stage.  In 
1881  the  Bill  was  read  a  second  time 
again  ;  but  again  circumstances  arose 
which  prevented  it  being  proceeded 
with.  Once  more  it  came  before  Parlia- 
ment on  the  present  occasion.  The 
object  of  the  measure  was  to  repeal  an 
Act  of  Henry  VIII.,  made  perpetual  by 
an  Act  of  Queen  Elizabeth,  requiring 
Irish  Law  students  to  come  within  the 
Eealm  of  England  for  the  purpose  of 
studying  Law.  At  the  time  those  Acts 
were  passed  there  was  no  School  of  Law 
in  Ireland,  and  no  Law  lectures  were 
d elivered  th  ere.  But  now  Professorships 
of  Law  existed  in  Trinity  College  and 
King's  Inn,  Dublin,  and  students  pre- 
paring for  the  Irish  Bar  were  compelled 
to  attend  lectures,  to  pass  an  examina- 
tion, and  to  pay  fees  in  Ireland ;  and 
yet,  after  all  that,  they  must  come  to 
London,  enter  one  of  the  English  Inns 
of  Court,  and  make  further  payments  of 
fees.  That  system  involved  an  inter- 
ruption of  the  studies  of  the  person 
whom  it  affected,  and  also  entailed  on 
them  a  useless  expenditure  of  time  and 
money.  Those  Irish  Law  students  had 
to  eat  and  pay  for  six  dinners  at  four 
different  periods  of  the  year  in  London, 
but  they  were  not  required  to  attend 
lectures  or  to  pass  an  examination  in 
London;  and  he  could  not,  therefore, 
see  any  possible  reason  why  such  an 
absurd  and  inconvenient  practice  should 
be  continued.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  senior  Member 
for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Plunket)  had  asserted  on  a  former 
occasion  that  the  old  practice  of  requir- 
ing Irish  Law  students  to  eat  a  ceitain 
number   of    dinners   in    the    English 
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capital  was  found  to  work  very  bene- 
ficially.     For   himself,  lie    could    not 
understand    how  that    should    be   so; 
although,  if  the  dinners  were  eaten  in 
the  salubrious  air  of  Brighton,  the  case 
mi^ht  perhaps  be  rather  different.    The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  he 
believed,  was  a  Director  of  the  London 
and  North  Western  Eailway  Company, 
and  perhaps  the  existing  system  of  com- 
pelling Irish  Law  students  to  travel  to 
and  from  England  for  the  purpose  of 
keeping  their  terms  here  promoted  the 
interests  of   that    Company.    Perhaps 
that  was  the  reason  why  he  looked  upon 
those  half-a-dozen  dinners  as  being  so 
beneficial?     Now,   those  dinners  were 
eaten  just  at  a  time  when  the  music 
halls  and  theatres  were  open,  and  the 
students  were  prevented  attending  the 
music  hall,  though  probably  they  would 
prefer  the  higher  class  of  entertainment 
which  was  to  be  found  at  the  theatre. 
A  Petition  numerously  signed  by  Law 
students  in  Dublin  had  been  presented 
to  the  Benchers  of   the    King's  Inns 
praying  that  the  present  system  might 
be    done    away    with.     In    1881    the 
Benchers  unanimously  decided  against 
the  Bill ;  and  the  Chief  Secretary  of  that 
day  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  stated  in  the 
House  that  he  could  see  no  reason  why 
the  practice  should  exist  of  Irish  Law 
students  having  to  eat  a  certain  number 
of  dinners  in  London.     On  that  occasion 
the  Chief  Secretary  threw  over  the  Soli- 
citor General  and  the  Benchers,  and  the 
Bill  was  read  a  second  time.     If  the 
system    was    to    be    maintained,    why 
should  there  not  be  reciprocity  ?    Surely 
it  was  as  essential  that  English  barris- 
ters should  know  Ireland  as  that  Irish 
barristers  should  know   England?     If 
English  students  were  sent  to  Dublin 
he  could  promise  them  a  kindly  and 
hospitable    reception.     He   begged  to 
move  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (ifr.  Callan.) 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  had  made  his  Motion  with 
great  good  humour,  as  if  he  cherished 
pleasant  memories  of  the  good  things 
provided  for  him  at  the  £ng's  Inns, 
and  possibly  also  of  the  good  things 
provided  in  the  Inns  on  this  side  of  the 
water.  He  should  much  have  preferred 
seeing  some  Members  of  the  Gt>vem- 


ment  representing  Ireland  in  their 
places  on  that  occasion,  and  he  certainly 
should  have  liked  to  see  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  present,  as  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  was  a  Bencher 
of  King's  Inn.  He  was  anxious  that 
the  Benchers  of  King's  Inn  should  hnve 
an  opportunity  of  being  heard  on  the 
queslion.  He  gladly  admitted  that  the 
education  provided  for  Law  students  in 
Ireland  was  extremely  good ;  and  it 
might,  at  first  sight,  appear  that  there 
was  no  occasion  for  their  visiting  the 
English  Schools  of  Law.  He  feared, 
however;  that  if  the  measure  were 
passed  without  reservation  or  qualifict- 
tion  it  might  be  regarded  by  some  as 
tending  to  the  lowering  of  the  character 
of  the  Irish  Bar.  [Laughter  fr9m  IriA 
Mifnhers  below  the  Gangwaf.']  He  meant 
that  with  some  the  Irish  Bar  might 
afterwards  be  viewed  as  a  Provincial 
Bar  instead  of  as  part  of  the  Bar  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  Irish  Law  studenti 
had  distinguished  themselves  greatly  at 
the  English  Inns,  and  obtained  La^ 
studentships  and  many  of  the  greatest 
prizes  there,  and  their  sojourn  in  Eng- 
land had  often  been  attended  vidi 
many  advantages.  The  hon.  Member 
had  mentioned  a  Memorial  signed  by 
Law  students  in  support  of  the  Bill 
Such  a  Memorial  had,  it  was  true,  been 
presented  to  the  Benchers  of  the  King's 
Inns;  but  a  counter  Memorial  signed  dj 
a  still  larger  number  of  students  had 
also  been  presented  in  opposition  to  the 
measure.  The  whole  subject  would 
have  been  considered  by  the  Benchen  a 
week  ago  had  their  meeting  not  besa 
adjourned  out  of  respect  to  the  metnoiy 
of  the  late  eminent  Lord  Ohaneellor  d 
Ireland,  Sir  Edward  Sullivan'.  As  it  waa. 
subject  was  being  considered  by  them 
that  very  day.  That  being  ao,  he  h^ 
that  it  would  be  reasonable,  before 
coming  to  a  decision  on  the  Bill,  to  vait 
for  the  opinion  which  those  whose  dutj 
it  was  to  supervise  the  eduoatioD  d 
Law  students  in  Ireland  would  shoillj 
announce.  He,  therefore,  begged  to 
move  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Mb.  WAkTON  said,  he  would  second 
the  Amendment.  Personally  he  had 
derived  much  pleasure  from  the  Society 
of  Irish  students  in  the  English  Inns  ot 
Court.  The  dinners  of  Sie  Inns  of 
Court  would  lose  all  their  salt  withoat 
the  Irish  students,  and  he,  tor  one, 
should  be  very  sorry  to  lose  them.  A 
praotioe  wbioh  was  fomided  on  an  Aet 
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(d  Parliament  passed  in  the  Eeign  of 
Henry  YIII.  should  not  be  lightly  laid 
aside.  He  thought  the  House  would  do 
well  to  wait,  before  agreeing  to  the 
fieoond  reading,  until  the  Benchers  of 
the  King's  fiins  should  have  made 
pablio  their  views  on  the  matter. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— [Mr,  Gibson,) 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEBMAN 
said,  that  this  was  not  a  question  as  to 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
any  direct  responsibility,  or  over  which 
they  sought  to  control.  He  confessed 
that  he  had  no  strong  prejudices  on  the 
subject  one  way  or  another ;  but  it  would 
certainly  appear  at  first  sight  that  the 
burden  of  proof  rested  with  those  who 
songht  to  maintain  the  present  system, 
which  was  necessarily  in  itself  an  arti- 
ficial system.  He  was  not,  however, 
prepared  to  say  whether  it  was  advan- 
tageous or  disadvantageous  that  the 
present  system  should  be  continued ;  but 
he  thought  there  was  great  force  in  the 
observations  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Dublin  University  (Mr.  Gibson).  As  he 
said,  it  was  now  proposed  to  change  a 
custom  which  had  prevailed  for  a  long 
period,  and  as  to  which  there  was  a  dif- 
ference of  opinion.  The  persons  most 
interested  and  most  entitled  to  form  a 
judgment  on  the  subject  were  the 
Benchers.  They  had  received  Memorials 
both  for  and  against  this  change,  and  had 
met  to  discuss  the  subject ;  but  owing  to 
the  melancholy  death  of  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor their  meeting  had  been  adjourned. 
As  the  Bill  had  been  reached  unex- 
pectedly that  afternoon  and  the  meeting 
of  the  Benchers  had  been  adjourned 
through  no  fault  of  their  own,  he  thought 
it  would  be  discourteous  in  the  House 
of  Commons  to  proceed  with  the  Bill 
until  it  was  in  possession  of  the  views  of 
the  Benchers  on  the  subject.  Under 
these  circumstances,  he  should  be  pre- 
pared to  support  the  Motion  for  the 
sdioumment  of  the  debate. 

Ma.  HE3ALT  remarked  that  he  was 
extremely  glad  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  had  at  last 
come  out  in  his  true  colours.  He  was 
delighted  to  find  him  supporting  the 
Motion  for  Adjournment.  In  1881,  in 
the  middle  of  the  Coercion  campaign, 
even  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Brad- 


ford (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster),  in  the  teeth 
of  the  unanimous  opposition  of  the 
Benchers,  supported  this  Bill,  and  it  was 
read  a  second  time  without  a  division. 
Now,  four  years  afterwards,  simply  be- 
cause the  Benchers  chose  to  let  three 
months  pass  without  coming  to  a  deci- 
sion which,  when  it  would  be  come  to, 
nobody  would  regard  as  being  worth 
twopence,  the  Chief  Secretary  stood  up 
there  and  supported  a  Motion  to  shelve 
this  matter.  The  question  had  been 
before  the  public  for  some  years,  and 
everyone  knew  what  the  Benchers'  opi- 
nions on  the  matter  were.  He  ventured 
to  think  that  this  question  was  one  not 
for  Benchers,  barristers,  or  students, 
but  for  the  general  public  to  pronounce 
an  opinion  upon ;  and  it  was  well  worthy 
of  the  present  Chief  Secretary  that,  dis- 
regarding the  course  taken  by  his  Pre* 
decessor,  he  should  stand  up  and  sup- 
port the  miserable  subterfuge  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Dublin  University,  in  order  thereby  to 
insure  the  defeat  of  this  Bill.  It  was  of 
importance  to  the  people  of  Ireland,  who 
were  prevented  by  the  present  mediseval 
arrangements  from  going  into  the  Pro- 
fession in  large  numbers,  that  this  Bill 
should  be  passed. 

Mb.  B.  T.  EEID  said,  he  did  not  rise 
for  the  purpose  of  denouncing  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland ;  but  he  thought  it 
was  a  matter  very  much  to  be  regretted 
that  he  should  offer  any  opposition  to 
this  Bill  untU  he  knew  the  opinion  of 
the  Benchers.  He  had  some  experience 
of  Benchers.  They  were  an  excellent 
body  of  gentlemen,  no  doubt ;  but  they 
were  a  body  of  men  who  had  no  more 
right  to  speak  on  behalf  of  the  Bar  than 
they  had  to  speak  on  behalf  of  the  House 
of  Commons.  This  was  a  matter  on 
which,  in  his  humble  opinion,  the  House 
of  Commons  were  as  competent  to  form  an 
opinion  as  the  Benchers  or  anybody  else. 
If  they  had  to  wait  until  they  had  the  opi- 
nion of  Judges  and  Benchers  for  legal  re- 
form, they  would  have  very  little  reform 
indeed.  As  regards  the  attitude  taken  up 
by  the  Chief  Secretary,  he  would  like  to 
know  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  say  if  no  advocate  could  be  called 
in  Scotland  until  he  came  up  to  London 
to  eat  a  certain  number  of  dinners? 
Why,  the  Scotch  would  rebel  against 
such  an  idea.  Yet  that  was  what  now 
happened  in  the  case  of  Ireland,  and  the 
reason  for  it  probably  was  that  in  former 

Vi 


428        BarrisUri  Admmion  (COMMONS} 


{Ireland)  BtU. 


424 


days  it  was  presumed  there  was  no  ade- 
quate legal  training  to  be  had  in  Ireland. 
That  reason  had  disappeared,  and  it  was 
admitted  that  there  were  now  admirable 
means  of  legal  training  in  Ireland.  For 
his  own  part,  seeing  the  many  dis- 
tinguished men  who  raised  themselves 
to  positions  at  the  Bar,  notwithstanding 
g^at  pecuniary  difficulties,  he  did  not 
understand  why  this  burden  should  be 
left  upon  Law  students  in  Ireland,  espe- 
cially when  they  get  nothing  in  return 
for  it. 

Sm  HENRY  HOLLAND  said,  that 
he  happened  to  be  a  Bencher,  and  he 
was  glad  to  see  that  his  hon.  Friend  op- 
posite (Mr.  B.  T.  Beid)  still  believed 
that  there  was  some  excellence  left  in 
Benchers.  He  did  not  think  that  the 
regulation  complained  of  in  this  in- 
stance should  still  be  maintained ;  and 
he  ventured  to  hope,  therefore,  that  his 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  would 
withdraw  his  Motion  for  the  Adjourn- 
ment. ELis  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
behind  him  (Mr.  Warton)  said  he  had 
not  made  up  his  mind ;  but  he  (Sir  Henry 
Holland)  had  made  up  his  mind,  and  he 
was  dead  against  Henry  YIII.,  in  whose 
reign  this  absurd  regulation  was  made. 
There  was  no  doubt  that  excellent  leg^l 
education  was  now  given  in  Ireland,  and 
it  did  seem  preposterous  that  in  this  19th 
century  Irish  barristers  should  be  com- 
pelled to  come  to  London  to  eat  a  cer- 
tain number  of  dinners  before  they  could 
practise  their  Profession  in  their  own 
country. 

Mb.  EDWABD  OLAEKE  said,  he 
did  not  propose  to  go  into  the  merits  of 
this  Bill ;  but  he  agreed  with  his  hon. 
Friend  who  had  just  spoken  in  appealing 
to  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
(Mr.  Gibson)  to  withdraw  his  Motion. 
The  reason  accepted  and  enforced  by  the 
Ohief  Secretary  for  the  adjournment  of 
the  subject  seemed  to  him  to  be  against 
it.  He  understood  that  the  Benchers  of 
the  King's  Inns  had  met  that  day  to  ex- 
press their  opinion  on  this  matter.  If 
they  decided  in  favour  of  the  change,  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate  now  would 
render  it  impracticable  for  the  Bill  to  be 
passed  this  Session.  On  the  other  hand, 
if  the  Benchers  were  against  the  Bill, 
the  entire  force  of  the  two  Front  Benches 
in  the  House  could  be  brought  against 
the  Bill  on  its  third  reading. 

Mr.  ELTON  said,  that  he,  too,  was 
dead  against  Henry  YIIL    The  reasons 

Mr.  R.  T.  Reid 


given  in  support  of  the  Motion  for  Ad« 
joumment  were  totally  inadequate,  and 
the  House  would  not  consult  its  dignity 
by  upholding  a  Motion  meant  to  kill  a 
Bill  which  they  might  expect  received 
the  support  of  the  barristers  and  students 
of  Ireland.  He  agreed  with  the  remarks 
which  had  been  made  with  respect  to  the 
Benchers.  They  were  a  self-elected 
body,  and  in  this  country  so  little  repre- 
sented the  views  and  interests  of  the 
Bar  that  they  had  to  be  assisted  by  a 
Committee  elected  by  the  Bar  at  large. 

Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWER  remarked 
that  the  right  hon.  and  learned  GkntU- 
man  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Dublin  would  have  been  more  soo- 
cessful  in  his  plea  for  delay  if  he 
had  omitted  expressing  any  opinion 
on  the  merits  of  the  Bill.  When,  how- 
ever, he  told  the  House  that  the  Bill 
would  tend  to  lower  the  Bar  of  Ireland, 
he  showed  that  there  were  other  grounds 
on  which  he  opposed  the  Bill.  He 
hoped,  however,  the  result  of  the  divi- 
sion would  give  a  direct  negative  to  the 
opinion  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman.  If  the  Chief  Secretary  suc- 
ceeded in  getting  this  Bill  defeated  to- 
day, he  would  be  bound  to  provide  faci- 
lities for  legislation  later  on  in  the  Ses- 
sion. A  great  deal  had  been  said  with 
regard  to  the  opinion  of  the  Benchers. 
As  a  Member  of  the  Middle  Temple,  he 
had  had  plenty  of  opportunity  of  form- 
ing an  opinion  as  to  the  estimation  im 
which  the  Benchers  were  held.  No  one 
having  any  knowledge  of  the  views  and 
wishes  of  the  Bar  would  think  of  bend- 
ing to  the  authority  of  the  Benchere  for 
a  single  moment  on  questions  of  reform. 
The  Irish  Benchers,  he  had  no  doubt, 
occupied  a  like  position,  and  on  a  quee- 
tion  of  reform  no  one  woiUd  tbinlc  of 
askiog  the  opinion  of  the  Benchers 
either  in  England  or  Ireland. 

Mb.  PLUNKET  said,  that  this  quae- 
tion  was,  no  doubt,  of  considerable  im- 
portance to  those  who  were  immediatdy 
interested  in  it.  He  could  not,  upon  a 
Motion  for  Adjournment,  enter  into  the 
merits  of  the  proposal ;  but  his  opinion 
was  that  the  advantages  of  thepreseat 
system  were  very  obvious.  Elo  sup* 
ported  the  Motion  for  Adjournment  oa 
the  ground  that  the  question  was  now 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Benchers 
in  Dublin ;  and  it  was  perfectly  plaia 
that  the  Bill  had  been  brought  on  quite 
by  surprise.  He  had  the  honour  to  be  oaa 
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of  the  Benchers  of  the  only  Inn  of  Court 
there  was  in  Ireland— the  King's  Inns 
—and  the  statement  that  the  Benchers 
were  not  a  good  authority  to  pronounce 
an  opinion  and  give  advice  on  this  sub- 
ject seemed  to  him  to  be  one  of  the  most 
extravagantly  Badical  propositions  he 
had  ever  heard.  The  Benchers  knew 
the  practice  and  working  of  the  Bar  in 
Ireland,  and  he  was  quite  sure  that  they 
enjoyed  the  confidence  and  represented 
the  general  opinion  of  the  Bar.  [  Cries 
•/•"No!"] 

Mb.  sexton  :  They  refused  to  ad- 
mit  A.  M.  Sullivan  to  the  Bar. 

Mb.  GIBSON :  He  was  admitted  to 
the  Bar  in  Ireland. 

Mb.  CALLAN:  After  he  was  ad- 
mitted to  the  English  Bar. 

Mb.  PLUNKET  said,  it  appeared 
that  a  Petition  had  been  presented  by 
certain  students  who  desired  to  have 
the  law  changed ;  but  a  Petition  on  the 
other  side,  rather  more  numerously 
signed,  had  also  been  presented,  and  he 
thought  it  would  not  be  decent  under  such 
circamstances  to  pass  over  and  take  no 
notice  of  the  opinions  of  the  Judges  and 
distinguished  members  of  the  Bar  upon 
the  subject.  They  were  told  that  because 
the  Chief  Secretary  supported  the  ad- 
joonunent  that  he  had  appeared  in  his 
true  colours,  and  that  he  desired  to 
tyrannize  over  the  Irish  people.  The 
imputation  was  perfectly  ridiculous.  It 
did  not  in  the  least  matter  to  the  Irish 
people  what  the  opinion  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  on  this  particular  subject 
might  be.  [CWm  of  ••  Oh,  oh!"] 
Hon.  Members  said  so  over  and  over 
again.  He  hoped  the  House  would 
agree  to  the  very  reasonable  proposal 
for  adjournment,  which  did  not  decide 
upon  the  merits  of  the  case,  and  that  the 
debate  would  be  delayed  until  they  re- 
ceived the  opinion  of  the  Benchers. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  said,  he  entirely  dis- 
agreed with  the  two  right  hon.  and 
learned  Oentlemen  on  the  Front  Opposi- 
tion Bench.  He  wished  to  point  out  that 
this  question  had  been  discussed  on  a 
previous  occasion ;  and  the  Bill  had  not, 
therefore,  taken  them  entirely  by  sur- 
prise. If  the  students  could  get  a  proper 
education  in  Ireland  without  coming  to 
this  country  he  failed  to  see  why  the  Bill 
should  not  be  read  a  second  time.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  no  facts  ha4  been 
adduced  to  show  that  the  Bar  would  in 
My  way  suffer  by  the  change  contem- 


plated. This  was  an  Irish  grievance 
which  ought  to  be  remedied,  but  it  was 
evident  that  the  Bill  could  not  be 
brought  on  again  this  Session  if  the 
House  now  carried  the  Motion  for  Ad« 
journment. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENEY  said,  he 
hopea  the  Motion  for  Adjournment 
would  be  withdrawn.  The  question  was 
not  a  new  one.  The  Bill  afforded  an 
opportunity  of  removing  a  very  irritating 
grievance  felt  by  the  Irish  people,  and 
the  House  had  now  an  opportunity  of 
doing  what  was  jufit  and  right.  The 
opposition  to  this  Bill  had  always  been 
in  inverse  ratio  to  the  social  and  legal 
position  of  those  who  had  spoken  about 
it.  The  people  who  felt  the  grievance 
were  the  students,  who  had  to  go  to  the 
expense  of  coming  to  England.  The 
Judges  and  Benchers  did  not  feel  the 
grievance,  because  they  had  obtained 
rank  and  emoluments,  and  did  not 
wish  to  make  admission  to  the  Bar  too 
easy.  He  hoped,  under  these  circum* 
stances,  when  there  was  an  opportunity 
to  agree  to  popular  wishes  which  were 
reasonable,  the  Chief  Secretary  would 
not  support  the  proposal  of  an  ad« 
journment.  If  anybody  proposed  at 
this  moment  to  impose  the  restriction 
now  sought  to  be  removed  no  one  in  the 
House  would  support  it ;  but  when  there 
was  an  opportunity  of  removing  it,  dis- 
tinguished legal  Gentlemen  on  the  Front 
Opposition  Benoh  opposed  it.  If  they 
were  successful  it  would  be  a  great  dis- 
appointment to  the  bulk  of  the  Irish 
Members. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  30  ;  Noes 
122 :  Majority  92.— (Div.  List,  No.  121.) 

Original  Question  put. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Thursday  30th  April. 

WATERWORKS  CLAUSES  ACT  (1847) 
AMENDMENT  BILL.— [Bill  7.] 
{Mr,  Daniel  Orant^  Mr.  Torrens,  Mr,  Selater* 
Booths  Mr,  Arthur  Cohen^  Mr,  Mitehie,  Mr. 
William  Latvreneef  Baron  Henry  De  Worms,) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (1/r.  Torrens.) 

GoLomsL  MAKINS  appealed  to  the 
hon.  Member  not  to  press  the  Motion  at 
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that  time,  as  the  House  had  been  taken 
entirely  by  surprise,  and  many  hon. 
Members  who  desired  to  take  part  in  the 
discussion  were  absent.  There  would 
be  other  opportunities  for  proceeding 
with  the  measure ;  and  he  would  venture 
to  suggest  to  the  hon.  Member  that  if 
he  would  fix  a  day  for  taking  the  Com- 
mittee stage  those  who  were  opposed  to 
the  Bill  would  be  prepared  to  discuss  it 
then.  He  might  also  point  out  that  the 
Bill  seriously  affected  the  interests  of  the 
Water  Companies.  In  the  funds  of 
these  Companies  many  Trustees  had  in- 
vested on  the  faith  of  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment; and  there  was  no  precedent  of 
such  a  Bill  being  passed  in  opposition  to 
the  views  of  the  Water  Companies. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said, 
that,  as  the  House  was  aware,  the  Go- 
vernment supported  this  Bill;  but,  in 
the  present  circumstances,  he  would 
suggest  to  his  hon.  Friend  to  be  content 
with  the  Motion  he  had  made,  and  not 
to  insist  on  taking  the  clauses  that  day, 
as  he  thought  it  was  desirable  that  the 
House  should  have  time  to  consider  what 
Amendments  should  be  moved. 
-  Mr.  RITCHIE  pointed  out  that  pri- 
vate Members  could  only  get  their  Bills 
forward  when  they  were  fortunate 
enough  to  obtain  such  an  opportunity 
as  the  present.  If  hon.  Members  were 
taken  by  surprise  they  had  only  them- 
selves to  blame.  The  Bill  had  now  been 
a  very  long  time  before  the  House,  its 
principle  had  been  approved,  and  he 
could  not  see  why  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
should  appeal  to  his  hon.  Friend  to 
postpone  the  clauses. 

Mr.  AKERS-DOUQLAS  said,  he 
hoped  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Finsbury  would  comply 
with  the  appeal  that  had  been  made  to 
him.  He  had  blocked  the  Bill  for  some 
time  past,  as  it  was  a  Bill  on  which  a 
considerable  amount  of  discussion  should 
take  place.  No  fair  hearing  could  be 
given  to  the  opponents  of  the  Bill  when 
it  was  brought  on  as  unexpectedly  as  it 
had  been  that  day.  If  the  hon.  Member 
in  charge  of  the  Bill  would  agree  to  post- 
pone this  stage,  and  give  due  Notice  of 
the  day  when  it  would  be  taken,  he 
would  agree  to  remove  his  block,  and  to 
use  his  influence  with  his  Friends  to  do 
the  same. 

Sir  EDWARD  WATKIN  hoped  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbuiy  would 
be  content  with  getting  the  Speaker  out 
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of  the  Chair,  and  would  then  repoit 
Progress  at  once.  That  would  be  a  step 
gained,  and  was  all  that  the  hon.  Qea* 
tleman  could  desire  under  the  oirciim- 

Mr.  W.  M.  TORRENS  said,  the  BiU 
was  read  a  first  time  last  year,  and  the 
present  Bill  was  identical  with  that,  and 
was  virtually  the  same  Bill.  The  hon. 
Member  for  East  Kent  (Mr.  Aken- 
Douglas)  said  that  he  had  blocked  the 
Bill  with  the  object  of  obtaining  for  it  & 
fair  hearing ;  but  he  was  under  the  im- 
pression that  the  process  of  blocking  a 
Bill  had  exactly  the  contrary  effect.  Ab, 
however,  he  had  been  appealed  to  by 
the  President  of  the  Local  Qt>vemment 
Board  and  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Hythe,  he  was  quite  willing  to  yield 
to  what  appeared  to  be  the  general  wish 
of  the  House,  and  would  move  to  lepoit 
Progress  as  soon  as  the  Speaker  had  kft 
the  Chair. 

Mr.  COOPE,  who  had  f^ven  Notiee 
that  he  would  move,  as  an  Amendment-^ 

*<  That  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Hybrid  Gam- 
mittee : — That  the  said  Committee  do  ooooii  of 
Eleven  Members,  Six  to  be  nominated  bj  ^ 
House,  and  Five  by  the  Committee  of  SeLectioa. 
That  aU  Petitions  against  the  Bill,  prasentai 
not  later  than  three  clear  days  before  the  at* 
ting  of  the  Committee,  be  refeired  to  the  Con- 
mittee,  and  that  such  of  the  Petationers  as  pny 
to  be  heard  by  themselvei,  their  CouMi. 
Agents,  or  Witnesses,  be  heard  upon  th«r 
Petitions,  if  they  think  fit,  and  Counsel  heard 
in  favour  of  the  Bill,  against  such  Petitioai:-' 
That  the  Committee  have  power  to  send  for  per- 
sons, papers,  and  records : — lliat  Five  be  tks 
quorum  of  the  Committee ;  " 

said,  the  Bill  affected  property  to  te 
value  of  about  £80,000,000,  and  it  pro- 
posed to  adopt  an  entirely  new  eysianof 
rating  for  water.  It  had  been  decidad 
over  and  over  again  that  the  annual 
value  of  property  was  the  only  fiir 
means  of  levying  the  rate.  As  hor 
Members  were  aware,  parochial  rating 
was  considerably  under  the  real  vahis, 
and  it  would  be  very  unfair  to  adopt  it 
in  this  instance.  He  held  that  it  woM 
be  unjust  to  go  into  Oommittee  on  tht 
Bill  without  first  giving  all  parties  iat»- 
rested  in  its  provisions  the  oppofts- 
nity  of  making  their  %dews  known  hj 
counsel. 

Mb.  WAETON  seconded  the  Ammi- 
ment.  The  Water  Oompanies,  he 
understood  at  the  time  of  their 
lishment  that  they  were  to  hare  t^ 
right  to  charge  aooording  to  tho  valoa 
of  the  hooaes  supplied  with  water.    I» 
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tke  Dobbs  case  the  Judges  had  laid 
down  that  the  annual  value  of  property 
was  its  net  annual  value.  The  Compa- 
niee'  charges  must,  consequently,  be 
based  on  such  net  annual  value.  But  it 
was  a  mistake  to  suppose,  as  the  framers 
of  the  Bill  appeareid  to  do,  that  this 
meant  the  rateable  value  of  houses  for 
parochial  purposes,  for  the  net  annual 
Talue  of  premises  was  almost  always 
greater  than  the  rateable  value.  It  was 
&r  better  that  the  Bill  should  go  before 
a  Oommittee,  which  would  examine  it 
dispassionately,  than  that  hon.  Members 
should  be  tempted  to  give  an  unjust 
vote  in  order  to  court  popularity. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
from  the  word  **  That "  to  the  end  of  the 
Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee."— {Mr.  Coope.) 

Question  proposed,  ^'That  the  words 
proposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

CoLoirEi<  ICAJLLNS,  in  supporting  the 
Amendment,  said,  that  he  did  not  join 
in  the  view  taken  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bridport,  who  was  a  little 
too  lavish  in  imputing  motives  to  Gen- 
tlemen on  the  other  side.    He  believed 
that  the    House,   if  it   did   inflict  an 
injustice,  would  do  so  from  ignorance  or 
inadvertence.    His  reason  for  support- 
ing the  Amendment  was  that,  if  the  Bill 
passed,  it  would  afifect  different  Com- 
panies very  differently.    The  method  of 
rating  was  very   different    in  various 
parts  of  the  Metropolis.    In  some  places 
the  rateable  was  equal  to,  or  even  more 
than,  the  annual  value ;  in  other  parts  it 
was  considerably  less.    Therefore,  if  the 
Bill  were  to  pass  it  would  not  affect  one 
Company  at  all,  while  another  might  be 
yery  severely  handled.   It  would  be  only 
right  that  all  these   points  should  be 
carefully  examined  by  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, with  the  aid  of  gentlemen  repre- 
senting  the  different  Companies  of  the 
Metropolis.    He  hoped  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman in  charge  of  the  Bill  would  con- 
sider that  point  and  accept  the  Amend- 
ment, which  could  not  in  any  way  pre- 
judice the  passing  of  the  measure  he  had 
in  hand.     If  it  were  passed  after  an  in- 
quiry at  which  the  Companies  were  heard 
they  would  not  feel  that  they  had  been 
ill-treated  by  legislation  behind  their 
backs  without  getting  an  opportunity  of 
explaining  their  position. 


Question  put. 

The  House  divided  .-—Ayes  147 ;  Noes 
15  :  Majority  132.— (Div.  List,  No.  122.) 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  WAETON  rose,  and  was  address* 
ing  the  House,  when 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKB  rose  to 
Order,  and  said  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  had  exhausted  his  right 
of  speech  by  having  seconded  the  Amend- 
ment which  had  been  negatived. 

Mr.  WAETON :  That  does  not  ex- 
haust  my  right. 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  said,  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  was  out  of  Order. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to* 

Bill  considered  in  Oommittee. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  upon  Friday  1st  May. 

PRIVATE  LUNATIC  ASYLUMS   (IRE- 
LAND) BILL.— [Bill  60.] 
{Mr.  William  Corhety  Mr,  Mayne^  Mr,  DillwyHf 
Mr,  Datcsony  Mr.  Uiehard  Power,) 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Eeading  read. 

Mr.  W.  J.  COEBET,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said, 
the  present  measure  dealt  only  with 
private  lunatic  asylums  in  Ireland ;  but 
a  Bill  had  been  introduced  in  "  another 
place  "  with  regard  to  English  asylums, 
and  had  much  the  same  scope  as  the 
present  Bill.  This  Bill  aimed  at  gra- 
dually getting  rid  of  the  vicious  principle 
of  keeping  private  lunatic  asylums  for 
pecuniary  profit,  which  was  at  the  root 
of  all  the  evils  connected  with  private 
asylums.  The  Earl  of  Shaftesbury, 
Chairman  of  the  Lunacy  Board,  the 
highest  living  authority  on  the  subject, 
stated  before  a  Select  Committee  of  the 
House  in  1859  that  the  evils  of  the 
system  could  hardly  be  exaggerated. 
One  could  not  conceive  how,  in  the  face 
of  all  that  had  occurred,  and  all  the 
evidence  recorded  against  them,  private 
lunatic  asylums  kept  by  individuals  for 
personal  gain  had  so  long  been  tole- 
rated. There  had  recently  been  some  very 
notable  cases  of  attempts  made  to  shut  up 
persons  who  were  not  insane  in  estab- 
lishments of  this  kind.  There  were  three 
classes  of  lunatic  asylums  in  Lreland — 
asylums  for  charitable  purposes,  the 
district  lunatic  asylums,  and  the  private 
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asylums.  The  first  two  were  satisfac- 
tory, although  he  believed  the  rate- 
payers should  be  represented  on  the 
Board  of  Governors.  If  capital  for  the 
purpose  of  building  asylums  to  be  under 
the  management  of  Oovernment,  in 
which  the  medical  and  other  officers 
should  have  no  pecuniary  interest  what- 
ever beyond  their  salaries,  could  be  in- 
troduced into  the  country,  or  procured 
from  some  public  fund,  such  as  the 
Church  Surplus  Fund,  it  would  be  a 
blessing  to  the  country  and  to  the  insane. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— ( Jfr.  W.  J.  Cw'Ut.) 

Ur.  CAMPBELL .  BANNERMAN  : 

said,  he  fully  recognized  the  pains 
which  the  hon.  Member  had  taken  in 
this  matter,  and  his  earnest  desire  to 
improve  the  arrangements  affecting  the 
management  of  lunatics  in  Ireland ;  but 
the  Gk>vernment  could  not  assent  to  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill.  In  the  first 
place,  the  Government  had  introduced  a 
Bill  into  the  other  House  for  England, 
which  indicated  the  general  lines  on 
which  he  thought  legislation  should 
proceed  in  this  matter.  That  Bill  did 
not  apply  to  Ireland,  and  it  would  be 
impossible  for  the  Government  to  be 
legislating  at  the  same  time  upon  one 
system  in  the  other  House,  and  upon 
another  system  in  this  House.  The  two 
countries,  although  their  circumstances 
were  different,  ought  to  be  dealt  with  on 
substantially  the  same  lines,  making  al- 
lowance for  the  difference  of  their  cir- 
cumstances. The  system  in  Ireland  was 
far  from  perfect ;  there  was  a  deficiency 
of  inspection  and  control  by  Local  Au- 
thorities; but  the  Bill  would  intensify 
these  evils  by  centralizing  the  manage- 
ment of  the  asylums,  which  would  be  a 
step  altogether  in  the  wrong  direction. 
He  knew  and  admitted  all  that  could  be 
said  in  favour  of  doing  away  with  pri- 
vate asylums ;  at  the  same  time,  to  get 
rid  of  them  in  a  summary  way  would 
raise  large  questions  of  compensation. 
To  transfer  in  a  summary  way  all  the 
private  asylums  to  the  Central  Executive 
Government  would  be  an  unfortunate 
step.  He  looked  forward  to  the  time 
when  there  would  be  in  Ireland  Local 
Authorities  who  could  take  charge  of 
asylums.  The  hon.  Member  assumed 
that  asylums  would  be  self-supporting 
if  they  were  erected ;  but  money  would 

Mr.  JT,  7.  Corbet 


be  required  to  erect  them.  The  hon. 
Member  said  he  would  get  it  from  the 
Church  Fund  Surplus ;  but,  to  the  best 
of  his  belief,  there  was  nothing  to  be 
obtained  from  that  source,  and  that 
would  be  a  considerable  obstacle  to  the 
successful  operation  of  this  Bill. 

In  answer  to  Mr.  Wakton, 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  it  would  be  impossible  to  put  Ire- 
land in  the  Bill  now  before  the  House 
of  Lords,  because  the  details  of  the  two 
countries  were  so  different;  but  that 
Bill  indicated  the  general  lines  on  which, 
the  Government  thought  it  desirable  to 
proceed. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  42;  Noes 
77 :  Majority  35.— (Div.  List,  No.  123.) 

MOTIOIf-S. 

PARLIAHENTABY  BLEGTIONS  Am>  COBBUPT 
PRACTICES  OONBOLIDATIOir  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hakdcastle,  Bill  to  con- 
Bolidate  the  Law  of  Parliamentary  Elections 
and  Corrupt  Fracticea  therein,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Habdcastlb  and  Sir  Albx* 

AXDER  OoBBOy. 

Bill  presented,  andreadthe  first  time.  [Bill  1 35.] 

SUBMARINE    TELEGRAPH   CABLES  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Holms,  Bill  to  carry  into 
effect  an  International  Conyention  for  the  pro- 
tection of  Submarine  Telegraph  Cables,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Holms  and  Mr. 
Chamberlain. 

BUlpreeented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  136.] 

House  a^'oumed  at  ten  minutes  before 

Six  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OP    LORDS, 
ThuiBday^  2^d  April^  1885. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— jFVw^  Reading^ 
Elemental  Education  ProTisional  O^er 
Confirmation  (London)  *  (79) ;  Elementary 
Education  Provisional  Orders  (Birminflrham. 
&c.)»(80). 

Secofid  lieudinp-^'Loctl  Gbyemment  (Ireland) 
Provisional  Orders  (Public  Health  Act) 
(No.  1)  •  (6Z);  Drainage  and  Improvement 
of  Lands  (Ireland)  Provisional  Orders*  (70) ; 
Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (Poor 
Law)  (No.  2)  •  (71) ;  Local  Government  Pro- 
visional Orders  (Poor  Law)  (No.  3)»  (721  ; 
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Federal  Couneil  of  Australasia  (69) ;  Royal 
Iriflh  Constabulary  Kedistribution  (75) ; 
Egyptian  Loan  (74). 

Committee -^  Report  —  Local  Government  Pro- 
Tirional  Orders  •  (66) ;  Loc»l  Government 
Provisional  Orders  (Poor  Law)  •  (67). 

CJENTRAL  ASIA— RUSSIA  AND  AFGHAN- 
ISTAN—RUSSIAN  ADVANCE    UPON 
HERAT— FORCED  LABOUR. 
QUESTION. 

Lord  ELLENBOROUGH  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
with  reference  to  a  Question  he  put  the 
other  day  as  to  the  road  which  it  was 
reported  was  being  made  by  the  Eussians 
by  means  of  forced  labour  from  Sarakhs 
through  Penjdeh  in  the  direction  of 
Herat,  Whether  he  had  received  any  in- 
formation on  the  subject? 

Earl  GRANVILLE :  I  have  received 
no  information. 

Lord  ELLENBOROUGH  asked  whe- 
ther the  noble  Earl  would  make  in- 
quiries?   

EarlGRANVILLE  said,  that  a  Ques- 
tion  on  the  subject  might  be  put  on  the 
Paper. 

CRIME  AND  OUTRAGE  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES)-EXPLOSION  AT  THE  AD- 
MIRALTY.—QUESTION. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY: 
Perhaps  the  noble  Earl  will  allow  me  to 
ask  him  without  Notice,  Whether  he  has 
any  intelligence  to  communicate  to  the 
House  as  to  the  explosion  stated  to  have 
taken  place  at  the  Government  Offices ; 
and  whether  it  is  true  that  there  has 
been  serious  injury  sustained  by  Mem- 
bers of  the  Civil  Service  ? 

EarlGRANVILLE:  There  has  been 
an  explosion  at  the  Admiralty,  and  a 
certain  amount — not  a  g^eat  amount — 
of  damage  has  been  done  to  the  build- 
ing. But  I  regret  to  say  that  it  has 
seriously  wounded  a  much  esteemed 
public  servant,  the  Assistant  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY: 
Is  it  true  that  there  have  been  two  ex- 
plosions ? 

Earl  GRANVILLE :  I  havenot  heard 
of  any  other.  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  will  be  able  to  give  more  de- 
tails of  the  occurrence.  As  far  as  I  can 
understand  it,  the  explosion  at  the  Ad- 
pundty  seems  to  have  come  from  the 
inside  of  the  building. 


FEDERAL  COUNCIL  OF  AUSTRALASIA 

BILL.— (No.  69.) 

(The  Earl  of  Derby,) 

SECOND  READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

The  Earl  of  DERBY :  My  Lords,  I 
rise  to  move  the  second  reading  of  this 
Bill;  and  your  Lordships  will  expect 
from  me  some  explanation  of  its  object, 
of  its  nature,  and  of  the  circumstances 
under  which  it  has  been  brought  in. 
Before  I  state  what  the  Bill  is,  I  may  as 
well  explain  what  it  is  not.  It  is  not  a 
Bill  which  deals  in  any  way  with  that 
question  of  Imperial  Federation  of  which 
we  hear  so  much.  It  does  not  touch, 
except  indirectly,  the  relations  existing 
between  the  Colonies  and  the  Mother 
Country.  It  is  not  even  a  measure  for 
Intercolonial  Federation  in  any  complete 
and  organized  shape.  It  simply  pro- 
vides, as  the  title  states,  for  the  creation 
of  a  Federal  Council,  charged  with  cer- 
tain duties,  which  are  described  and  de- 
fined in  the  clauses.  Further,  it  is  not 
a  compulsory,  but  an  enabling  Bill.  No 
Colony  is  bound  by  it  to  join  in  the 
arrangement  which  it  sanctions  unless 
that  Colony  spontaneously  decides  so  to 
do.  The  initiative  must  be  taken  by 
the  Colony  itself;  all  that  the  Imperial 
Legislature  undertakes  is  to  g^ve  its 
sanction  to  a  scheme  which  would  be 
ultra  vires  for  the  Colonial  Legislatures 
to  deal  with  on  their  own  unassisted  au- 
thority. Under  this  Bill  five  Colonies — 
Victoria,  Queensland,  South  Australia, 
West  Australia,  and  Tasmania — will  be 
enabled,  and  are  now  prepared,  to  be- 
come federated  for  certain  purposes. 
Two  Colonies,  New  South  Wales  and 
New  Zealand,  have  hitherto  declined  to 
join.  Of  these  two  Colonies  so  standing 
aloof,  one,  New  Zealand,  is  so  far  dis- 
tant and  so  little  connected  with  the 
affairs  of  the  Australian  Continent,  that 
its  continued  separation,  if  it  should  re- 
main in  the  same  mind  as  at  present, 
would  not,  as  I  conceive,  affect  the 
working  of  the  scheme.  It  will  be  en- 
tirely a  question  for  New  Zealanders 
themselves;  their  junction  or  their  ab- 
stention will  not  interfere  with  the  other 
States  concerned.  In  the  case  of  New 
South  Wales,  I  cannot  deny  that  a  good 
deal  turns  on  whether  that  Colony  comes 
into  the  Federation  or  not.    It  is  the 
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oldest  of  the  Australian  Colonies;  it 
holds  a  central  position ;  it  is  the  rival 
of  Victoria  in  importance,  having  a 
rather  smaller  population ;  but  a  larger 
amount  of  trade,  of  revenue,  and  of 
territory.  I  do  not  deny  that  the  con- 
tinued standing  out  of  New  South  Wales 
would  be  a  serious,  possibly  a  fatal, 
blow  to  the  organization  which  we  are 
creating.  But  I  entertain  a  sanguine 
hope  that  the  objections  of  the  New 
South  Wales  Legislature  will  not  be 
permanent.  I  believe  the  feeling  there 
to  be  one  rather  of  doubt  than  of  hos- 
tility ;  and  it  is  mainly  in  order  to  re- 
move,  as  far  as  possible,  any  obstacle  to 
the  accession  of  New  South  Wales  that 
I  have  inserted  in  the  Bill  the  Proviso 
in  Clause  31,  by  which  any  Colony  which 
may  on  trial  be  dissatished  with  the  ar- 
rangement is  enabled  to  secede.  That 
Proviso  has  been  the  subject  of  much 
discussion,  and  it  would  not  have  been 
inserted  if  complete  agreement  among 
the  Colonies  had  been  arrived  at,  or  if 
this  were  to  be  considered  as  the  final 
form  which  Intercolonial  Federation  is 
likely  to  assume.  But  the  whole  scheme 
is  tentative;  it  is  experimental,  and, 
in  a  certain  sense,  it  is  provisional ;  and, 
under  these  circumstances,  it  seems  ex- 
pedient to  leave  large  facilities  for  future 
change.  I  should  be  merely  wasting 
vour  Lordships'  time  if  I  argued  for  the 
importance,  and,  indeed,  the  necessity, 
of  some  union  such  as  that  proposed  be- 
tween the  various  Colonies  of  the  same 
group.  With  contiguous  territories, 
with  a  homogeneous  population,  and  as 
population  increases  naving  more  and 
more  intercourse  with  one  another 
every  year,  it  is  obvious  that  they  have, 
and  must  have,  many  interests  which 
cannot  be  dealt  with  in  a  satisfactory 
way  except  by  joint  concerted  action; 
and  the  only  practical  question  is  in 
what  maimer  the  means  of  joint  action 
shall  be  provided.  Now,  I  am  dispensed 
from  the  necessity  of  contending  that 
the  scheme  embodied  in  this  Bill  is  of 
all  schemes  the  best  possible,  because  it 
comes  before  you  with  this  special  re- 
commendation— that  it  is  the  scheme  on 
which  the  Australian  community  has 
decided  for  itself.  The  history  of  the 
movement  is  probably  familiar  to  many 
of  your  Lordships.  In  1883  a  Confer- 
ence was  held  at  Sydney  on  the  subject, 
attended  by  Bepresentatives  of  all  the 
Colonies  concerned.    It  sat  for  several 
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weeks;  it  considered  and  discussed  mi- 
nutely every  point  of  the  proposed  Fede- 
ral arrangement.  The  result  was  a  Bill 
differing  in  but  few  particulars  from 
that  now  on  the  Table,  and  subsequently 
the  recommendations  of  the  Conference 
were  referred  to  and  were  considered  by 
the  Legislatures  of  the  various  Colonies, 
with  the  result  which  I  have  already 
mentioned — that  two  Colonies  dissented, 
and  still  dissent,  and  that  five  have  con- 
curred. But  I  ought,  perhaps,  to  men- 
tion that  in  New  Zealand  the  question 
was  never  brought  to  an  issue,  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  day  preferring  not  to 
submit  the  matter  to  Uie  local  Leg^a- 
ture.  In  New  South  Wales  the  mea- 
sure was  actually  carried  in  one  House, 
and  in  the  other  was  lost  only  by  a  ma- 
jority of  one.  I  mention  that  fact  as 
justifying  my  expression  of  a  hope  that 
the  ref  u^  woiild  not  be  final.  Now,  I 
may  be  asked  in  what  respects  the  Bill 
on  the  Table  differs  from  the  draft 
adopted  by  the  Conference  at  Sydney. 
I  do  not  notice,  of  course,  mere  yerbal 
alterations.  In  Clause  5  the  number  of 
the  Council  is  made  capable  of  exten- 
sion, but  only  at  the  desire  of  the  Colo- 
nies themselves.  As  the  Bill  originally 
stood,  the  Coimcil  could  not  have  con- 
sisted of  more  than  14  Members,  even  if 
every  Colony  joined.  The  change  ia  all 
in  the  direction  of  giving  more  Sreedom 
to  the  Colonies  as  regards  its  composi- 
tion. Without  that  change  fresh  Im- 
perial legislation  would  probably  be  re- 
quired within  a  few  years.  We  have 
added  Clause  15 — a  general  power  to 
the  Council  to  deal  with  any  matters  not 
specially  provided  for  which  the  Qneen 
by  Order  in  Council  may  refer  to  ihsm\ 
but  this  power  of  extension  can  onh 
be  exercised  with  the  consent  of  each 
Colony  interested.  We  had  proposed 
a  clause  dealing  with  the  question  of 
expenditure  involved  in  the  aodon  of 
the  Council ;  but  on  reference  to  thi 
Colonial  Governments  that  was  olh 
jected  to,  and  it  has  been  dropped  oat 
in  deference  to  their  objections.  The 
result  will  be  that  no  decision  inToIviog 
expenditure  can  have  effect  given  to  it 
without  the  consent  of  the  L^slatmv 
of  each  Colony.  That  is  a  point  oi 
which  they  have  laid  great  stroas ;  aad 
the  omission,  in  fact,  reduoee  the  power 
of  the  Council  in  all  cases  where  expen* 
diture  is  involved  to  that  of  an  advuiof 
or  recommending  body.  The  last  altm* 
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tion  wliich  we  have  made  is  that  to 
which  I  have  already  referred,  giving 
the  power  of  secession.  On  that  point 
Colonial  opinion,  as  I  said  before,  is  di- 
Tided ;  and  I  believe  that  the  Colonists 
will  be  content,  as  I  shall,  to  accept  the 
decision  of  Parliament  npon  it.  The 
Agents  of  some  of  the  federating  Colo- 
nies have  sent  me  a  statement  of  their 
reasons  against  it,  which  I  promised 
them  shonld  be  laid  before  Parliament. 
It  only  reached  me  to-day,  but  I  will 
have  it  printed  in  time  for  the  Com- 
mittee. 1  will  only  observe  now  that 
since  the  Colonial  Governments  have 
Btraok  oat  of  the  Bill  all  compulsory 
powers  of  taxing  any  Colony  to  pay  for 
carrying  into  effect  the  decisions  of  the 
Council — which  was  their  doing,  not 
mine — the  importance  of  this  question  is 
very  much  lessened  either  way ;  for 
obviously  a  Colony  desiring  to  secede 
and  not  allowed  to  do  so  would  decline 
to  contribute  towards  the  cost  incurred, 
and  so  bring  the  whole  machinery  to  a 
deadlock.  Where  you  have  no  compul- 
sory taxing  power,  but  only  voluntary 
contributions  to  rely  on,  the  whole  thing 
rests  on  a  voluntary  basis.  I  do  not  be- 
lieve that  anyone  here  is  likely  to  be 
opposed  to  the  principle  of  Federation 
in  the  abstract,  and  I  need  not,  therefore, 
defend  the  Bill  aeainst  attacks  from  that 
side.  The  criticism  which  I  anticipate 
18  rather  on  the  score  that  this  Bill  gives 
Federation  only  in  a  very  rudimentary 
and  imperfect  form.  That  I  admit ;  and 
I  agree  that  it  would  be  much  more 
satisfactory  to  all  of  us  if  we  could  deal 
with  the  question  in  a  more  effectual 
and  conclusive  manner.  A  federated 
Australia,  forming,  as  Canada  does,  a 
single  State,  united  for  all  except  purely 
locsd  purposes,  would  be  a  new  Power 
in  the  world  ;  and,  both  in  regard  to  its 
relations  with  England  and  to  the  rela- 
tions of  its  various  component  parts 
among  themselves,  the  advantages  and 
conveniences  of  such  a  complete  union 
would  be  incalculable.  But  the  thing  is 
impossible  so  far  as  the  present  time  is 
concerned.  The  mere  difference  of  fiscal 
policy  would  prevent  it.  The  Colonists 
themselves  do  not  wish  it,  do  not  think 
themselves  ripe  for  it.  They  are  the  best 
judges  of  their  own  affairs,  and  we  must 
ffo  at  their  pace,  not  at  ours.  It  would 
be  madness  to  reject  a  plan  on  which 
they  are  agreed,  and  to  tell  them  to 
take  it  back  and  bring  us  a  better  one 


in  its  place.  The  probable  result  of  that 
procedure  would  be  that  we  should  get 
no  plan  at  all,  and  that  deep  and  wide- 
spread irritation  would  be  created.  De- 
tails will  be  better  discussed  in  Com- 
mittee. I  think  enough  has  been  said 
to  induce  your  Lordships  to  agree  to 
the  second  reading. 

Moved,  ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*." 
—{The  Earl  of  Derhy.) 

The  Eakl  of  CAENAEVON:  My 
Lords,  as  far  as  the  Bill  is  concerned,  I 
think  there  will  be  no  difference  of  opi- 
nion  on  one  side  or  the  other  as  to  its 
expediency.  As  the  Colonial  Secretary 
has  said,  it  is  the  result  of  Colonial 
action.  It  is  the  result  of  a  Conference 
held  at  Sydney,  at  which  the  matter 
was  discussed,  and  that  result  is  a  com- 
promise. The  Bill  has  been  truly  said 
to  be  of  a  limited  nature.  It  provides, 
in  the  first  place,  for  the  creation  of  a 
Federal  Council ;  but  that  Council  is  not 
formed  on  an  entirely  new  principle. 
As  in  the  case  of  the  United  States  Se- 
nate, each  Colony,  no  matter  what  its 
size  may  be,  is  to  have  two  Bepresenta- 
tives.  I  have  no  objection  to  offer  to 
that.  The  difficulty  is  as  to  the  powers 
which  are  comprised  in  the  15th  clause, 
and  which  wUl  require  very  careful 
consideration.  The  3 1st  clause  is  really 
the  central  point  of  the  whole  plan. 
That  clause  gives,  as  has  been  stated, 
the  power — the  singular  power — ^to  any 
Colony  which  has  entered  the  Union  to 
withdraw  at  pleasure.  On  the  admis- 
sion or  omission  of  that  clause  hangs 
the  fate  of  the  Bill,  and  the  whole  chance 
of  union  between  the  Australian  Colo- 
nies. It  is  rather  difficult  to  discuss 
this  question,  because  two  of  the  leading 
Colonies  are  opposed  with  regard  to  it, 
Victoria  desiring  the  omission  of  the 
clause,  New  South  Wales  desiring  its 
retention.  "With  Victoria  are  united  in 
that  view  the  Colonies  of  Queensland, 
South  Australia,  Tasmania,  and  the 
Crown  Colony  of  Western  Australia. 
They  object  to  the  presence  of  this 
clause  on  the  not  unreasonable  groxmd 
that  to  allow  one  Colony  to  withdraw 
once  it  is  admitted  is  making  prepara- 
tion for  the  breaking  up  of  the  Confede- 
ration. Those  who  hold  that  view  say 
that  there  was  no  such  provision  to  be 
found  in  the  Act  for  the  Federation  of 
the  Dominion  of  Canada,  nor  in  the 
measure  which  I  had  the  honour  of  car- 
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xying  throagh  this  House  in  1877  for 
the  contingent  Federation  of  the  South 
African  Colonies.  It  is  perfectly  true 
that  there  was  no  such  provision  in  that 
measure ;  and  if  Confederation  were  a 
real  and  complete  Confederation,  such  a 
clause  would  be  inadmissible.  But  any- 
one who  studies  the  subject  will  see  that 
the  powers  given  to  the  proposed  union 
of  the  South  African  Colonies  were  much 
fuller  and  larger  in  every  sense  than 
those  contained  in  this  Bill,  which  is  of 
a  much  more  limited  and  tentative  cha- 
racter. If  this  clause  is  allowed  to 
stand  part  of  the  Bill,  Victoria,  and  the 
other  Colonies  which  dissent  from  it, 
may  be  no  party  to  this  proposed  Con- 
federation, and  may  withdraw  alto- 
gether, and  so  the  scheme  may  come  to 
nothing.  It  is  perfectly  possible  that 
that  may  be  the  result.  It  lies  in  the 
hands  of  Victoria  and  her  sister  Colo- 
nies. I  trust  that,  upon  consideration, 
they  will  not  accept  the  view  of  their 
more  energetic  advisers  and  counsellors. 
I  honour  and  admire  the  two  great 
Colonies,  Victoria  and  New  South 
Wales,  too  much  to  suppose  that  either 
of  them,  when  this  present  controversy 
is  over,  will  show  itself  in  the  slightest 
degree  unreasonable.  But  just  as  Vic- 
toria, and  the  sister  Colonies  who  agree 
with  her,  have  the  power  to  destroy  this 
Union,  so  New  South  Wales  has  equally 
the  power  to  destroy  it.  I  have  stated 
very  briefly  indeed  the  Victorian  argu- 
ment in  this  matter.  Let  me  state  more 
briefly  still  what  I  understand  to  be  the 
position  of  New  South  Wales — it  is  that 
she  may  possibly  be  outvoted  by  Colo- 
nies whose  interests  are  not  altogether 
identical  with  her  own.  There  is  a 
gpreater  community  of  present  interests 
among  Victoria  and  the  Colonies  which 
agree  with  her  than  between  them  and 
New  South  Wales.  There  is  a  clause 
which  assigns  the  powers  to  be  given  to 
the  Council,  and  the  first  power  com- 
prises all  the  relations  between  the  Con- 
tinent of  Australia  and  the  Islands  of 
the  Pacific.  Now,  this  is  an  enormous 
power.  Your  Lordships  should  bear  in 
mind  that  the  gpreat  bulk  of  the  ship- 
ping is  owned  by  New  South  Wales  and 
New  Zealand — the  greater  proportion, 
I  believe,  by  New  South  Wales.  If, 
therefore,  the  control  of  that  shipping  is 
to  be  vested  in  the  Council,  at  which 
these  two  Colonies  may  be  outvoted, 
there  is  some  reasonable  ground   for 
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New  South  Wales  holding  her  hand  be- 
fore entering  into  a  union  in  which  she 
would  be  irrevocably  tied.  The  fact  is, 
that  New  South  Wales  and  New  Zea- 
land in  this  matter  really  hold  a  position 
from  which  they  cannot  practically  be 
dislodged.  I  think  it  is  absolutely  ne- 
cessary that  any  scheme  of  this  sort  for 
Australian  Federation  should  be  one 
which  invites,  and  not  compels.  I  do 
not  attempt  to  decide  which  is  right  in 
this  question.  New  South  Wales  or 
Victoria ;  I  do  not  think  you  mast  look 
upon  it  as  a  matter  of  rights,  but  as  a 
question  of  facts.  It  has  been  said  that 
if  we  were  to  allow  this  Council  to  be 
formed,  with  the  power  of  withdrawal 
to  the  Colonies  represented  on  it,  the 
threat  of  withdrawal  would  so  paralyse 
the  action  of  the  Council  that  there 
would  be  no  wholesome  or  satisfactory 
legislation.  I  do  not  doubt,  however, 
that  the  Members  of  the  Council  will 
act  as  reasonable  men;  and  I  do  not 
anticipate  that  the  business  of  the  Coun- 
cil wUl  be  carried  on  by  threats  and 
menace.  When  men  representing  these 
great  Colonies  are  brought  face  to  face 
round  a  table  they  wiU,  I  think,  fed 
that  upon  their  union  depends  the  suc- 
cess of  their  legislation.  It  is  bodi 
disagreeable  and  painful  for  anyone 
who  has  the  progpress  of  these  Colonies 
at  heart  to  voto  or  speak  against  the 
wish  of  any  single  one  of  them  ;  and  if  I 
do  so  to-night  in  supporting  this  Slat 
clause,  it  is  in  the  simple  and  sincile 
belief  that  the  clause  is,  upon  the  whme, 
for  the  general  interests  of  the  Colonies. 
If  you  were  to  strike  that  clause  out, 
you  would  entirely  postpone  for  many 
years  to  come,  and  possioly  defeat  alto* 
gether,  the  Federation  of  the  Austrahaa 
Colonies.  I  believe  that  the  union  of 
these  Colonies  grows  closer  every  year. 
The  postal  system,  the  railway  system, 
the  teleg^ph  system,  the  coasting 
steamers,  and  last,  but  by  no  meani 
least,  those  important  Conferences  which 
have  been  held  for  several  years  past  oa 
subjects  essential,  and  almost  vital,  to 
the  interests  of  the  Australian  Cdoniet, 
such  as  the  question  of  defence— these, 
with  many  other  stops,  are  leading — 
and  very  quickly  leading — to  a  union, 
not  only  among  themselvee,  but  also  a 
closer  union  to  this  countiy.  I  value 
that  union  greatly,  even  in  the  form  ia 
which  it  comes  before  us ;  I  value  it  for 
its  own  sake,  but  still  more  as  a  stepping- 
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stone  towards  xnucli  better  relations 
with  this  country.  I  believe  it  is  a  true 
policy  to  go  rather  slowly  than  hastily 
in  this  matter.  In  politics  it  takes  a 
long  time  to  achieve  large  results.  I 
thbk  no  stone  should  be  left  xmtumed 
to  achieve  a  union  closer  than  that  which 
the  Bill  represents ;  but  I  am  inclined 
to  accept  it  as  an  instalment,  and  I  look 
forward  to  the  results  with  great  satis- 
faction. I  believe  that  every  efifort 
made  to  promote  this  union  will  be  se- 
conded by  this  country  with  a  hearty 
and  cordial  feeling  of  affection  and 
03rmpathy. 

LoBD  NORTON  said,  he  had  no  fear 
that  this  measure  would  fail ;  indeed, 
he  thought  it  had  every  prospect  of 
bringing  about  a  growing  union  between 
all  the  Colonies  and  the  Mother  Country. 
The  questions  alluded  to  by  the  noble 
Earl  who  had  just  spoken  were  ques- 
tions which  might  well  be  raised  in  Com- 
mittee, and  would,  no  doubt,  be  brought 
forward  when  the  Bill  reached  that 
stage.  The  secret  of  the  success  of  this 
measure  was  that  it  was  the  Bill  of  the 
Colonists  themselves,  and  under  a  sense 
of  their  own  necessity.  A  dread  of 
Foreign  Powers  annexing  adjacent 
lands,  and  the  sending  of  some  of  their 
worst  criminals  into  their  neighbour- 
hood, gave  them  a  sense  of  a  com- 
mon danger  and  common  interest,  and 
from  that  sprung  the  present  Bill, 
which  had  been  drawn  up  by  the  Colo- 
nists themselves.  Queensland  attempted 
to  annex  part  of  New  Guinea  to  Her 
Majesty's  r)ominion8  without  consulting 
Her  Majesty  herself.  This  the  Coloniid 
Minister  rightly  refused  to  sanction ; 
but  he  said,  at  the  same  time,  that  he 
hoped  soon  the  Australian  Colonies 
would  combine  together  and  provide 
the  cost  to  carry  out  such  measures  of 
annexation  as  Her  Majesty  might  think 
it  expedient  to  adopt.  Then  came  the 
Conference  at  Sydney,  when  this  Bill 
was  drafted.  The  intervening  Corre- 
spondence between  the  Colonial  Minister 
and  the  Agents  General  of  the  Colonies 
illustrated  exactly  the  kind  of  Imperial 
consultation  and  co-action  which  alone 
was  practicable  and  effective.  This  sub- 
ject, which  was  of  Imperial  concern,  and 
in  the  interest  of  the  United  Empire, 
was  first  discussed  in  the  local  Parlia- 
ments. The  proposal  was  communicated 
to  the  Home  Government  by  the  Queen's 
local  Bepresentatives,   the  Governors. 


The  plan  was  then  discussed  between 
the  Colonial  Agents  and  the  Secretary  of 
State.  Legislation  first  emanated  from 
a  local  Convention,  and  came  to  the  Im- 
perial Parliament  for  final  approval. 
The  Federal  Council,  resulting  from  this 
complete  Imperial  discussion  for  deal- 
ing with  matters  of  common  Austral- 
asian interest,  was  itself  yaluable  as 
setting  in  practical  contrast  Colonial 
Federation  with  yague  talk  about  Im- 
perial Federation.  The  Federal  Council 
would  probably  lead  to  complete  Inter- 
colonial Federation  for  Australasia,  such 
as  had  been  effected  in  Canada.  This 
would  not  only  strengthen  the  Empire 
at  large,  but  increase  the  power  of  the 
Colonies  for  their  own  defence,  removing 
the  internal  jealousies  and  rivalries 
which  impeded  the  development  of  their 
strength  and  prosperity.  It  would  be  a 
poor  compliment  to  such  revived  loyalty 
to  treat  it  as  something  new,  forgetting 
the  same  fellow  -  enlistment  against 
French  Armies  in  America.  It  would 
affront  the  Australians  to  accept  them 
as  allies.  They  wished  to  form  part  of 
the  Imperial  Army.  He  hoped  the  next 
practical  result  of  this  Feaeral  Council 
would  be  the  formation  of  an  Aus- 
tralian Squadron  xmder  Her  Majesty's 
Flag.  It  might  be  said  that  Colonial 
Squadrons  could  act  only  in  local  seas ; 
but  even  that  meant  that  there  would 
be,  in  the  aggregate,  an  Imperial  Navy 
in  all  parts  of  the  world.  We  were 
now  witnessing  how  local  Land  Forces 
would  combine  for  any  common  Im- 
perial necessity.  He  would  reserve  for 
Committee  some  comments  on  points 
of  detail,  and  would  only  add  that,  as 
a  whole,  the  measure  seemed  a  matter 
of  congratulation  on  the  part  of  the 
nation  at  large,  happily  coinciding  with 
other  circumstances  at  this  moment  in 
thepromise  of  revived  Imperial  strength. 
Viscount  BUKY  said,  that  the  Bill 
was  a  step  in  the  right  direction  ;  but  it 
was  rather  a  leap  in  the  dark  until  we 
knew  what  New  South  Wales  would  do 
in  the  matter.  A  Federation  without 
New  South  Wales  and  New  Zealand 
would  be  like  the  play  of  Hamlet  with- 
out the  Prince  of  Denmark.  He  could 
not  help  thinking  that  the  clause  which 
had  been  the  subject  of  so  much  com- 
ment on  the  part  of  his  noble  Friends 
(Clause  31)  was  a  very  necessary  one ; 
indeed,  he  thought  it  did  not  go  far 
enough.    As  New  South  Wales   and 
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New  Zealand  were  pre-eminently  ahip- 

Sing  Colonies,  and  their  Mercantile 
[arine  might  be  affected  by  the  action 
of  the  Federal  Oouncil,  it  was  not  only 
right  that  they  should  have  the  power 
of  secession  provided  for,  but  that  they 
should  have  the  power  of  claiming  in- 
demnity if  their  interests  were  prejudi- 
cially afTeoted  by  the  action  of  the  Ooun- 
cil. He  could  not  disguise  the  fact  that 
opinion  in  the  Colonies  had  been  unani- 
mous when  such  important  omissions 
had  to  be  allowed  for;  and  he  could 
only  hope  that  the  operation  of  the  Bill 
might  be  more  satisfactory  than  he  was 
able  to  anticipate  it  would  be.  He  con- 
gratulated the  noble  Earl  at  the  head  of 
the  Colonies  upon  the  opportunity  of  mak- 
ing such  a  proposal,  and  he  hoped  that 
the  Bill  would  be  successful  and  useful. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2^  accord- 
ingly, and  eommitted  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 

ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY  REDIS- 

TRIBUTION  BILL.— (No.  76.) 

{The  Lord  Fresident,) 

SKOOin)  BBADIirO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

LoBD  CARLINGFOED  (Lobd  Pke- 
siDSKT  of  the  Council),  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said, 
that  under  the  existing  law  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  had  the  power  to  distribute 
the  force  every  five  years.  It  was  de- 
sirable that  he  should  have  the  power 
at  once  of  making  a  supplementary  re- 
distribution, which  would  have  the  effect 
of  relieving  some  localities  of  extra 
charge  and  increasing  in  them  the  quota 
of  the  free  force. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\" 
—{The  Lord  Freeidont.) 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2'  accord- 
ingly, and  eommitted  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  To-morrow, 

EGYPTIAN  LOAN  BILL.— (No.  74.) 

{The  Earl  OranvUle.) 

SECOND  EEADIKO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

Eael  GRANVILLE,  in  rising  to  move 
that  ihe  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
said :  Your  Lordships  may  remember 
that  in  1 882  the  English  and  French  Con* 

Viscount  Burg 


trollers  in  Egypt  were  of  opinion  that 
the  financial  state  of  Egypt  was  such  as 
to  require  a  suspension  of  the  Law  of 
Liquidation,  and  that  at  the  beginning 
of  last  year  a  Conference  met  in  London 
to  consider  the  subject.  This  Confer- 
ence arrived  at  certain  conclusions — the 
necessity  of  raising  £8,000,000  to  re- 
store the  finances  of  Egypt,  the  ex- 
pediency of  suspending  the  Sinking 
Fund,  and  the  urgency  of  certain  ad- 
ministrative expenditure ;  but  there  was 
a  difference  of  opinion  as  to  the  amount 
of  Hevenue  which  could  properly  be 
raised.  The  Conference  was  brought  to 
an  end  by  an  ultimatum  proposed  by  the 
French  Government,  which,  unfortu- 
nately, it  was  not  possible  for  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  accept.  Last 
Autumn  Lord  Northbrook  went  out  to 
Egypt,  and  made  most  valuable  and 
exhaustive  Beports,  and  negotiations 
were  renewed  among  the  Powers,  which, 
lasted  nearly  five  months.  The  result 
was  that  the  Powers  agreed  again  as  to 
the  normal  administrative  Expenditure 
of  Egypt,  including  £200,000  for  the 
cost  of  Uie  Army  of  Occupation ;  and  they 
agreed  to  the  sum  to  be  raised  being  ex- 
tended from  £8,000,000  to  £9,000,000, 
this  loan  being  raised  on  a  joint  and 
several  Guarantee  of  the  Powers.  This 
Guarantee.is  of  a  sum  of  £815,000  per 
annum  until  the  whole  loan  is  repaid, 
and  is  to  be  the  first  charge  on  the  Re- 
venues assigned  to  the  Debt,  and  re- 
ceived by  the  Caisse,  The  difference  be- 
tween the  interest  in  each  year  on  the  Debt 
outstanding  and  the  £315,000  is  to  be 
carried  to  a  Sinking  Fund  only  applicable 
to  the  present  loan.  This  Sinking  Fund 
may  be  increased  by  1  percent  out  of  the 
future  surplus  of  the  general  Kevenue 
Fund.  This  Agreement  has  been  em- 
bodied in  a  Convention  which  forms  the 
Schedule  of  the  present  Bill.  The  first 
Article  of  the  Convention  enables  the 
Egyptian  Government  to  raise  a  loan  of 
£9,000,000  at  a  rate  not  exceeding  3^ 
per  cent,  and  provides  that  the  Khedive 
shall  by  a  Decree  fix  the  rate,  the  con- 
ditions, and  the  dates  of  issue.  The  re- 
mainder of  the  Convention  carries  out 
the  provisions  which  I  have  already  men- 
tioned, with  the  necessary  technical  de- 
tails. Your  Lordships  will  have  ob- 
served that  this  Agreement,  carried  out 
after  much  discussion,  contains  conces- 
sions on  both  sides.  Those  made  to  us 
are  considerable.    In  the  first  place,  the 
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Powers  have  accepted  as  a  basis  bur 
figures  of  the  Bevenue  of  Egypt  instead 
of  the  French.  Secondly,  they  have 
agreed  to  a  reduction  of  interest  to  the 
bondholders,  though  to  a  less  extent 
than  we  had  originally  proposed ;  and, 
thirdly,  they  have  agreed  to  the  taxation 
of  foreigners  in  Egypt.  They  have 
agreed  that  there  shall  be  no  inquiry  for 
two  years,  and  that  the  contribution  to 
the  Army  should  be  £200,000  instead  of 
£120,000.  These  are  five  concessious 
over  the  proposals  made  by  France,  and 
adopted  by  several  of  the  Powers  at  the 
Conference  of  last  year.  The  only  con- 
cession, if  it  can  be  so  called,  is  that  the 
Guarantee  of  the  £9,000,000  Loan 
should  be  a  joint  and  several  Guarantee 
by  the  Powers.  If  the  same  objections 
are  urged  such  as  have  been  already 
stated  afl^nst  this  Joint  Guarantee,  it 
will  be  the  duty  of  one  of  my  Colleagues 
or  myself  to  repeat  the  replies  which 
have  already  been  made  on  this  subject. 

Mwed,  "That  the  Bill  be  nowread  2\" 
^TkeEarl  Granville.) 

The  Marquess  of  S  ALI8BXJEY :  My 
Lords,  the  course  which  this  House  oueht 
to  adopt  with  respect  to  a  Bill  of  this 
character  is  one  of  some  considerable 
difficulty,  because  the  consequences  of 
our  acts  would  go  far  beyond  the  imme- 
diate effect  on  Egyptian  finance,  and 
would  touch  the  interests  of  this  country 
and  its  relations  to  Foreign  Powers  at  a 
time  when  those  relations  are  the  sub- 
ject of  considerable  anxiety.  My  Lords, 
I  confess  that  the  further  opportunity  I 
have  had  of  studying  this  Bill  the  less 
satisfied  am  I  with  the  view  which  Her 
Majesty's  Gbvernment  have  taken,  and 
with  the  considerations  which  they  have 
obtained  for  concessions  which  the 
noble  Earl  himself  describes  as  trivial, 
but  of  which  my  principal  complaint  is 
that  they  are  doubtful  and  ambiguous, 
and  may  entail  consequences  of  the  most 
vital  character.  The  advantage  gained 
by  this  arrangement  is  of  a  very  small 
and  unimportant  kind.  There  is  a  power 
to  tax  the  coupon  5  per  cent ;  there  is  a 

rwer  to  tax  the  foreign  bondholders, 
quite  agree  that  the  foreign  bond- 
holder might  be  taxed,  and  I  quite  agree 
with  the  noble  Earl  in  wishing  to  fax 
him  more.  But  the  advantage  gained  by 
Bobmitting  him  to  taxation  is  one  of  a 
purely  pecuniary  character,  and  will 
probti^ly  not  be  much  felt  by  the  Egyp- 


tian finances  at  a  future  time  at  no  great 
distance.  Another  advantage  is  that 
the  foreigner  himself  may  be  taxed,  and 
there  is  no  doubt  that  the  inability  of 
the  Egyptian  Qt>vernment  to  tax  fo- 
reigners residing  in  their  domains  was 
a  great  abuse.  I  do  not  believe  that 
the  claim  to  exemption  irom  taxation 
was  a  just  claim.  There  is  no  doubt 
that  the  exemption  has  grown  up  as  a 
matter  of  custom,  and  it  is  a  matter  of 
very  serious  reproach  that  it  has  been 
allowed  to  last  so  long,  or  that  foreigners 
who  reside  in  Egypt  and  get  all  the  ad- 
vantages of  government  should  be  exempt 
from  contributing  to  the  burdens  of  the 
country.  It  is  really  a  reproach  to  the 
Christian  nations  that  they  have  insisted 
upon  forcing  such  a  concession  upon  a 
Mahommedan  Power.  These  are  the 
only  two  advantages,  as  far  as  I  can  see, 
which  the  noble  Earl  tells  us  that  the 
Government  have  obtained.  "When  the 
noble  Earl  said  that  there  was  to  be  no 
inquiry  for  two  years,  I  could  not  see 
what  concession  there  was  in  that. 
"What  right  have  the  Powers  to  any  in- 
quiry at  all?  Inquiry  is  entirely  a 
matter  for  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
They  are  not  bound  to  admit  it  now— 
they  will  not  be  bound  to  admit  it  two 
years  hence,  unless  the  circumstances 
then  should  be  very  different  from  those 
which  prevail  now.  I  earnestly  hope 
that  nothing  like  an  International  in- 
quiry is  understood  to  be  one  of  the  re- 
sults of  the  passing  of  this  Bill.  Diffi- 
cult as  our  present  position  is,  I  should 
not  feel  it  consistent  with  my  duty  to 
vote  in  favour  of  the  Bill  if  I  tliought  it 
involved,  as  a  necessary  consequence, 
that  in  two  years  we  should  hand  over 
Egypt  practically  to  be  governed  by  an 
International  Commission.  But  the  real 
cause  which  forced  this  financial  opera- 
tion on  the  Government  was  that  most 
imprudent  admission  of  the  liability  of 
Egypt  to  make  good  the  results  of  the 
operations  at  Alexandria  which  the  Go- 
vernment fell  into  two  years  ago.  It 
was  entirely  the  consequence  of  a  verbal 
subtlety  on  the  part  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister. Usually  his  verbal  subtleties 
have  no  further  effect  than  to  minister 
to  the  amusement  and  entertainment  of 
Her  Majesty's  subjects.  But  in  this 
case,  because  he  chose  to  lay  down  that 
the  operations  we  were  engaged  in  were 
not  war,  but  only  **  military  operations," 
the  consequence  was  that  what   took 
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place  at  Alexandria  was  not  treated  as 
the  result  of  war,  and  the  Egyptian 
Oovemment  has  had  to  do  what  is  never 
done  as  the  result  of  warlike  operations 
— namely,  to  make  good  to  private  in- 
dividuals the  losses  and  injuries  which 
they  have  sustained.  I  do  not  mean  to 
say  that,  as  a  matter  of  compassion  and 
humanity,  those  who  have  suffered  from 
the  Alexandria  bombardment  and  con- 
sequent fire  should  not  have  some  relief. 
But  the  burden  which  has  been  placed 
upon  the  unfortimate  taxpayers  of  Egypt 
has  been  exceedingly  heavy,  and  it  has 
been  the  necessity  of  finding  so  much 
money  which  has  thrown  the  Egyptian 
fi.nance8  into  that  state  of  confusion 
which  has  forced  the  noble  Earl  to  have 
recourse  to  this  measure.  The  loan  has 
been  obtained.  It  was  necessary  chiefly 
because  of  the  Alexandrian  Indenmities, 
but  not  solely  on  that  account.  The 
loan,  however,  might  have  been  ob- 
tained with  equal  facility  by  the  Gua- 
rantee of  this  country,  and  could  have 
been  raised  at  quite  as  easy  a  rate  of 
interest.  What  is  it  that  has  induced 
Foreign  Powers  to  step  in  and  say  that 
this  country  should  not  undertake  itself, 
as  apparently  the  noble  Earl  originally 
wished,  to  use  its  credit  for  the  purpose 
of  assisting  the  Egyptian  Government, 
but  that  it  should  obtain  the  assistance 
of  the  credit  of  all  the  other  European 
Governments  ?  That  is  a  point  to  which 
the  noble  Earl  did  not  allude.  He  tells 
us  that  was  hardly  a  concession.  He 
admits  that  it  is  the  one  thing  for  which 
the  Foreign  Powers  pressed,  though  in 
the  Papers  the  noble  Earl  has  laid  be- 
fore us  there  is  no  trace  of  that  pressure, 
there  is  no  indication  of  the  demand  to 
which  the  Gt)vemment  have  yielded.  If 
it  was  a  small  concession,  why  was  it 
pressed  with  so  much  energy  by  Foreign 
Govemments  ?  What  is  the  advantage 
of  not  making  the  Guarantee  alone  ?  Is 
there  something  in  itself  so  exceedingly 
attractive  in  being  allowed  to  incur  a 
portion  of  a  debt  that  all  our  dear  friends 
on  the  Continent  should  have  crowded 
together  and  said — ''Our  generosity 
wm  not  allow  you  to  bear  the  burden 
alone,  and  we  insist  on  contributing  the 
advantage  of  our  valuable  and  unques- 
tionable  credit."  The  noble  Earl  has 
never  attempted  to  explain  what  is  the 
real  meaning  of  this  outburst  of  gene- 
rosity. There  is  nothing  to  account  for 
it,  except  the  attribution  to  various  Fo- 
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reign  Governments  of  sentiments  of  a 
most  high  and  almost  impracticable  du- 
racter ;  and  it  is  wonderful  that  the  sns- 
picions  of  the  noble  Earl  should  not 
have  been  excited.  I  envy  the  noble 
Earl  the  childlike  generosity  and  ami* 
plicity  of  his  disposition.  He  evidenUj 
thinks  it  was  nothing  but  emotions  of 
this  exalted  character  which  induced  the 
dear  Allies  to  rush  in  with  their  assist- 
ance in  order  to  relieve  English  finance 
from  the  burden.  I  suppose  it  moit 
have  crossed  the  noble  Earl's  mind  that 
possibly  there  was  another  motive.  It 
must  have  crossed  his  mind  that  there 
was  a  desire  on  the  part  of  some  of  the 
Foreign  Powers  to  make  this  offer  of  i 
Joint  Guarantee  the  ground  of  a  dtim 
for  subsequent  interference.  And  how 
is  the  noble  Earl  disposed  to  deal  with 
such  a  claim  ?  Will  he  give  us  an  ab- 
solute denial  that  any  such  claim  exists? 
Will  he  put  on  record  a  positive  state- 
ment that  there  is  no  claim  whaterer 
arising  from  which  any  of  the  Foreiga 
Powers  can  take  advantage  on  account 
of  the  Guarantee  which  they  have  girea 
to  this  loan  for  being  formally  permitted 
to  interfere  in  the  conduct  of  Uie  affdn 
of  Egypt?  I  should  like  to  hear  siidi 
a  statement  from  the  noble  Earl ;  and  I 
hope  that,  before  the  debate  closes,  some- 
thing of  that  kind  may  fall  from  hii 
lips.  I  confess  that  I  should  be  glad  to 
have  something  more  formal  still.  If 
matters  had  been  as  they  were  whet 
this  Bill  was  in  the  House  of  Gommom, 
I  should  have  been  disposed  to  ask  yoor 
Lordships  to  record,  on  passing  this  KB 
through  its  formal  stages,  that,  in  giring 
your  assent  to  it,  you  did  not  recogniie 
the  acquisition  of  any  power  of  inter- 
ference in  consequence  of  the  Guarantee 
that  is  given.  At  the  same  time,  I  con- 
fess that  it  is  not  a  good  thing  for  i 
Legislative  Assembly  as  a  rule  io  in- 
terfere in  diplomatic  proceedings;  aad 
there  is  no  doubt  that,  at  the  present 
moment,  the  noble  Earl  has  negotiatiooi 
of  considerable  difiiculty  on  hand  whick 
deal  with  this  very  question.  If  tfij 
Foreign  Government  should  wish  to  in- 
terfere in  Egypt^  I  earnestly  hope  thii 
the  noble  Earl  will  maintain  the  righti 
of  the  Egyptian  Government  and  of  tUi 
country  intact,  and  that  he  will  not  grrt 
way  to  any  unreasonable  proposals.  Bnt 
while  entertaining  that  hope,  we  ut 
bound  to  do  noti^ng  that  might  make 
the  noble  Earl's  task  more  difficall; 
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tnd  if  we  took  any  formal  action  in  that 
respect — althongh  it  might  be  desirable 
to  have  a  decision  of  that  kind— it  is 
possible  that  his  hands  might  be  in  some 
degree  embarrassed,  and  that  we  should 
not  be  consulting  the  true  interests  of 
the  Public  Service.     Although,  there- 
fore, I  feel  strongly  the  imprudence  of 
this  measure,  and  although  it  is  impos- 
sible to  conceal  from  one's  self  that  at 
some  future  date  what  we  are  doing  now 
may  add  to  the  difficulties  of  the  Foreign 
Minister  of  the  time,  yet,  on  the  whole, 
as  a  balance  of  considerations,  I  think 
it  is  better  that  we  should  pass  this  Bill 
without  any  qualifying  vote  as  it  stands, 
and  should  leave  to  Her  Majesty's  Gro- 
vemment  the  responsibility  which  na- 
turally belongs  to  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment for  any  consequences  with  which 
we  ourselves,   as  a   Legislative  Body, 
cannot  deal.    But,  in  doing  so,  I  must 
earnestly  impress  upon  your  Lordships 
that  we  are  parting  with  the  means  of 
extracting  from  the  (Government  some 
statement  of  their  policy  with  respect  to 
Egypt.    I  earnestly  hope,  however,  that 
we  may  persuade  them,  in  spite  of  that 
generosity  on  our  part,  to  treat  us  with 
a  little  more  frankness  and  a  little  more 
candour  than  they  have  hitherto  done 
with  respect  to  the  intentions  they  enter- 
tain as  reg^ards  the  duration  of  their  posi- 
tion in  Egypt  and  the  policy  they  intend 
to  pursue  there.    They  have  reserved  to 
themselves  an  absolute  freedom ;  they 
have  refused  to  indicate  clearly  whether 
they  intend  to  stay  in,  or  whether  they  in- 
tend to  go  from  the  Soudan ;  they  havere- 
fiised  to  give  any  security  for  any  length- 
ened continuance  of  the  power  of  this 
country  in  Eg3rpt ;  and  in  doing  all  these 
things  they  have  infinitely  multiplied 
the  difficulties  with  which  England  has 
to  contend  in  that  country.     They  have 
refused  to  give  any  assurance  as  to  the 
duration  of  theirj  stay  in  Egypt,  and 
of  their  intentions  with  respect  to  the 
Soudan.    Now,  to  do  as  they  have  done, 
leaving  these  things  in  ambiguity,  to 
hide  under  a  veil  of  doubtful  and  equi- 
vocal language  the  policy  on  which  they 
have  resolved,  is  really  to  announce  to 
every  tribe  and  to  every  officer  in  Egypt 
that,  as  a  matter  of  safety,  they  cannot 
venture  to  be  friends  or  supporters  of 
England.     They  are  announcing  to  all 
the  tribes  of  the  Desert,  who  look  to  us 
to  know  whether,  with  a  due  considera- 
tion for  their  own  future  security)  it  is 
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possible  for  them  to  range  themselves 
under  our  banner,  that  they  can  give 
them  no  assurance,  and  that  there  is  a 
fair  and  very  probable  prospect  that  if 
those  who  are  the  least  fanatical  among 
them  should  help  us,  and  make  easy  for 
us  our  military  operations,  or  our  civi- 
lizing mission,  the  results  to  them  will  be 
an  early  abandonment  of  our  position, 
and  their  exposure  to  all  the  vengeance 
of  the  fanatical  co-religionists  and  co- 
nationalists  whom  they  will  be  accused 
of  betraying.  I  believe  that  there  is  no 
duty  that  is  more  incumbent  on  the  Go- 
vernment at  this  moment  than  to  give 
those  who  are  watching  to  see  what  our 
intentions  are  in  Egypt  a  clear  indica- 
tion of  their  policy.  This  measure  is 
only  one  among  the  chain  of  uncertain 
and  ambiguous  indications  which  has 
already  covered  their  path  with  so  much 
difficulty.  I  entreat  the  noble  Earl,  if 
he  will  not  do  it  to-night,  at  all  events 
before  this  measure  leaves  this  House, 
and  before  the  opportunity  is  gone,  to 
make  it  the  occasion  of  a  clear  indication 
of  his  intentions,  and  that  he  will  remove 
the  veil  that  conceals  from  the  world, 
and  from  our  possible  allies  in  Egypt, 
the  intentions  which  the  British  Go- 
vernment entertain. 

Thb  Duke  of  MAELBOROUGH  said, 
the  Government  had  pursued  their  usual 
course  of  simply  announcing  foregone 
conclusions,  and  of  refraining  &om 
stating  the  policy  they  intended  to  pur- 
sue. The  Convention  was  a  foregone 
conclusion,  and  it  would  be  impossible 
for  that  House  to  make  any  Motion 
which  would  neutralize  what  had  been 
done  in ' '  another  place."  He  maintained, 
however,  that  there  was  i)o  necessity 
whatever  to  make  that  Convention,  ex- 
cept to  extricate  Her  Majesty's  Qt)vern- 
ment  from  difficulties  which  they  had 
themselves  created  ;  and  he  would  urge 
on  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  the  enormous  importance,  if  the 
Convention  was  to  be  accepted,  of  a  dis- 
tinct declaration  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  policy  they  intended  to 
pursue  with  respect  to  the  Soudan.  They 
knew  from  the  declarations  of  the  Prime 
Minister  himself  that  for  two  years  Her 
Maj  esty 's  Government  trusted  to  frighten^ 
ing  the  Powers  in  reference  to  the  Law  of 
Liquidation ;  and  this  view  of  the  matter 
was  confirmed  by  Sir  Evelyn  Baring's 
Beport.  The  Government  would  not  see 
that  this  law  was  the  greatest  guarantee 
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of  peace  that  we  possessed.    Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  never  shown 
that  it  was  really  necessary  to  alter  the 
Law  of  Liquidation.     For  his  own  parfc, 
he  was  disposed  to  adopt  the  doctrine 
that  the  value  of  Egyptian  securities  was 
a  test  of  the  prosperity  of  that  country ; 
and  there  was  ample  evidence  to  show 
that  under  the  Dual  Control  they  had 
doubled  in  value,  and  the  Egyptian  Go- 
vernment, from  being  in  a  state  of  insol- 
vency, became  able  to  borrow  on  reason- 
able terms.     He  was  justified  in  saying 
that  under  a  good  Administration  the 
Bevenue  of  Egyj)t  was  a  highly  elastic 
one,   and  that    the  taxation  upon  the 
Privileged  land  would  produce  a  con- 
sideraole  augmentation  of  that  Bevenue. 
Had  Her  Majesty's  Government  sought 
to  have  administered  Egypt   properly, 
they  should  have  made  themselves  re- 
sponsible, either  directly  or  indirectly, 
for  the  acts  of  the  Khedive   and   his 
Ministry;   secondly,  they  should  have 
appointed  a Kesident  Minister  of  position, 
who  would  have  commanded  the  respect 
of  Foreign  Powers  and  of  the  Egyptians 
themselves;   thirdly,  they  should  have 
preserved  a  friendly  co-operation  with 
the  French ;  fourthly,  they  should  have 
developed  the  resources  of  Egypt  by  im- 
proving the  irrigation ;  and,  fifthly— and 
Ae  looked  upon  this  point  as  almost  the 
most  important  of  all — they  should  have 
taken  in  hand  the  superintendence  of 
taxation  in  the  country,  and  should  have 
pu^hpd  on  the  Cadastral  Survey.    But 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had    done 
none  of  these  things.      Why  had  not 
Her  Majesty's  Government  initiated  in 
Egypt  such  a  policy  as  Lord  Dufferin 
would  have  attempted  to  carry  out  by 
increasing  tlie  agricultural  resources  of 
the  country,  by  improving  irrigation,  by 
equalising  the  Land  Tax,  by  completing 
the  Cadastral  Survey,  and  by  supervising 
the  collection  of  the  Bevenue  ?    None  of 
these  matters  were  going  to  receive  the 
attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
except  the  question  of  irrigation.    Until 
Her  Miyesty's  Government  had  given 
a   clear  pronouncement    of  the  policy 
they  meant  to  pursue  they  had  no  right 
to   come  before    the    House    and   the 
oountry   and    make  such    a    proposaL 
What  he  wanted  to  know  was,  on  what 
principle   the    Government    had   spent 
nearlv  £15,000,000  in  Efl^pt,  and  also 
•aainoed  many  of  the  livea  of  their 
feUow-coontrymen  f    If  he  was  to  be  a 
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Liberal,  why  was  he  to  be  told  that  it 
was  wrong  for  the  late  Administratioa 
to  spend  £20,000.000  in  Afghanistan, 
and  that  it  was  not  wrong  for  thepresait 
Administration  to  spend  £20,000,000  in 
Egypt?  The  second  point  he  wished 
to  bring  before  the  House  was  wbethw 
Her  Majesty's  Government  would,  in 
face  of  the  sacrifices  they  had  called 
upon  the  country  to  make,  in  men,  money, 
and  prestige,  even  now,  at  the  eleventh 
hour,  give  any  rational  explanation  of 
the  policy  they  intended  to  pursue  in 
Egypt  ?  Would  the  Government  put  the 
despatches  of  Lord  Wolseley  before  the 
House,  and  would  they  say  whether 
they  were  prepared  to  follow  hia  advice? 
Did  Lord  Wolseley  approve  of  the 
scuttle  from  the  Soudan,  and  had  he  not 
given  to  Her  Majesty's  Government 
some  indication  of  the  consequenees 
likely  to  ensue  if  they  retired  from  the 
Soudan?  Lord  Wolseley  had,  he  be- 
lieved, expressed  a  strong  opinion  on 
that  subject;  and  he  thought  it  was 
monstrous  that  the  country  should  not 
be  in  possession  of  the  views  of  Lord 
Wolseley.  He  was  quite  sure  of  one 
thing,  and  that  was  that  the  Tory  Party 
must  be  extremely  glad  that  they  had 
no  part  or  share  in  these  matters.  What 
was  really  wanted  now  from  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  was  some  annoance- 
ment  that  what  he  called  the  Penal 
Clause  of  the  Convention  might  not  he 
put  in  force — the  Penal  Clause  with 
regard  to  the  meeting  of  the  Conferenct 
at  the  end  of  two  years.  He  hoped 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  would 
inaugurate  such  a  financial  policy  in 
Egypt  as  would  show  that  they  wexe 
determined  Egypt  should  remain  sol« 
vent,  and  that  at  the  end  of  two  yean, 
instead  of  there  being  a  return  to  Inter- 
national Control,  Egypt  would  be  in  a 
thoroughly  prosperous  and  aatiidaetofy 

condition.      

Lord  WENTWOBTH  said,  he  should 
oppose  with  his  voice  or  vote  any  British 
Guarantee  of  an  Egyptian  Loan  which 
was  intended  to  pay  claims  which  wt 
unjust  in  their  nature  and  enormooa  in 
their  amount.  He  doubted  whether  aaj 
unsalaried  Member  of  either  Hoase  of 
Parliament  thought  the  Arrangemeat 
then  in  question  was  anything  bat  a 
great  Treaty  of  partition  and  appro- 
priation among  the  European  Shylocka 
of  the  fortunes  of  I^pt  and  Kngiaad 
alike. 
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Eabl  GEANVILLE  :  I  cannot  allow 
the  debate  to  close  without  saying  one 
or  two  words.    First,  I  am  quite  ready 
to  acknowledge  the  tone  of  the  noble 
Marquess  in  the  observations  he  has 
made ;  and  I  also  give  him  full  credit  for 
bis  siaoerity  in  giving,  as  one  of  his  rea- 
sons for  not  doing   anything  touching 
this  Bill,  the  due  regard  which  he  felt 
for  the  critical  circumstances  in  which 
the  foreign  affairs  of  this  country  are 
now  placed.    I  must  say  that  beyond 
that  1  am  exceedingly  glad  he  did  not 
giye  effect  to  the  threat  he  shadowed 
forth  some  weeks  ago,  because  I  think 
a  Motion  of  that  sort  would  not  only 
have  tended  to  embarrass  us  with  Fo- 
reign Powers,  but  would  have  been  a 
sortof  acknowledgment  that  this  Guaran- 
tee gave  the  Powers  of  Europe  a  right 
of  control  which  they  do  not  now  possess. 
There  is  no  doubt  whatever  that  there 
are  a  great  many  International  engage- 
ments of  all  sorts  in  regard  to  Egypt. 
The  noble  Duke  says — ^Why  not  settle 
this  matter  without  any  infringement 
whatever  of  the  Liquidation  Law  ?  The 
noble  Marquess  took  a  different  view. 
He  said  that  it  was  not  in  the  least 
necessary  to  do  this,  hecause  we  might 
guarantee    the  loan;    but  you  cannot 
guarantee  that  any  loan  shall  be  raised 
under   the  existing   Liquidation    Law 
except  with  the  consent  of  the    other 
Powers.     My  Oolleagues  and  I  have 
been  reflecting  on  this  subject.    I  have 
read  the  speeches  made  on  the  Opposi- 
tion side,  and  I  have  never  yet  seen 
what  the  practical  view  was,  and  how  it 
was  to  be  carried  out — namely,  that 
against  and  without  any  consent  from 
the  European  Powers  we  were  to  extri- 
cate Egypt  from  the  difficult  financial 
position  in  which  she  was  placed.    The 
noble   Marquess  spoke  aoout  the  in- 
demnities.    I  ag^e  with  him  that  these 
indemnities  have  been  a  serious  addi- 
tion to  the  burdens  of  Egypt ;  but  I  do 
not  agree  with  him  when  he  said  that 
these  indemnities  arose  from  a  subtle 
distinction  by  Mr.  Gladstone  as  to  whe- 
ther we  were  engaged  simply  in  hostili- 
ties or  were  actually  at  war.    I  never 
heard  Mr.  Gladstone  make  any  defence 
of  these  indemnities  on  these  grounds. 
I  do  not  say  there  was  an  absolute  claim. 
There  was  a  very  great  pressure,  and  a 
justified  pressure,  on  Egypt ;  but  it  was 
not  the  burning  of  Alexandria,  it  was 
not  any  act  of  hostility,  it  was  after  the 


rebels  had  been  defeated  in  the  fortifica- 
tions that  the  Eg3rptians,  whom  the  Go- 
vernment of  Egypt  was  not  sufficiently 
strong  to  control,  destroyed  in  the  most 
wanton  way  the  town  of  Alexandria. 
Does  the  noble  Marquess  say  that  we 
ought  to  have  taken  the  Guarantee  upon 
ourselves?    Surely  he  knows  that  we 
could  not  have  done  that  without  in- 
terfering with  the  Law  of  Liquidation  ? 
We  might  have  occupied  Egypt,  and 
allowed  her  to  become  completely  bank' 
rupt;  but  that  would    not  have  been 
creditable.     We  might,  contrary  to  the 
past  policy  of  the  Government,  and  of 
noble  Lords  opposite  also,  have  taken 
absolute  and  permanent  possession  of 
Egypt,   and  applied    our  financial  re- 
sources to  the  purpose  of  clearing  o? 
the  whole  Egyptian  Debt,  taking  it  upon 
ourselves.     We  might,  in  short,   have 
placed  ourselves  in  opposition — illegal 
opposition — to  the  whole  of  Europe  by 
contravening  what  was  established  by 
International  Law.  The  noble  Marquess 
laid  great  stress  on  the  Government  not 
giving  an  explanation  of  their  policy  in 
Egypt  and  the  Soudan.    I  can  only  say 
that  nothing  has  been  more  consistent 
than  the  policy  of  the  Government  in 
regard  to  Egypt.    It  has  been  called 
vacillating;    but    we  have  been   per- 
sistent in  the  one  policy  which  we  have 
declared.    With  regard  to  the  Soudan — 
though  it  is  a  very  plausible  argument 
used  against  us  that  the  Government 
are  reticent — ^I  do  appeal  to  the  noble 
Marquess  whether,  on  calmly  refiecting, 
and  without  any  wish  to  embarrass  the 
Gt)vemment,  he  thinks  that    this  is  a 
particular  moment  in  which  it  would  be 
wise  and  expedient,  and  in  the  public 
interest,  for  us  exactly  to  specify  and 
define  the  course  which  we  propose  to 
take  in  the  Soudan?    I  trust  that  we 
shall  soon  be  able  to  give  further  ex- 
planations than  we  have  hitherto  given ; 
and,  judging  from  the  spint  in  which 
the  noble  Marquess  speaks  himself,  there 
seems  to  be  conkiderable  reticence  on  the 
part  of  the  Opposition  with  regard  to 
pressing  us  to  make  statements  which 
might  prove  prejudicial  to  the  interests 
of  the  nation. 

Viscount  CEANBROOK  :  I  wish  to 
make  one  observation  upon  the  remark 
of  the  noble  Earl  that  this  is  an  inop- 
portune time  to  make  further  annoimce- 
ments  in  regard  to  the  policy  of  the 
Government  in  connection  with  the  Sou- 
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dan.  We  have  taken  upon  ourselves  in 
the  Soudan  responsibilities  whicli  in- 
volve our  honour  and  credit  as  a  nation. 
For  example,  we  have  taken  upon  our- 
selves reponsibilities  towards  the  Mudir 
of  Dongola  and  the  troops  whom  he  has 
employed,  and  towards  the  friendly 
tribes  who  have  assisted  us  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  Suakin.  I  think  we  are 
bound,  whether  we  retire  from  the  coun- 
try or  not,  to  give  an  undertaking  to 
these  men  who  have  implicitly  trusted  to 
our  honour  that  we  are  not  going  to  be- 
tray and  desert  them. 

LoBD  STEATHNAIEN  said,  that  he 
did  not  suppose  that  so  unpatriotic  and 
unstatesmanlike  a  Bill,  or  one  so  humi- 
liating to  England  and  dangerous  to  the 
peace  of  Europe,  had  ever  been  pre- 
sented to  their  Lordships'  House  for 
approval.  What  could  be  more  morti- 
fying to  the  country  and  to  the  Army 
than  that  the  vast  outlay  of  money  and 
the  great  loss  of  gallant  and  good  offi- 
cers and  soldiers  should  be  so  little 
valued  by  Her  Majesty's  Government 
that  the  destinies  of  Egypt,  and  of  British 
arms  and  policy,  should  now  be  taken 
from  under  British  rule  and  confided  to 
a  hexagon  Government  of  which  England 
only  formed  a  sixth  part,  all  the  Go- 
vernments concerned  being  of  different 
policy,  religion,  and  interests?  The 
gift  of  the  control  of  the  government  of 
Egrpt,  which  had  been  so  freely  made 
in  iidl  confidence  in  the  trustworthiness 
and  disinterestedness  of  England,  had 
been  summarily  taken  away  by  the  Bill 
before  the  House,  in  remedyof  the  most 
ill-executed,  hurried,  and  vacillating 
policy  that  had  ever  stained  the  annals 
of  diplomacy.  To  prove  the  distinction 
and  the  vast  importance  of  the  position 
held  by  England  in  Egypt — the  most 
legitimate  that  could  be  conceived,  for  it 
was  voluntarily  given  her  by  the  five 
Powers — he  would  quote  Lord  Gran- 
ville's despatch  of  the  4th  of  January, 
1884,  which  said — 

'*  It  should  be  made  clear  to  the  Egyptian 
MimBters  and  Govemon  of  provinces  that  the 
responsibility  which  for  the  time  rests  on  Eng- 
land obliges  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  in- 
sist on  the  adoption  of  the  policy  which  they 
recommend,  and  that  it  will  be  necessary  that 
thoseMinisters  and  Governors  who  do  not  follow 
this  course  should  cease  to  hold  their  offices. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  feel  confident  that, 
in  the  event  of  a  change  of  Ministry  being  neces- 
sary, Egyptians  will  be  found,  either  amoug 
those  who  have  already  held  the  rank  of  Mi- 
nister, or  in  less  prominent  positions,  who  will 
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be  ready  to  execute  the  orders  which  the  Khe- 
dive, acting  on  the  advice  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  may  give  them.'*— [Egypt.  No.  1 
(1884),  p.  176.J 

Now  there  had  come  the  end  of  that 
legitimate  position.  Would  any  noble 
Lord  say  that  the  fall  was  not  a  most 
humiliating  and  undeserved  one  ?  Eng- 
land, after  all  her  sacrifices,  was  only  to 
be  the  sixth  fraction  of  the  collective  six 
guaranteeing  Powers.  He  would  endea- 
vour to  describe  the  situation  aa  affected 
by  this  collective,  financial,  and  at  any 
moment  possibly  administrative,  Onaran* 
tee.  Supposing  that  any  circomstance, 
such  as  an  irruption  from  our  rather 
doubtful  Ally,  King  John  of  Abyssinia, 
were  to  occur,  or  the  re-appearance  oa 
the  scene  of  Osman  Digna  or  the  Mahdi, 
availing  themselves  of  any  Enropeaa 
complications,  what  might  not  kappoi ! 
The  English  and  the  French  might  pro- 
pose the  fitting  out  of  a  Military  and 
Naval  Expedition.  Italy  might  hesitate, 
and  Bussia  and  Germany,  who  bad  al- 
ready made  official  demands  to  be  re- 
presented officially  on  the  (Msm^,  might 
stop  the  Expedition  altogether.  Egypt 
might,  in  fact,  be  a  scene  of  univenal 
complications,  caused  by  the  tad  that 
the  country  was  governed  by  aix  Powen 
whose  interests  were  opposed.  He  po* 
posed  to  mention  a  few  historical  facts 
which  bore  out  the  g^ve  charges  whi^ 
he  had  made  more  than  once  against 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  On  ih» 
ISth  of  November,  1882,  Mr.  Gladstons 
stated  in  debate  that  **  it  was  no  part 
of  the  duty  of  Her  Majesty's  Gbvera- 
ment  to  restore  order  in  the  Soadaa." 
Those  brief  words  published  to  the  wotU 
the  Premier's  ignorance  of  the  di^ 
matic  history  of  Egypt  and  of  the  £uts 
of  the  case.  Far  from  there  being  only 
disorder  in  the  Soudan,  the  rising  was  a 
formal  and  weU- planned  rebellion  of  the 
Mahdi,  a  religious  fanatic,  with  immentt 
power  in  Koraofan,  and  of  Arabi  Paaha, 
at  the  head  of  bis  matinous  Army.  Tb# 
plan  was  that  the  Mahdi,  appealing  to 
the  fanaticism  and  bigotry  of  theMa*- 
sulman  Soudanese  Tribes,  was  to  call  to 
arms  some  40,000  of  theee  warlike  rftoss, 
while  Arabi  Pasha  fought  againattbs 
British  troops  who  were  present  in  the 
interest  of  peace  and  oi^er  in  Low« 
Egypt.  Here  appeared  on  the  sce&e  one 
of  tiie  Premiers  dangerons  seattmeo- 
talities,  which  drew  upon  hims^  a 
reprisal  in  Parliament  which,    to  use 
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a  French  expression,  lie  could  only  re- 
jjlj  to  by  taciturnity.  Mr.  Gladstone 
had  dignified  that  monster  in  human 
form,  who  witnessed  with  delight  the 
massacre  that  he  had  ordered  in  cold 
blood  of  a  helpless  foe,  "a  patriot 
fighting  for  the  liberties  of  his  coun- 
try." 

"  Then,'*  replied  a  talented  Member  of  the 
other  House,  '*  if  he  is  such  a  William  Tell, 
what  can  justify  the  Premier  in  sending 
ti^oomnds  of  Her  Majesty's  soldiers  to  kill 
18  many  thousands  of  the  followers  of  this 
patriot  ?  " 

The  only  reply  that  was  made  to  this 
serioas  charge — and  that  certainly  was 
the  safest  one — ^was  taciturnity.  Now 
as  to  the  Soudan.  Egyptian  history 
showed  that  the  Soudanese  Tribes, 
numbering  some  40,000  or  50,000 
fighting  men,  the  most  warlike  and 
the  brayest  race  in  the  East,  had  always 
ooTeted  the  riches  of  Lower  Egypt  and 
hnng  over  her  like  an  avalanche, 
ready  to  fall  upon  her  at  any  moment, 
defended,  as  she  was,  only  by  a  very 
industrious  and  useful  but  very  unwar- 
like  population,  admirable  agriculturists 
and  irrigators,  but  no  soldiers.  It  had, 
therefore,  been  the  policy  of  every 
Governor  of  Egypt  to  subdue  these 
warlike  tribes.  They  had  done  so 
temporarily  by  a  free  use  of  the  golden 
key,  the  divid$  et  impera  system,  and 
the  mixture  of  Ethiopian  with  the 
Egjrptian  troops ;  but  eventually  Mehe- 
met  Ah",  Viceroy  of  Egypt,  certainly 
the  g^atest  and  most  successful  soldier 
and  politician  in  the  EcMt,  brought 
over  from  his  own  country,  Albania, 
several  regiments  of  warlike  and 
excellent  troops;  and,  aided  by  the 
Ethiopian  and  selected  European  troops 
and  talented  French  Engineers  in  two 
campaigns,  he  completely  brought  to 
order  the  Soudan,  efifecting  a  perma- 
nent hold  of  the  Soudan  Provinces  by 
numerous  strategically  constructed  forts 
and  fortified  places,  of  which  Khar- 
toum was  the  key — a  position  four 
miles  in  extent,  and  protected  by 
ditches  which  could  be  inundated  by 
the  White  and  Blue  Niles.  Thus  he 
completely  subdued  and  brought  into 
order  these  dangerous  neighbours. 
But  what  was  the  first  step  of  Mr. 
Gladstone  and  his  Cabinet  in  direct 
opposition  to  Mehemet  All's  military 
policy  ?  He  publicly  ordered  the 
evacuation  by     the    Egyptian    troops 


of  these  fortresses,  letting  loose^  of 
course,  all  the  elements  of  war,  revolt, 
and  disorder,  and  fearful  massacres 
ensued.  Then,  instead  of  withdrawing 
the  garrisons  from  the  front,  and  thus 
protecting  the  retreat  by  the  successive 
withdrawal  of  the  six  or  seven  lines 
of  defence,  so  that  they  could  have 
made  an  impregnable  defence,  with 
their  right  fiank  on  Khartoum  and 
their  left  on  Berber,  both  on  the  Blue 
Nile,  he  withdrew  them  exactly  in  a 
contrary  sense  from  the  rear  lines. 
Hence  they  came  back  in  isolated 
bodies,  and  were  attacked  and  forced 
to  surrender  from  want  of  food,  in  all 
cases  the  soldiers  being  massacred  and 
the  women  and  children  led  into 
slavery.  Unwarned  by  these  terrible 
defeats  and  barbarities,  the  Premier 
committed  the  same  error  when  General 
Graham  had  completely  and  successfully 
conquered  Osman  Digna  and  his 
numerous  and  gallant  tribes,  who  were 
completely  dismayed  and  disorganized 
by  their  fearful  losses  from  British 
scientific  arms,  amounting  at  the  last 
fight,  at  Tamai,  to  no  less  than  6,200 
men — a  fearful  and  for  ever  deplorable 
sacrifice  of  human  life,  for  w&bh  the 
responsibility  must  rest  on  those  who 
caused  it.  British  patrols  sent  out  in 
every  direction  reported  the  total 
distribution  and  disorganization  of  the 
rebel  force,  and  that  not  an  enemy 
could  be  seen  between  the  Blue  and 
White  Niles.  Most  unfortunately,  as 
he  held,  these  successes  were  rendered 
barren  by  the  action  of  the  Cabinet, 
and  the  result  was  that  we  were  now 
engaged  in  afresh  Expedition. 

The  Earl  of  GALLOWAY  said,  that 
he  wished  to  elicit  some  information 
upon  one  point.  He  was  glad  to  hear 
that  the  Government  would  persistently 
maintain  their  power  in  Egypt ;  but  he 
was  sorry  to  hear  from  the  noble  Mar- 
quess (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  that 
he  would  not  press  the  Government  as 
to  what  they  would  do  in  the  Soudan. 
It  would  not  be  reasonable  or  patriotic 
to  ask  for  exact  details,  or  at  what  time  it 
would  be  advisable  to  push  forward  again 
to  Khartoum ;  but  as  the  noble  Earl's 
statement  indicated  a  distinct  difference 
between  their  policy  in  Egypt  and 
their  policy  in  the  Soudan,  he  thought 
they  might  fairly  ask  this  one  question. 
Where  they  drew  the  line  between 
Egypt  and  the  Soudan  ?    He  asked  this 
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question  principally  because  he  wished 
to  know  whether,  in  the  view  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  Dongola  was  in 
Egypt  or  the  Soudan  ?  We  could  not 
forget  the  noble  manner  in  which  we 
had  been  assisted  by  the  Mudir  of  Don* 
gola ;  and  the  statement  that  Her 
Majesty's  Goyemment  held  themselves 
entirely  free  as  to  their  policy  in  the 
Soudan  must  have  a  most  unfortunate 
effect,  for  it  must  make  the  tribes  who 
had  assisted  us  consider  themselves  de- 
serted. There  could  not,  at  this  moment, 
be  a  greater  folly  than  to  give  up  the 
prosecution  of  the  railway  from  Suakin 
to  Berber.  It  was  no  answer  to  say 
that  some  of  the  troops  in  the  Soudan 
might  be  wanted  by-and-bye  to  go  to 
some  other  part  of  the  world.  It  was 
the  greatest  mistake  to  keep  troops  out 
there  without  occupation,  as  nothing 
would  be  more  likely  to  breed  disease. 
He  hoped  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  make  it  understood  that  they 
-(rould  not  abandon  the  Soudan,  and  that 
they  would  g^ve  a  proof  of  their  resolu- 
tion by  continuing  the  construction  of 
the  railway  for  which  they  had  con- 
tracted, and  for  which,  in  any  case,  they 
would  have  to  pay. 

On  Question  ?  reiohed  in  the  affirma- 
tive. 

Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  committed 
to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  To- 
morrow. 

CRIME  AND  OCJTRAGE  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES)-EXPLOSION  AT  THE  AD- 
MIRALTY— QUESTION. 

The  Duke  op  RICHMOND  and 
GORDON:  Can  the  noble  Earl  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  g^ve  the 
House  any  information  about  the  ex- 
plosion at  the  Admiralty  ?  I  understood 
from  the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  in  the  early 
part  of  the  evening,  that  the  noble  Earl 
would  do  so  before  the  rising  of  the 
House. 

The  Earl  op  NORTHBROOK  :  The 
information  I  can  give  to  your  Lord- 
ships is  satisfactory  as  to  the  condition 
of  Mr.  Swainson,  the  Assistant  Secre- 
tary, who  has  been  very  seriously  in- 
jured by  the  abominable  attempt  which 
has  been  made.  His  medical  atten- 
dant assures  me  that  in  all  human 
probability  he  will  recover.  He  has 
had  a  concussion  of  the  brain  and  other 
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injuries  of  the  head;  but  he  has  re- 
gained consciousness,  and  the  doctor 
has  every  reason  to  beliete  that  the 
accident  will  not  terminate  fatally.  I 
have  no  information  as  to  the  preoise 
character  of  the  instrument  or  shell  that 
was  used — because  Colonel  Majendie 
has  not  yet  made  the  investigations 
necessary  in  order  to  arrive  at  a  conclu- 
sion. Of  this  there  is  no  doubt — that 
the  explosive  charge,  of  whatever  it  may 
have  been  composed,  was  inside  the 
room,  and  either  in  or  upon  a  book- 
shelf or  cupboard  between  the  win- 
dows. How  it  arrived  there  has  not 
yet  been  discovered,  and  inquiries  are 
being  made.  The  explosion  itself  was 
not  of  the  same  serious  character  as 
those  >  which  have  previously  taken 
place,  the  charge  containing  probably 
not  more  than  2  lbs.  of  explosive  matter, 
and  the  damage  which  it  has  produced 
is  not  very  grave,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  the  imfortunate  injury  to  Mr. 
Swainson.  The  room  in  which  Uie 
explosion  took  place  is  wrecked.  A 
certain  amount  of  glass  has  been  broken 
in  the  office ;  but  no  serious  damage 
has  been  done  excepting  in  the  room 
itself. 

ELEMENTABY       EDUCATION       PROVISIONAL 
ORDEB  CONFIBMATION  (LOKDON)  BILL 

[h.l.]  (no.  79.) 

A  Bill  to  confirm  a  Provisional  Order  mad* 
by  the  Education  Department  under  the  Ele- 
mentary Education  Act,  1870,  to  enable  ih^ 
School  Board  for  London  to  pot  in  force  tha 
Lands  Clauses  Conaolidation  Act,  1846,  and  the 
Acts  amending  the  same  :  And 

ELBHEITTABT  EDUCATION   PB0VI8I0NAL 

OBDEBS  CONFIRMATION  (BIBMINGHAM,  &€.) 

BILL   [h.L.j  (no.    80.) 

A  Bill  to  confirm  certain  Provisional  Orden 
made  by  the  Education  Department  under  tte 
Elementary  Education  Act,  1670,  to  enable  the 
School  Boards  for  Birmingham,  Bzmdioid 
(Yorks),  Cardiff,  Derby,  and  Uanwonno  to  pot 
in  force  the  Lands  Clauses  Consolidation  Aol» 
1845,  and  the  Acts  amending  the  same : 

Were  pr$9tnt$d  by  The  Lord  Passmm; 
read  1* ;  and  r$ftmd  to  the  Kzaminen. 

House  adjourned  at  Seven  o'clock, 

till  To-morrow,  a  ouart^ 
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MINXJTES.]  —  Select  Committee  —  School 
Board  Elections  (Voting),  Mr.  John  Morley 
ind  Mr.  Gorst  added, 

SvTTisX^eontid^red  in  Committee^  Ciyil  Ser- 
Tici  Estimates— Class  I. — Public  Wokks 
AXD  Buildings— Votes  18  to  24  inclusive. 

JUmtution  [April  20]  reported. 

Public  Bills — Ordered-^Firet  Reading — Metro- 
polis Maqagement  Acts  Amendment  *  [138] ; 
Friendly  ^cieties  Act  (1875)  Amendment* 
[I39|;  Metropolitan  Streets  Act  (1867)  Ex- 
tension* [137]. 

Seeond  Reading — Local  Government  Provisional 
Orders  (Poor  Law)  (No.  4)  [116],  debate 
adjourned;  East  India  Unclaimed  Stocks 
flioj. 

Selett  CtMMmtV/^^— Shannon  Navigation*  [54], 
Mr.  {yKeMy  dieeharged  ;  Mr.  Synan  added. 

Cnnmif^— Registration  of  Vot^  (Scotland) 
[132j  — RP. ;  Registration  of  Voters  (Ire- 
land)* [110]— r.p. 
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account    all    the    local    circinnstances, 
might  have  made  some  other  proposal. 
Practically,  the  point  upon  which  the 
opposition  was  based  had  reference  to 
the  parish  of  St.  Benedict  in  the  town 
of  Cambridge,  a  parish  which  had  had 
a  separate  civil  and  ecclesiastical  exist- 
ence of   1,000  years;  and  that  parish 
it  was  proposed  in  the  Bill  to  extin- 
guish by  dividing  it  between  two  ad- 
joining parishes,  in  spite  of  the  unani- 
mous wish  of  the  inhabitants  of  the 
parish,  or,  if  not  unanimous,  almost  so. 
The  ratepayers  held  a  meeting  protesting 
against  the  Order,  and  their  Petition  to 
the  Local  Government  Board  made  it 
impossible  that  the  Order  should  become 
final   without   having   recourse  to  the 
judgment  of  the  House ;  and,  in  conse- 
quence, the  matter  was  included  in  the 
Bill  with  other  parishes.    He  thought 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  (Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke),  who  had  shown  so  great  au 
affection  for  ancient  names  and  historical 
associations  in  connection  with  another 
subject  in  which  he  had  interested  him- 
self in  the  House,  would  be  unwilling 
to  act  in  opposition  to  the  strong  feeling 
which  was  entertained.      He  did  not 
know  what  feeling  might  exist  on  the 
point  in  other  parishes  in  Cambridge ; 
but,  at  least,  he  did  know  the  feeling  in 
the  parish  of  St.  Benedict;  the  inha- 
bitants were  strongly  desirous  that  at 
least  their  case  should  be  taken  out  of 
the  Bill  and  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee.   After  what  had  fallen  from  the 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  he  would  be 
disposed  to  accept  the  proposal  to  allow 
time  for  further  consideration;  and  he 
now  moved  that  the  debate  be  adjourned 
to  that  day  week. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Debate  be  adjourned  till 
Thursday  next." — (1/r.  Ratkea.) 


LOCAL    GOVERNMENT    PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS   (POOR  LAW)  (No.  4)  BILL. 

{Mr,  George  Russell,  Sir  Charles  W,  JDilke,) 

[bill    116.]      SEOOND    BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  GEORGE  ETJSSELL  said,  he 
was  g^ven  to  understand  that  some  op- 
position would  be  offered  to  the  Bill  by 
a  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  He 
would  formally  move  the  second  reading, 
and  give  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
opportunity  of  stating  his  objection. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr,  Cfeor^e  Russell,) 

Mr.  BAIKES  said,  in  the  absence  of 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Cambridgeshire  (Mr.  Bulwer), 
whom  he  understood  would  have  been 
there  to  state  the  objection  felt  in 
the  town  of  Cambridge  to  that  part  of 
the  Bill  that  related  to  a  parish  in 
that  town,  he  (Mr.  Kaikes)  wished  to 
make  an  appeal  to  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  to  postpone  the  second  reading 
for  a  week.  The  question  was  one  which, 
although  it  had  some  historical  and 
local  interest,  was,  perhaps,  not  a  very 
easy  one  to  debate  in  the  House ;  and  he 
should  have  thought  that  possibly  the 
Local  QoTemment  Board,  taking  into 


Mb.  GEOBGE  BTJSSELL  said,  after 
what  had  fallen  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  he  should  not  oppose  the 
Motion.  Local  feeling  was  divided  in 
the  borough  of  Cambridge.  A  Me- 
morial from  the  inhabitants  of  St. 
Benedict  had  been  presented  against  the 
Order,  and  the  Local  Government  Board 
would  like  to  have  the  opportunity  of 
consultation  before  proceeding  further. 
Any  arrangement  by  which  the  ancient 
and  archeelogical  associations  of  a  place 
might  be  preserved  would  have  bis  syin- 
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patbj,  and  lie  would  be  glad  to  see  a 
way  out  of  the  position  in  whicli  the 
Board  were  placed.  He  had  great 
pleasure  in  acceding  to  the  Motion. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Thursday  next. 


EXPLOSIVES    ACTS. 
PETITION  PRESEirTED. 

The  O'GOEMAN  MAHON  :  I  have 
to  present  a  Petition  of  rather  an  un- 
usual character  with  regard  to  explo- 
sives. There  are  Acts  requiring  the 
Guardians  in  particular  districts  in  which 
they  exist  to  take  precautions  against 
these  explosives.  And  this  is  a  Petition 
praying  that  at  the  same  time  certain 
Acts  heretofore  in  existence  should  be 
repealed.  The  Acts  mentioned  are  the 
38  &  39  Vict  It  further  prays  that 
magistrates  shall  henceforth  be  deprived 
of  the  power  of  appointing  individuals 
to  look  after  these  explosives,  as  there 
now  ceases  to  be  any  necessity  for  doing 
so,  since  the  Authorities  have  confided 
the  matter  to  the  police.  The  Petition 
is  signed  by  one  of  the  most  respectable 
men  in  my  county,  whose  only  fault 
happens  to  be  that  he  is  a  Conservative. 
The  Board  of  Guardians  with  which  he 
is  connected  are  Liberal  in  the  extreme, 
and  this  matter  shows  their  feeling  as 
regards  Conservative  gentlemen;  for, 
although  opposed  to  both  Whigs  and 
Tories,  they  will  tolerate  such  men  as 
that. 

Petition  to  lie  on  the  Table. 
QUESTIONS. 


THE    NATIONAL    GALLERY  —  REPRO- 
DUCTION OF  THE  PICTURES  BY 
PHOTOGRAPHY. 

Mb.  TOMLINSON  asked  the  honour- 
able Member  for  East  Cumberland,  as 
one  of  the  Trustees  of  the  National 
Gallery,  Whether  he  can  state  what 
were  the  conditions  on  which  Messrs. 
Braun  and  Co.  of  Germany,  and  Messrs. 
Qoupil  and  Co.  of  Paris,  were  respec- 
tively allowed  to  photograph  the  pictures 
in  the  National  Gallery;  whether  any 
facilities  were  accorded  to  them,  or  either 
of  them,  which  have  been  or  would  be 
refused  to  other  photofi;raphers ;  whe- 
ther amongst  such  facilities  were  com- 
prised those  of  being  allowed  to  remove 
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the  glass  from  some  of  the  pictmes,  or 
to  have  them  taken  from  the  wall ;  whe- 
ther the  permission  to  erect  a  temporary 
structure  outside  the  National  Oallerj 
was  accorded  exclusively  to  Messrs. 
Braun  and  Co.  or  whedier  a  similar 
privilege  would  be  given  to  any  English 
photographers ;  whether  any  stipulations 
were  made  with  the  favoured  photo- 
graphers as  to  the  price  at  which  copies 
of  the  photographs  were  to  be  allowed  to 
be  sold,  or  as  to  providing  copies  gratis  or 
at  a  reduced  price  to  any  public  instita- 
tion ;  whether  any  consideration  was 
given  by  the  favoured  firms,  or  either  of 
them,  for  the  privileges  accorded  to 
them ;  whether  any  English  photo- 
graphers would  be  flJlowed  any  sunilar 
priioleges  to  those  given  to  the  Foreign 
firms ;  and,  if  so,  imder  what  conditions; 
whether  any  special  arrangements  will 
be  made  for  photographing  the  Ansidei 
Eaphael ;  and,  whether  any  Papers  re- 
lating to  the  subject  will  be  liud  upon 
the  Table  ? 

Mr.  GEORGE  HOWARD,  in  reply, 
said  that  Messrs.  Braun  bad  made  photo* 
graphic  reproductions  from  most  of  ^e 
picture  galleries  of  Europe,  and  in  the 
case  of  the  National  Gallery  no  special 
conditions  were  laid  down.  They  hid 
made  reproductions  of  320  pictures,  and 
they  were  not  allowed  to  remove  all  the 
pictures  during  the  progress  of  the  wodL 

Mr.  TOMLINSON :  Were  there  any 
written  conditions  ? 

Mr.  GEORGE  HOWARD :  No,  Sir. 

PARLIAMENTARY  ELECTIONS  (COR. 
RUPT  AND  ILLEGAL  PRACnCES 
ACT),   1883. 

Mr.  R.  H.  PAGET  asked  Mr.  Attoinej 
General,  If  he  will  be  good  enough  to 
inform  the  House  whether  the  allowance 
to  any  person  in  the  employ  of  another 
of  the  necessary  time  to  enable  him  to 
record  his  vote  at  an  election,  in  his 
proper  district,  without  deduction  from 
his  salary  or  wag^s  in  respect  of  the 
time  so  occupied,  is  a  corrupt  practioe 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Ooxnipt 
Practices  Act,  1883,  unless  the  same  be 
done  with  a  corrupt  motive,  and  with  a 
yiew  to  influencing  the  Tote  of  sadi 
person? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (& 
Heket  James),  in  reply,  aaid,  that  it 
seemed  to  him  it  woula  be  dangerous  to 
attempt  to  nve  a  definition  of  whil 
would  or  womd  not  be  a  corropt  pnctiM 
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in  such  a  case.  Each  case  would  have, 
as  it  arose,  to  be  determined  on  its 
merits. 

Mb.  E.  H.  PAGET  asked,  whether, 
ooDsidering  the  risk  which  every  Liberal 
or  Conservative  employer  would  incur 
in  this  matter,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  would  be  prepare  to  intro- 
duce an  Amendment  of  the  Corrupt 
Fracticefi  A^ct  ? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
HsiTBT  James)  said,  the  Act  made  no 
change  in  this  matter ;  but  he  was  will- 
ing to  consider  the  subject. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— AFFAIRS  OF 
BECHUANALAND. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies,  Whether  he  can  g^ve  the 
House  any  information  as  to  the  present 
position  of  laffairs  in  Bechuanaland,  and 
the  relations  between  the  High  Com- 
missioner and  Sir  Charles  Warren ;  and, 
whether  the  proposals  of  Sir  Charles 
Warren  for  the  settlement  of  the  Country 
are  receiving  the  sanction  and  support 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  ? 

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY :  I  am  not 
yet  able  to  add  anything  of  importance 
to  the  information  g^ven  in  previous 
answers  in  this  House  and  in  '*  another 
place."  Lideed,  we  have  had  no  tele- 
graphic communication  since  the  9th  of 
this  month.  The  long  interval  which 
has  passed  without  any  reference  to  the 
relations  which  exist  between  the  High 
Commissioner  and  Sir  Charles  Warren 
makes  me  hope  and  believe  that  they 
have  continued  cordial  and  satisfactory. 
We  have  not  yet  received  from  Sir  Charles 
Warren  any  Eeport  detailing  what  he  has 
done  up  to  the  present  time.  Up  to  the 
end  of  March  he  seems  to  have  been 
bosily  engaged  in  defining  the  frontier. 
We  are  adso  awaiting  his  proposals  for 
the  settlement  of  Bechuanaland ;  and  I 
need  hardly  assure  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  when  they  do  arrive  they 
will  receive  that  consideration  which  Sir 
Charles  Warren's  position  and  services 
entitle  them  to. 

ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY— MAR- 
KETHILL  PETTY  SESSIONS— SER- 
GEANT EAKINS. 

Mb.  BIOaAE  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Lreland, 
Whether  Sergeant  Eakins  brought  be« 


fore  the  magistrates  privately,  at  last 
Petty  Sessions  held  on  the  dOth  March 
last  at  Markethill,  a  placard,  posted 
some  time  since  in  that  town,  reflecting 
on  the  conduct  of  a  local  publican ;  whe- 
ther he  proposed  to  swear  it  was  the 
handwriting  of  a  respectable  young 
man ;  whether  the  magistrates  told  him 
that  it  was  not  this  party's  writing,  and 
refused  to  take  his  oath ;  whether  he  had 
the  authority  of  his  superior  officer  for 
doing  so ;  whether  this  is  the  same  offi- 
cer who  arrested  a  Catholic  priest  and  a 
magistrate  at  Mohill  some  years  ago; 
and,  whether,  after  him  swearing  both 
were  drunk,  the  magistrates  there  dis- 
missed both  oases ;  and  what  action  he 
proposes  now  to  take  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN : 
Sergeant  Eakins  brought  before  the  ma- 
gistrates a  placard  reflecting  on  the  con- 
duct of  a  local  policeman — not  a  pub- 
lican. He  did  not  propose  to  swear  it 
was  in  the  handwriting  of  a  respectable 
young  man.  The  magistrates  gave  no 
opinion  or  directions  in  the  case.  The 
sergeant  had  the  authority  of  his  supe- 
rior officer  for  the  course  he  pursued. 
He  was  never  stationed  in  Monill,  and 
never  arrested  either  a  Catholic  priest 
or  a  magistrate. 

IRELAND— A  ROYAL.  RESIDENCE. 

Me.  GABBETT  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  now  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  time  has  arrived  when,  in  the  inte- 
rests of  Ireland  and  Great  Britain,  a 
Hoyal  residence  in  Ireland  for  frequent 
occupation  ought  to  be  provided;  and, 
whether  the  Government  would  consider 
the  expediency  of  abolishing  the  Lord 
Lieutenancy  of  Ireland  and  of  estab- 
lishing a  government  for  Ireland  in  the 
person  of  a  member  of  the  Eoyal  Fa- 
mily? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN  : 
The  only  reply  which  I  can  make  to  the 
bon.  Member  is  that  I  am  not  prepared 
to  make  any  announcement  on  either  of 
the  subjects  mentioned. 

LAW  AND   JUSTICE— THE  CORONER'S 
COURT-JURYMEN'S  OATH. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  asked  Mr.  At- 
tomey  General,  AVhether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  an  inquest  held  last 
Saturday  at  the  Britannia  Tavern,  Lati- 
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mer  Eoad,  Netting  Hill,  by  Dr.  Dip- 
look,  at  wliicli  a  gentleman  who  had 
been  summoned  as  a  juror,  and  who 
was  stated  by  the  coroner  to  be  dis- 
qualified from  serving,  because  he  did 
not  believe  in  the  binding  power  of  an 
oath,  was  not  allowed  to  leave  the  court, 
until  the  conclusion  of  the  inquest ;  and, 
whether  his  retention  was  in  accordance 
with  the  Law;  and,  if  so,  with  what 
Law? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henkt  James),  in  reply,  said,  that  the 
power  of  the  Coroner  in  such  a  case 
would  be  similar  to  that  of  a  Judge,  and 
therefore  he  would  be  in  his  right  in  re- 
taining the  juryman.  He  had  commu- 
nicated with  Dr.  Diplock,  and  ho  found 
that  on  a  recent  occasion,  when  the  ques- 
tion was  mooted  as  to  the  obligation  of 
jurymen  when  summoned,  there  was  an 
objection  raised  by  a  juryman  to  serve 
on  account  of  his  want  of  religious  be- 
lief. The  Coroner  yielded  to  the  ob- 
jection on  this  occasion;  but  shortly 
afterwards,  when  holding  an  inquest  in 
the  same  neighbourhood,  he  found  that 
out  of  the  jurymen  summoned  there  was 
scarcely  anyone  who  had  not  doubts  as 
to  his  religious  belief.  In  these  cir- 
cumstances, and  in  order  to  prevent  such 
an  objection  being  raised,  the  jurymen 
had  been  retained,  so  that  they  should 
bear  the  same  burden  of  attendance  as 
those  who  had  no  difficulties  in  regard 
to  religious  belief. 

RAILWAYS  (INDIA)— THE  QUETTA 
RAILWAY. 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  If,  having 
regard  to  the  fact  that  all  the  money  ex- 
pended up  to  1880  upon  the  construction 
of  the  Quetta  Railway  has  been  charged 
to  the  account  of  the  War  in  Afghanistan, 
he  can  now  state  under  what  head  of  ac- 
count the  expenditure  now  being  in- 
curred for  the  completion  of  the  Rail- 
way will  be  charged  ? 

Mr.  ONSLOW  asked  whether  the 
hon.  Gentleman  could  state  the  present 
contract  per  mile  of  this  railway,  and 
the  price  per  mile  before  the  railway 
was  broken  up  in  1880  ? 

Mr.  J.  K.  CROSS :  There  was  no 
contract  previously  for  the  railway,  and 
there  is  none  now ;  in  fact,  there  is  no 
estimate  formed  at  all.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman speaks  of  '^all  the  money  ex- 
panded up  to  1880  on  the  construction 
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of  the  Quetta  Railway  "  as  havingr  been 
**  charged  to  the  account  of  the  War  in 
Afghanistan."  I  may  point  out  that 
this  may  lead  to  some  misapprehensioiL 
The  total  amount  spent  to  the  end  of 
1880-1  on  proposed  lines  from  the  Indos 
to  Oandahar  was  £1,713,946,  of  which 
£595,987  was  transferred  in  1881-2  to 
the  account  of  war  in  Afghanistan.  It 
is  intended  to  place  the  present  expen- 
diture to  the  frontier  railways  account 
But  a  considerable  portion  of  the  cost 
of  the  system  of  frontier  railways  nov 
proposed — which  system  is  described  in 
Papers,  No.  113,  lately  presented  to 
Parliament — will  necessarily  be  defrayed 
from  borrowed  money.  The  heading 
under  which  this  portion  of  the  expen- 
diture will  appear  in  the  accounts  has 
not  been  finally  decided. 

EGYPT  (MILITARY  EXPEDITION) -THB 
COMMISSARIAT— SUPPLY  OF  HAY. 

Me.  LABOUCHERE  asked  the  Fi- 
nancial Secretary  to  the  War  Office, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that,  last  week, 
two  tenders  for  delivery  of  hay  daring 
the  ensuing  six  months  at  Woolwich 
and  Aldershot  were  accepted  at  the  re- 
spective prices  of  94«.  and  93«.  per  ton, 
and  that,  at  the  same  time,  a  tender 
for  hay  at  AYoolwich  for  the  troops  in 
Egypt  was  accepted  at  the  price  of  130i. 
per  ton ;  and,  if  he  can  state  why  hay 
supplied  for  horses  and  camels  in  Egypt 
should  cost  more  than  that  supplied  for 
horses  in  England  ?   

Sm  ARTHUR  HAYTER:  The  prices 
stated  in  the  Question  are  praodcally 
accurate.  Hay  for  use  at  home  is  bought 
for  early  consumption  at  the  places  when 
it  is  delivered.  Tor  abroad  it  has  to  he 
compressed,  and  may  be  required  to 
keep  for  some  time.  For  such  a  pur- 
pose extreme  care  is  required  in  accept- 
ing any  hay  but  the  very  first  qaalitj. 
Hence  the  difiference  in  price. 

PUBLIC  HEALTH  (SCOTLAND)- 
IMrORTED  RAGS. 

Dr.  FARQUHARSON  asked  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Local  Oovemment  Board, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  direeted 
to  a  statement  in  The  Aberdeen  Dree  Freet 
of  April  15th,  to  the  effect  that  two  ease* 
of  small-pox  have  recently  ooooired 
among  workers  in  the  Woodaide  rag 
works ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  pre- 
vious epidemics  of  amall-poz  have  ~ 
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tmced  to  the  same  source ;  and,  whether, 
under  these  circumstances,  he  will  direct 
that  these  depots  of  foreign  rags,  which 
have  been  proyed  to  disseminate  disease, 
shall  be  subjected  to  very  strict  disin- 
fection ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
BALFOua) :  I  have  communicated  with 
the  Board  of  Supervision  in  regard  to 
this  matter,  and  I  am  informed  that  the 
attention  of  the  Board  has  been  directed 
to  the  fact  that  small-pox  has  on  more 
than  one  occasion  occurred  among  the 
workers  in  the  works  referred  to,  and 
others.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that  in 
some  of  these  cases  the  infection  has 
been  traced  to  rags  imported  from 
abroad,  as  well  as  to  the  rags  collected 
in  this  country.  The  Board's  Medical 
Officer  has  made  inquiries  at  the  in- 
stance of  the  Board ;  but  as  it  appeared 
very  doubtful  whether,  under  the  Public 
Health  Act,  the  Board  could  compel  the 
paper  makers  to  disinfect  the  hundles 
of  rags  before  heing  used,  the  Board 
have  mainly  directed  the  attention  of 
the  Local  Authority  to  the  importance 
of  making  provision  for  the  isolation 
and  treatment  of  the  infected  persons, 
80  as  to  prevent  the  spread  of  the  dis- 
ease. The  action  of  the  Local  Autho- 
rity of  Wood  side,  where  the  works  are 
situated,  has  been,  on  the  whole,  very 
SQccessful  in  preventing  the  disease  at 
any  time  from  assuming  an  epidemic 
form. 

POOR  RATES— 3   &   4  WILL.  IV.  c.  30— 
EXEMPTION  OP  CHAPELS,  &c.  IN 
ENGLAND  AND  WALES. 

Mb.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  asked 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  Whether  he  will  direct  a  Eeturn 
to  he  made  giving  the  numher,  denomi- 
nation, and  locality  of  the  chapels,  meet- 
ing houses,  and  premises  (other  than 
those  of  the  Church  of  England)  in  Eng- 
land and  Wales,  which  are  exempted 
by  the  3  and  4  Will.  4,  c.  30,  from 
assessment  to  poor  rates,  on  the  ground 
that  they — 

**  At©  exclaaively  appropriated  to  public  re- 
ligiona  worship,  and  are  duly  certified  for  the 
performance  of  sach  religious  worship  accord- 
ing to  the  proYiaion  of  any  Act  or  Acts  now  in 
force?" 

Mr.  GEORGE  RUSSELL :  The  par- 
ticulars required  for  a  Return,  such  as 
that  proposed,  could  only  he  furnished 
by  the  overseers  of   the  poor  of  the 


several  parishes  in  England  and  Wales. 
This  would  involve  the  obtaining  of 
about  15,000  Returns.  The  difficulty, 
trouble,  and  expense  attending  the  ob- 
taining and  compilation  of  the  Returns, 
irrespective  of  the  cost  of  printing,  would 
bo  so  considerable  that  we  are  not  pre- 
pared to  direct  that  a  Return  shall  be 
made  as  suggested. 

PARLIAMENT— PALACE  OF  WEST- 
MINSTER—VENTILATION OF 
THIS  HOUSE. 

Mr.  Aldbrman  LAWRENCE  asked 
the  junior  Member  for  Leeds,  Whether 
he  can  inform  the  House  'when  it  is 
probable  that  the  windows  in  the  House 
and  the  Lobbies,  which  formerly  could 
be  opened,  but,  having  been  broken,  by 
the  explosion,  have  since  been  tempo- 
rarily closed,  will  be  in  a  condition  to  be 
again  opened,  and  allow  fresh  air  to 
enter  the  House  ? 

Mr.  HERBERT  GLADSTONE :  The 
metal  work  of  the  casements  has  been 
repaired,  and  the  stained  glass,  which 
is  in  progress,  will  be  finished  by  Whit- 
suntide. If  the  outside  temperature 
renders  it  necessary,  the  temporary 
windows  can,  at  a  small  cost,  be  made 
to  open.  But  I  must  point  out  to  the 
hon.  Member  that  fresh  air  is  continually 
being  introduced  through  the  floor  of 
the  House,  and  that  the  officers  in  charge 
have  a  great  objection  to  the  opening  of 
the  windows,  particularly  at  this  early 
season  of  the  year,  as  tending  to  inter- 
fere seriously  with  the  general  system 
of  ventilation,  which,  on  the  whole, 
thanks  to  their  unceasing  care,  answers 
extremely  well. 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND)  —  THE 
CLERK  OF  MULLAGHROE  PETTY 
SESSIONS.  CO.  SLIGO. 

Mr.  SEXTON  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  the  clerk  of  Petty  Sessions  at 
.  MuUaghroe  (county  Sligo),  lives  in  the 
town  of  Boyle,  in  another  Petty  Sessions 
district,  and  in  another  county ;  whether 
many  residents  in  the  MuUaghroe  dis- 
trict, having  business  with  the  clerk, 
have  to  make  a  journey  of  over  twenty 
miles  in  order  to  transact  their  business ; 
whether  the  clerk  of  MuUaghroe  is  also 
clerk  of  three  other  Petty  Sessions  dis- 
tricts ;  whether  the  Government  regard 
this  arrangement  as  one  that  can  pro- 
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perly  be  continued ;  and,  wliether  they 
will  take  steps  to  cause  the  appointment 
as  clerk  for  MuUagbroe  of  a  person 
resident  in  the  district,  and  having  time 
to  devote  to  the  due  performance  of  the 
duties  of  the  office  ? 

Mk.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN  : 
The  Clerk  of  MuUaghroe  Petty  Sessions 
resides  at  Boyle,  which  is  6}  miles  from 
MuUaghroe.  He  was  elected  by  the 
magistrates  in  1879,  when  the  question 
of  his  being  also  clerk  of  other  districts 
was  raised;  but  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
decided  not  to  interfere  with  the  choice 
of  the  magistrates.  No  complaint  has 
since  been  made  of  inconvenience  to  the 
public;  but  if  such  inconvenience  can 
be  shown  to  have  arisen,  the  expediency 
of  continuing  the  arrangement  can  be 
inquired  into. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  would  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  if  it  is  not  a  fact  that 
the  Petty  Sessions  Clerk  is  required  to 
visit  his  office  at  certain  hours  every 
day ;  and  if  it  is  possible  for  it  to  be 
done  in  this  case  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN : 
If  any  inconvenience  can  be  shown,  the 
matter  will  be  inquired  into. 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND)— MR. 
AVERELL  LLOYD,  J.P. 

Mr.  DEASY  (for  Mr.  Small)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  a  fact 
that  Mr.  Averell  Lloyd,  a  magistrate 
residing  at  Tamnamore,  county  Tyrone, 
was  fined,  at  the  Armagh  Quarter  Ses- 
sions, on  an  appeal  from  the  magis- 
trates, for  assaulting  Thomas  Harbison ; 
and,  what  course  the  Government  intend 
to  take  in  the  matter  ? 

Me.  CAMPBELL  .  BANNEEMAN : 
I  find  this  matter  was  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  late  Lord  Chancellor, 
who  came  to  the  conclusion  that,  al- 
though an  assault  of  a  trivial  character 
had  undoubtedly  taken  place,  yet,  as  it 
was  committed  in  the  supposed  exercise 
of  a  legal  right,  it  did  not  appear  to  be 
a  case  for  further  notice. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND) -ELECTION  OF 
GUARDIANS-DRUMFIN  DIVISION, 
COUNTY  SLIGO. 

Mb.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
with  regard  to  the  recent  election  of  a 
Poor  Law  guardian  for  the  Drumfin  Divi- 
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sion(Sligo),  Whether,  after  the  retoning 
officer  haa  returned  Mr.  Thomas  Pat- 
terson as  elected  by  a  majority  of  one, 
the  Board,  on  investigation,  found  that 
six  votes  had  been  recorded  for  Mr. 
Patterson  which  should  not  have  been 
allowed,  and  that  the  said  votes  were 
lost,  because  the  paper  on  which  they 
were  entered  had  not  been  returned  tothe 
police   and  taken  lip  by  them  in  the 
manner  prescribed  by  Law;   whether 
this  decision  of  the  Board  left  the  other 
candidate,  Mr.  Martin  Judge,  in  a  ma- 
jority of  five  upon  the  poU;  whether, 
nevertheless,  the  Board  have  declined 
to  declare  Mr.  Judge  elected,  and  haie 
declined  upon  the  ground  that  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Poor  Law  Acts  do  not 
allow  them  to  declare  a  candidate  elected 
unless  he  has  been  so  returned  by  the 
returning  officer ;  what  provisions  in  the 
Acts  in  question  are  relied  on  to  support 
this  view ;  and,  whether,  the  Board  har* 
ing  already  informed  the  returning  offi- 
cer that  the  candidate  declared  l^  him 
to  have  been  returned  h^  heea  so  re- 
turned because  the  returning  officer  had 
unduly  allowed  "lost  votes,"  the  Board 
will  now  be  instructed  that  it  is  their 
duty  to  declare  the  candidate  returned 
who  obtained  the  majority  of  valid  votes 
in  the  election  ? 

Me.  CAMPBELL- BANNEEMAN: 
The  Question  correctly  represents  the 
facts  of  the  case.  The  Local  Oorem* 
ment  Board  can  only  decide  whether 
the  person  returned  has  a  right  to  act 
or  not.  They  have  no  power  to  dedari 
another  person  elected,  or  to  retom  or 
appoint  another  Quardian  themselTes. 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  would  ask  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  to  answer  the  last  part- 
graph  but  one  of  the  Question.  If  he 
cannot  answer  that,  I  would  ask  whether 
it  is  a  fact  that  the  Local  Qovermneot 
Board,  although  they  have  admitted 
that  the  election  was  illegal,  are  de- 
barred by  tbis  improper  action  on  the 
part  of  this  officer  from  declaring  th« 
candidate  returned  who  has  obtained  the 
majority  of  votes  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL -BANNEEMAN: 
I  have  no  knowledge  of  any  particiilar 
provisions  provided  which  comd  be  r^ 
lied  upon ;  but  I  believe  that  this  haa 
been  the  practice  for  the  past  30  or  90 
years. 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  beg  to  give  Notk« 
that  upon  the  Estimates  for  the  Local 
GoYomment  Board  I  shall  call  atteatioa 
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to  the  neoeesitj  for  an  amendment  in 
the  law  in  this  respect. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— DONEGAL 
BOARD  OF  GUARDIANS. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  directed 
to  the  action  of  the  Donegal  Board  of 
Onardians  in  refusing,  by  a  resolution 
passed  at  their  meeting  on  the  18  th 
instant,  to  direct  the  clerk  of  the  Union 
to  serve  the  notices  required  by  the  ninth 
section  of  the  Bepresentation  of  the 
People  Act,  pending  the  receipt  of  in- 
stmctions  referred  to  in  his  letter  of  the 
7th  instant  to  the  Board ;  whether  these 
instructionB  have  any  connection  with 
the  service  of  the  notices  ;  whether  the 
action  of  the  Board,  by  postponing  to 
serve  the  notices  referred  to,  is  oscu- 
lated to  disfranchise  a  large  section  of 
the  householders  of  the  Union;  and, 
whether  the  Local  Government  Board 
will  take  immediate  action  to  prevent 
further  delay  by  the  Donegal  Guardians 
in  having  the  notices  duly  served  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN  : 
The  facts  are  as  stated,  and  the  Local 
Government  Board  have  told  the  Clerk 
that  the  Guardians  had  no  power  to 
make  such  an  order,  and  that  he  is 
bound  to  proceed  with  his  duty  of  serv- 
ioe  these  notices  without  unnecessary 
delay. 

Mb.  HEALT  :  Might  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  will  direct 
the  Local  Government  Board  to  send 
down  an  Inspector  in  order  to  see  that 
this  shall  be  done  immediately  ? 

[Beply  inaudible.] 

Mb.  HEALT :  Will  he  telegraph  to 
the  Local  Government  Board  to  ask 
whether  the  voters  should  be  disfran- 
chised or  not  ? 

[No  reply.] 

ARMY— THE  RIFLE  BRIGADE- 
NUMBERS. 

Mb.  TOTTENHAM  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  "War,  How  many  recruits 
are  now  at  the  depot  of  the  Eifle  Brigade, 
and  what  number  is  the  2nd  battolion 
which  is  at  home  in  excess  of  its  estab- 
lishment; and,  how  it  is  proposed  to 
iwdi  the  three  battalions  abroad  from 
one  battalion  at  home,  and  a  depot  under 
its  establishment,  according  to  the  last 
numthly  Betum  ? 


The  Mabquess  op  HARTINGTON: 
On  Saturday  last  there  were  15  recruits 
at  drill  at  the  depot  of  the  Eifle  Brigade, 
and  the  2nd  Battalion  had  on  the  same 
day  62  rank  and  file  in  excess  of  its 
establishment.  The  three  battalions 
abroad  are  at  present  above  their  estab- 
lishment ;  and  should  more  men  be  re- 
quired to  feed  them  than  may  be  avail- 
able with  the  battalion  at  home  at  the 
depot,  there  are  a  large  number  of  men 
belonging  to  this  regiment  in  the  Army 
Beserve. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)- THE 
FEES  OP  THE  ATTORNEY  GENERAL 
FOR  IRELAND. 

Mb.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  asked 
the  Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
with  reference  to  page  25  of  the  Finance 
Accounts,  What  are  the  fees  formerly 
payable  to  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land, and  amounting  to  £109  11«.  8  J. 
which  are  credited  to  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary's Office ;  what  they  are  for,  and  by 
whom  they  are  paid  ? 

Mb.  HTBBEET  :  These  fees  are  pay- 
able upon  the  grant  of  Letters  Patent, 
Charters,  &c.  They  were  formerly  re- 
tained by  the  Attorney  General,  but 
had  since  1878  been  paid  into  the  Ex- 
chequer, as  the  holders  of  them  have 
received  a  commuted  allowance  in  lieu. 
These  payments  are  extra  receipts  on 
the  Vote  for  Law  Charges  (Lreland), 
which  are  accounted  for  by  the  Chief 
Secretary's  Office. 

INLAND  REVENUE  DEPARTBIENT— 
EXCISE  COLLECTION. 

Mb.  KENNT  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasuiy,  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that, 
since  1882,  by  the  re-arrangement  of  the 
Inland  Eevenue  business  throughout  the 
United  Eingdom,  a  large  saving  has  been 
effected  in  the  annual  expenditure  in 
that  Department ;  and,  whether  some  of 
the  money  so  saved  will  be  devoted  to 
increasing  the  salaries  of  the  supervisors 
and  officers  of  the  Excise  branch,  who 
for  years  are  complaining  of  inadequato 
salaries  ? 

Mb.  HIBBEET  :  The  Board  of  Inland 
Eevenue  have  in  the  last  few  years  suc- 
ceeded in  reducing  by  about  130  the 
number  of  the  staff  employed  in  the  col- 
lection of  the  Excise  revenue ;  but  the 
saving  which  would  have  resulted  from 
this   reform  ^has  been  neutralized  by 
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improvements  which  have  been  and  are 
being  made  in  the  pay,  emolaments, 
and  holidays  of  the  staff.  These  changes 
are  set  forth  in  Papers  before  the  House, 
or  which  will  be  so  in  a  few  days. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT  (ENGLAND 
AND  WALES)  —  SCHOOL  EXAMINA- 
TIONS —  THE  PORTSMOUTH  DIS- 
TRICT. 

8iB  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Oommittee  of 
Council,  Whether  complaints  have  been 
received  at  any  time  respecting  the  high 
standard  of  examination  adopted  by  Her 
Majesty's  Inspector  in  the  Portsmouth 
district ;  and  what  steps  have  been  taken 
by  the  Education  Department  in  refer- 
ence thereto ;  and,  whether  information 
can  be  given  as  to  the  per-centage  of 
schools  in  the  above  district  assessed  as 
•*  Fair,"  **  Good,"  **  Excellent,"  as  com- 
pared with  the  adjoining  districts  in- 
spected by  Messrs.  Koe  and  Virtue  re- 
spectively ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  I  am  not  aware 
that  any  complaints  have  reached  the 
Education  Department  as  to  the  standard 
of  examination  in  the  Portsmouth  dis- 
trict. 

Sib  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
for  an  answer  as  to  the  second  paragraph 
of  the  Question. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA :  I  regret  that  the 
hon.  Member  should  put  this  Question. 
This  kind  of  comparison  of  Inspectors 
acts  as  a  discouragement  to  them  to  do 
their  duty. 

PARLIAMENT— THE  OATH  OF 
ALLEGIANCE. 

Mb.  M*C0AN  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General,  Whether  any,  and  what,  penalty 
attaches  to  breach  of  the  Oath  of  Al- 
legiance taken  by  Members  of  this 
House ;  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  The  United  Ireland  and  to  The 
FreemarCe  Journal^  both  of  the  18th  inst., 
containing  reports  of  speeches  delivered 
on  the  occasion  of  the  Prince  of  Wales's 
visit  to  Ireland  by,  amongst  others,  Mr. 
W.  0'  Brien,  M.P.,  at  Kanturck,  on  the 
12th  inst.!  when  he  is  reported  to  have 
said — 

''  England  is  entering  npon  a  gigantic  struggle 
with  Russia  (enthusiastic  cheering).  It  seems 
to  me  to  be  just  the  moment  for  the  Irish  people 
to  proclaim  to  the  world,  and  to  warn  England, 
that  in  the  hour  of  her  peril  she  will  haye  to 
deal  with  an  Irish  nation,  whioh  she  hat  op* 
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pressed,  impoyerished,  rained,  and  plradBitd 
(prolonged  cheering),  a  nation  which  Dorniind 
longs  for  the  opportunity  of  putting  in  end  for 
ever  to  English  misgovemment  in  Irdsadbr 
peaceable  means  and  by  friendly  allianoe.  if 
that  be  possible,  but  if  not  by  any  means  thii 
God's  providence  may  send  to  doee  cor  kof 
struggle  for  national  independence  (proloDgtd 
cheering) ;  *' 

also  of  a  speech  delivered  by  Mr.  W. 
Eedmond,  M.P.,  at  Dundalk,  on  tlis 
12th  inst.,  in  which — 

<*He  rejoiced  that  in  their  retdlatiani  thcj 
first  declared  their  unalterable  det6rminstio&  to 
be  satisfied  with  nothing  that  England  codd 
give  so  long  as  Englishmen  ruled  them  (cheen), 
and  so  long  as  the  English  flag  took  the  pliei 
where  the  green  only  ought  to  float  (cheen). 
There  could  be  no  time  when  it  would  be  mon 
appropriate  or  effective  for  them  to  pronosoct 
in  favour  of  Home  Rule,  because  the  old  striag 
was  as  true  now  as  in  the  days  when  Wolft 
Tone  died,  that '  England's  difllcnlty,  under  thi 

frovidence  of  Gk>d,  was  Ireland's  oppoctonitf.' 
n  the  Soudan  the  English  had  got  20,000  d 
their  picked  troops  trying  to  *  smash  the  MAhdi' 
(cheers  and  laughter).  In  the  Soudan  the £a(- 
lish  had  already  got  from  the  brave  Aiabi  s 
touch  of  what  his  fellow-countrymen  gave  thsA 
in  the  blessed  days  of  '98  (prolonged  oheeriB|i 
He  thought  the  day  was  coming  when  the  mm. 
people  will  place  Uie  immortal  g^reen  for  etcr 
over  and  above  the  red  (cheers) ;  '* 

also  of  a  speech  made  at  the  Botimdi, 
Dublin,  on  the  17th  instant,  by  Mr.  W. 
Eodmond,  M.P.,  in  which  he  said — 

<*He(the  Prince  of  Wales)  had  ptmyadtbtt 
God  might  protect  and  bless  Ireland  (rsoevii 
groaning).  Such  a  thing  from  a  man  whan 
Country  had  trampled  upon  them,  diigneri 
them,  and  ruined  them,  was  intqlting  to  thi 
Irish  race  (applause).  The  Irish  pec^  wialii 
no  praise  from  an  English  Prince  for  their  siU 
vation.  If  the  great  majority  of  the  hak 
people  believed  that  they  oould  not  get  salfstiM 
except  through  the  mediation  of  the  EnghA 
Prince,  they  would  rather  go  down  willufiy 

to  perdition  (applause) If  they  ««« 

persecuted  too  much  by  Orangemen  and  Fk«»- 
masons,  if  they  had  too  much  princely  rial 
slung  in  their  teeth  by  the  English  Timm,  tky 
would  be  compelled  to  &11  in  Bhoaldcr  to 
shoulder,  and  to  march  along,  if  not  to  libotr 
in  this  Country,  at  least  to  (he  with  their  fas* 
to  their  foe,  with  the  green  standard  of  ih«r 
fathers  flying  above  them  (loud  cheers) ;  ** 

also  of  a  further  speech  delivered  hj 
Mr.  W.  O'Brien,  M.P.,  at  the  f ortoigbt^ 
meeting  of  the  Irish  National  Le^at 
held  in  Dublin  on  the  2l8t  inst.  at  whidt 
he  is  re|K)rted  by  The  Tiwtu  of  jetterdij 
to  have  said— - 


**  There  was  no  loyalty  in  Ireland  to 
or  an  English  Prince,  and  wherever  the  Prias* 
would  go  throughout  the  country  th< 
not  be  wanting  eridence  to  remind  hia  that  tks 
sincere  and  earnest  pr^rer  ol  the  Irish  pso^ 
was  that  the  British  ia^a%  would  be 
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for  twenty -four  hours  under  the  sea  (loud 
cheers);'* 

andf  whether  such  speeches  constitute 
a  legal  offence,  and  whether  it  is  the 
intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Goyemment 
to  take  any  action  in  regard  to  them, 
or  to  permit  the  continued  deliyerance  of 
similar  speeches  with  impimity  in  the 
future? 

Mb.  BIGGAH  :  Before  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  answers  that  Ques- 
tion, may  I  be  permitted  to  ask  him 
whether  there  is  any  fee  allowed  to  a 
common  informer  in  such  cases  as  this  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order ! 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hekry  James)  :  I  do  not  know  that  any 
offence  can  be  charged  against  anyone, 
or  that  any  penalty  can  be  inflicted  upon 
anyone,  for  breaking  the  Oath  of  Alle- 
giance. Of  course,  if  any  persons  com- 
mit any  acts  either  of  high  treason  or  of 
Bedition  which  show  him  to  be  wanting 
in  the  fulfilment  of  that  Oath,  he  will 
be  guilty,  by  law,  for  having  committed 
those  acts ;  but  no  charge  can  be  pre- 
ferred in  that  name  for  not  having  ful- 
filled the  Oath  and  promise  of  allegiance. 
Then  the  hon.  Member  asks  me  whether 
such  speeches  as  are  quoted  in  the  Ques- 
tion constitute  a  legal  offence  ?  If  I 
were  to  answer  that  Question,  I  should 
be  taking  upon  myself  the  fulfilment  of 
the  duties  both  of  Judg^  and  jury.  I, 
therefore,  respectfully  ask  the  House 
to  permit  me  not  to  be  the  judge  of  any 
2Daa,  be  he  a  Member  of  this  House  or  not, 
or  to  say  whether  he  has  or  has  not  been 

Suilty  of  an  offence.  As  to  the  third 
^eetion,  whatever  course  it  is  thought 
right  to  take,  either  in  the  afi^mative  or 
in  the  negative,  the  matter  rests  entirely 
with  the  Irish  Esecutive. 

Mr.  M<C0AN  :  Then,  as  regards  the 
Oath  of  Allegiance  taken  in  this  House, 
are  we  to  understand  that  it  is,  as 
the  iunior  Member  for  Northampton  de- 
scribes it  to  be  for  himself,  an  idle 
fomiy  or  a  legal  reality  imposing  an  ob- 
ligation? 

[No  reply.] 

Afterwards, 

Mr.  MKX)AN  said :  As  the  Attorney 
General  has  stated,  in  answer  to  the  final 
portion  of  my  Question,  that  it  would 
be  more  properly  addressed  to  the  Irish 
Ibcecutive,  I  beg  to  give  Notice  that,  on 
a  future  day»  I  shall  ask  that  part  of  the 


Question  of  the  Solicitor  General  or  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  whichever  is  the 
more  competent  to  answer  it. 

INLAND  NAVIGATION  AND 
DRAINAGE   (IRELAND)— THE  RIVER 

BANN. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  If  he  will  state  the  pre- 
sent intentions  of  the  Government  as  to 
the  Bann  Navigation  question,  and  is  he 
aware  that  while  the  works  are  most 
injurious  to  drainage  and  ruinous  to 
riverside  farmers,  the  navigation  which 
they  were  constructed  to  facilitate  is  prac- 
tically non-esistent,  and  that  an  existing 
railway  amply  provides  for  freight  and 
carriage  in  the  district  ? 

Mr.  HIBBEET:  The  Government 
has  given  a  great  deal  of  attention  to 
this  question,  and  are  fully  alive  to  the 
grievances  of  the  riparian  occupiers.  I 
recently  stated,  in  reply  to  my  hon. 
Friend  the  senior  Member  for  the  county 
of  Derry  (Sir  Thomas  M*01ure),  that  we 
are  considering  what  can  be  done  to 
meet  the  case,  and  I  hope  we  shall 
shortly  be  able  to  arrive  at  a  conclu- 
sion. But  it  is  right  to  say  that  the 
Government  have  no  power  to  remove 
the  navigation  works,  however  useless 
they  may  think  them,  without  legisla- 
tion. 

Mb.  HEALT  :  May  I  ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman  whether,  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
represents  the  county  in  question,  steps 
will  be  taken  to  improve  the  drainage  of 
these  districts  before  the  next  General 
Election  ? 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOE:  lehould 
like  to  put  the  same  Question  with  re* 
spect  to  the  Shannon  and  Barrow. 

Mr.  HIBBERT  :  The  matter  is  being 
inquired  into. 

INTERMEDIATE    AND    HIGHER   EDU- 
CATION (WALES)— THE  WELSH 
COLLEGES. 

Mr.  morgan  LLOYD  asked  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council,  Whether,  having  regard  to  the 
fact  that  the  number  of  students  at  the 
University  College  of  Wales  at  Aberyst- 
with  has  largely  increased  since  the 
establishment  of  the  Colleges  at  Cardiff 
and  Bangor,  he  will  consider  the  ad- 
visability of  increasing  the  Grant  to 
the  College  at  Aberystwith,  so  as  to 
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place  it  in  the  same  position  as  the  other 
Colleges  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  The  reoent  suc- 
cess of  the  Aberystwith  College,  and, 
indeed,  of  all  three  of  the  Welsh  Col- 
leges, is  highly  gratifying,  and  justi- 
fies the  encouragement  which  the  Go- 
vernment has  extended  to  higher  educa- 
tion in  Wales.  Having  regard,  however, 
to  the  fact  that  the  grant  to  Aberystwith 
was  settled  only  about  nine  months  ago, 
in  strict  conformity  with  the  wants  and 
wishes  of  the  Governing  Body  of  that 
College,  it  is  premature  to  re-open  the 
question  until  we  have  had  some  further 
experience  of  its  progress  and  success. 
We  shall  not  lose  sight  of  the  matter  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  has  called  atten- 
tion. 

ADMniALTY— OFFICE  OF  THE 
ACCOUNTANT  GENERAL  OF  THE  NAVY. 

Babon  henry  DE  worms  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  On 
what  grounds  the  term  of  Mr.  Willis's 
appointment  as  Accountant  General  of 
the  Navy  was  limited  to  three  years; 
whether  he  would  place  upon  the  Table 
a  Return  of  the  several  ofB.cers  who 
have  held  the  position  of  Accountant 
General  of  the  Navy,  showing  their  pre- 
vious service,  the  length  of  time  they 
held  the  office,  their  age  on  retirement, 
and  the  cause  of  their  retirement,  i.e., 
whether  the  same  was  voluntary  or  not; 
and,  whether  he  would  grant  a  Return 
of  the  Members  constituting  the  Board 
of  Admiralty  since  1st  January  1865, 
showing  their  tenure  of  office  and  cause 
of  leaving  ? 

Mb.  OAINE:  The  Office  of  Ac- 
countant General  of  the  Navy  became 
vacant  in  1882  by  the  promotion  of  Mr. 
(now  Sir)  Robert  Hamilton.  Mr.  Willis 
was  at  that  time  the  Deputy  Accountant 
General,  and  was  approaching  his  60th 
year,  when,  underordinaryoircumstances, 
he  would  have  been  retired.  But  the 
re-organization  of  the  Department  had 
only  recently  been  completed,  and  it  was 
deemed  advisable  to  retain  Mr.  Willis's 
services  for  a  limited  period  in  the  posi- 
tion vacated  by  Mr.  Hamilton.  The 
period  was  fixed  at  three  years,  because 
that  period  was  necessary  to  enable  Mr. 
Willis,  on  retirement,  to  receive  his  full 
pension.  No  object  would  be  gained 
by  presenting  the  Return  asked  for  re- 
lating to  the  tenure  of  office  by  previous 
officers  holding  the  position  of  Aooount- 

Mr,  Morgan  Lloyd 


ant  General ;  but,  if  desired,  the  infor- 
mation could  be  g^ven.  WiUi  regard  to 
the  last  sentence  of  the  Question,  I  do 
not  see  why  the  officials  of  the  Admi- 
ralty should  be  taken  away  from  more 
important  work  to  make  a  Return  whidi 
the  hon.  Member  can  make  for  himsdf 
in  half-an-hour  from  Tke  Navff  LisU  in 
the  Library.  The  chief  causes  why  Mem- 
bers of  the  Board  have  left  their  respec- 
tive offices  have  been  promotions  and 
changes  of  GK)vernment. 

CYPRUS  (FINANCE,  &c.)— EEPOETED 
REVENUE  FRAUDS. 

Mb.  GORST  asked  the  Under  8ecre> 
tary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether 
the  Chief  Inspector  of  Revenue  in 
Cyprus  has  resigned  his  office;  and, 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Gh>vemment 
will  withhold  their  acceptance  of  hif 
resignation  until  further  inquiry  into 
the  recent  revenue  frauds  has  taken 
place  ? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY,  in  reply, 
said,  the  Government  had  telegraphed  to 
Cyprus  regarding  this  Question ;  but  a 
reply  had  not  yet  been  received. 

Me.  GORST  said,  he  would  call  atten- 
tion to  the  subject  in  Supply,  and  mam 
a  reduction  of  the  Vote. 

ARMY  (CONTBACTS)— TINNED  34EAT 
FOR  FIELD  SERVICB. 

Sm  HERBERT  BiAXWELL  (fivHr. 
I>ioBT)a8ked  the  Secretaiy  of  Stote  for 
War,  Whether  offers  have  been  invited 
for  the  aupply  of  tinned  meat  for  Bri- 
tish troops  in  the  field  from  such  fiimi 
in  the  Australasian  and  other  Brituk 
Colonies  as  are  prepared  to  tender ;  tad, 
if  so,  what  was  the  relative  price^  li 
compared  with  the  prices  charged  by 
American  firms,  who  nold  the  oontnctt 
at  present? 

Sm  ARTHUR  HATTER :  The  bulk 
of  the  Australian  tinned  meat  comet  to 
this  country  in  tins  of  a  shape  not  tmJUi 
for  field  service.  When  the  meat  is  it 
suitable  tins,  and  of  approved  brands,  it 
is  always  taken  if  the  conditions  m 
equal,  and  the  price  not  higher  than  thii 
of  American  meat. 

Sm  HERBERT  MAXWELL  aAsd 
whether  any  preference  was  shown  fa 
Colonial  beef?  

Sm  ARTHUR  HATTER  said,  thai  if 
the  price  was  equal  the  Anstraliaa 
was  taken  in  prete^moe. 
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time ;  but  I  presume  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber means  the  amount  of  liability  which 
has  been  incurred.  It  is  not  possible  to 
state  this  with  accuracy.  Expenditure 
is  being  incurred  in  India  and  in  Egypt, 
for  which  the  accounts  have  not  been 
received,  and  cannot  be  received  for 
some  time.  The  actual  liabilities  may 
be  estimated  to  amount  to  £2,500,000. 
It  must  not  be  supposed,  however,  that, 
under  any  circumstances,  the  Soudan 
expenditure  could  be  reduced  to  this 
amount.  Provision  has  to  be  made  for 
maintenance  of  adequate  garrisons  in 
Suakin  and  in  Upper  Egypt;  and  the 
expenditure  in  excess  of  what  is  required 
for  these  services  will  depend  on  the 
rate  at  which  it  may  be  found  possible 
to  effect  the  intended  concentration  of 
the  troops.  The  estimated  cost  of  the 
Nile  Eaiiway  is  £400,000 ;  but  commu- 
nications are  now  being  made  with  Sir 
Evelyn  Baring  and  Lord  Wolseley  as  to 
the  extent  to  which  it  should  be  com- 
pleted. 


DUBLIN  METROPOLITAN  POLICE- 
POSTING  OF  PLACARDS. 

Mb.  SEXTON  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  police  notices  issued  by  the  Commis- 
moner  of  the  Dublin  Metropolitan  Police 
liaTe  been  posted  within  the  last  few 
days  on  the  pedestal  of  the  Orattan 
statue  in  Ck>llege  Green,  Dublin ;  and,  if 
the  Commissioner  has  any  legal  right  to 
cause  the  public  monuments  of  the  city 
to  be  so  defaced  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL -BANNEEM AN: 
A  police  notice  for  the  regulation  of 
traffic  was  posted  on  the  pedestal  of  the 
Qrattan  Statue,  but  not  by  the  police  or 
any  of  their  agents.  When  the  police 
aa^r  it,  they  had  it  removed. 

Mb.  SEXTON  :  Who  posted  the  no- 
tices  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  .  BANNERMAN  : 
That  I  do  not  know. 

Mb.  HEALT  :  Is  it  a  fact  that  public 
attention  had  been  called  in  this  House 
prerionsly  to  the  defacement  of  public 
monuments  in  Ireland  by  the  police  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL .  BANNERMAN : 
What  I  understand  happened  in  this 
caae  was  that  a  number  of  these  notices 
were  issued  to  persons  supposed  to  have 
been  affected  by  them,  and  they  may 
have  posted  them  on  the  statue. 

Mb.  HEALY  :  The  police  would  not 
have  posted  them  on  King  William's 
Statue? 

Mb.  sexton  :  Is  it  usual  for  the 
Police  Commissioner,  having  to  issue 
notices  to  people,  to  get  them  posted  for 
him  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL .  BANNERMAN : 
No,  Sir. 

ARMY  (THE  MILITARY  EXPEDITION 
TO  EGYPT)— THE  VOTE  FOR  CHARGES. 

Mb-  LABOUOHEEE  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether 
he  can  iuform  the  House  of  the  precise 
amount  of  the  £4,000,000  which  the 
HoiLse  is  asked  to  vote  for  the  charges 
in  the  Soudan  and  Upper  Egypt  under 
the  head  of  "  Army,"  that  has  already 
been  expended,  aud  the  amount  that  is 
to  be  expended  on  the  completion  of  the 
Wady  Haifa  Eailroad;  and,  whether 
this  Hailroad  when  completed  will  be  the 
property  of  Her  Majesty's  Government,? 

The  Mabquess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
I  will  answer  the  hon.  Member  for  my 
iig}it  hon.  Friend.  I  am  unable  to  state 
^e   amoiint  expended  to   the  present 

VOL.  OCXOYn.    [thibd  sebibs.] 


CENTRAL  ASIA— THE  AFGHAN  BOUN- 
DARY  COMMISSION— EXPENDI- 
TURE. 

Me.  LABOUCHEEE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether 
the  statement  in  The  Weekly  Dispateh 
that  the  following  quantity  of  spirituous 
liquors  accompanied  Sir  Peter  Lums- 
den's  Mission: — 300  dozen  of  cham- 
pagne, 150  dozen  of  claret,  100  dozen 
of  other  wines,  100  dozen  of  brandy, 
150  dozen  of  whiskey,  and  400  dozen  of 
beer ;  and,  if  so,  whether  these  spirituous 
liquors  were  intended  for  the  consump- 
tion of  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  and  his  Staff, 
or  to  be  consumed  by  Afghans  and  Turco- 
mans ;  and,  whether  Sir  Peter  Lumsden 
is  receiving,  in  addition  to  his  pay  and 
allowances  as  a  General,  a  salary  at  the 
rate  of  £50,000  per  annum,  as  stated  in 
The  Weekly  Diepateh  ? 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'OONNOE  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  he  would  have  any  objection 
to  lay  upon  the  Table  a  statement  with 
reference  to  Sir  Peter  Lumsden's  mis- 
sion, showing — (1.)  The  amount  of  esti- 
mated expenditure  for  the  pay  and 
allowances  of  (a)  Sir  Peter  Lumsden 
himself ;  (b)  for  the  rest  of  the  mission ; 
(2.)  The  amount  of  the  estimated  inci- 
dental expenditure  ? 

Mr.  J.  K.  OEOSS:  The  pay  and 
allowances  of  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  during 
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his  Mission,  indudiog  his  pay  and  allow- 
ances as  Major  General  in  the  Army, 
are  £3,112  10«.  a-year,  besides  which 
he  continues  to  draw  £1,200  a-year  as 
Member  of  the  Indian  Council.  The  other 
officers  of  the  Mission  received  an  addi- 
tion of  one-fifth  to  their  Indian  pay  and 
allowances.  The  total  cost  of  the  Mis- 
sion entered  in  the  revised  Estimates  for 
1884-5  is  £120,000.  In  the  Budget 
for  1885-6  further  provision  is  made  for 
£60,000.  With  regard  to  the  extracts 
from  The  Weekly  Lispateh^  quoted  by 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North- 
ampton, the  only  information  on  the 
subject  that  we  have  is  that  there  was 
to  be  sent  from  India  for  the  use  of  the 
Mission  15  dozen  of  champagne  and  six 
dozen  of  brandy. 

LAW   AND    POLICE    (lEELAND)— PKO- 
CES8I0N  OF  BANDS  IN  DUBLIN. 

Ma.  T.  D.  SULUVAN  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If  it  is  true  that  the  Chief 
Commissioner  of  Police  in  Dublin  issued 
a  notice  on  Monday  last  to  the  effect 
that  any  of  the  citizens'  bands  playing 
in  the  streets  of  that  city  on  the  nights 
of  Monday,  Tuesday,  or  Wednesday 
would  be  dispersed  by  force;  whether 
he  caused  copies  of  that  notice  to  be 
served  by  the  police  on  the  masters  of 
several  of  those  bands;  and,  whether 
the  Chief  Commissioner  of  Police  has 
power  to  fix  the  occasions  on  which 
popular  bands  will  be  allowed  to  per- 
form in  Dublin,  or  to  prescribe  the  tunes 
which  they  are  to  play  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEBMAN  : 
It  havinff  been  publicly  stated  that  the 
amateur  Dands  of  the  city  had  been  in- 
vited to  parade  the  streets  on  the  even- 
ings referred  to,  and  that  the  object  of 
the  parade  was  to  express  dissent  from 
those  who  had  decorated  their  houses  or 
otherwise  manifested  their  loyalty  to- 
wards His  Boyal  Highness  the  Prince 
of  Wales,  the  police,  knowing  that  such 
a  procession  of  bands  in  such  circum- 
stances was  likely  to  result  in  outrages 
on  property  and  disturbance  of  the  pub- 
lic peace,  communicated  verbally  with 
the  leaders  of  the  bands,  and  warned 
them  that  the  parade  would  not  be 
allowed.  In  taking  this  course  the  police 
not  only  acted  within  their  powers,  but 
they  would  have  failed  in  their  duty  if 
they  had  not  done  so. 

Mr.  J.  K,  Croet 


AEMY  (AUXILIARY  F01tCES>-RAKK  OF 

OFFICERS. 

Me.  SAMPSON  LLOYD  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  If  it  is  a 
fact  that  the  rank  of  Major  is  granted 
to  Officers  of  the  Militia  and  Yoluoteer 
Battalions  of  a  Territorial  Begiment 
after  20  years'  service,  and  the  rank  of 
Lieut. -Colonel  after  25  years'  service; 
and,  if  he  will  consider  the  advisability, 
now  that  the  Militia  and  Volunteer  Offi- 
cers are  doing  duty  with  the  regular 
battalions,  of  granting  similar  rank  to 
the  officers  of  those  battalions  with  the 
same  length  of  service  ?       

The  Mabquess  of  HAETINOTON: 
The  rank  referred  to  as  g^nted  in  the 
Auxiliary  Forces  is  entirely  honoraij, 
and  affords  the  holder  neither  precedence 
nor  military  command  over  officers  of 
the  Army.  There  is  no  necessity  for 
extending  the  system. to  Army  officers. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— THE  AFGHAN  B0U5- 
DARY   COMMISSION— COMMUNI- 
CATION. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  asked  theXTnder  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Hov 
long  it  takes  now  to  send  messages  bj 
telegraph  to  and  receive  messages  froa 
Sir  P.  Lumsden  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FTTZMATIRICE: 
The  House  is  already  in  poaseesion  of 
this  information.  The  last  telegram  re* 
ceived  from  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  (ass 
Central  Asia,  No.  1,  1885)  is  dated 
Tirpuly  [April  17,  and  was  received  it 
London  at  8.80  a.m.  on  the  2l8t  It 
may  be  assumed  that  telegnuns  from  ths 
Foreign  Office  will  take  about  an  eqnil 
amount  of  time  to  reach  Sir  Peter 
Lumsden. 

Mb.  ONSLOW :  Does  the  noble  Lord 
not  know  that  telegrams  hare  been  re- 
ceived from  Tirpul  in  much  less  tiot 
than  four  days? 

[No  reply.] 

CENTRAL  ASIA— ARREST  OF  ATOOB 

KHAN. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  asked  the  Undsr  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  AJ^uis,  If 
he  can  communicate  any  further  intidli- 
gence  regarding  the  arrest  of  Aroob 
Khan? 

Lord  EDMOND  FTEZMAUBICE: 
No  further  intelligence  regarding  A joob 
Khan  has  been  received  at  the  Fonigm 
Office  since  my  last  reply  in  the  Hovaa. 
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with  some  reluctance,  we  have  arrived 
at  the  conclusion  that  we  cannot  under- 
take to  give  any  further  statement  to  the 
House  as  to  the.  nature  and  particulars 
of  the  Correspondence  with  the  Bussian 
Government  at  the  present  time. 

Sir  STAFFOED  NORTHCOTE  :  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  make  any 
statement  on  Monday  ? 

Me.  GLADSTONE:  Well,  I  could 
not  undertake  to  do  so.  It  may  be  that 
between  this  time  and  Monday  informa- 
tion may  reach  us  of  a  character  which 
may  be  communicated  to  the  House; 
but  I  cannot  enter  into  any  covenants  on 
the  subject. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE: 
Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  think 
that  the  House  will,  immediately  after 
the  first  statement,  proceed  to  pass  the 
Vote  ?  I  would  remind  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  in  1878,  when  we  pro- 
posed a  Yote  of  Credit,  the  stages  were 
that  the  amount  was  mentioned  on  Fri- 
day, and  on  Monday  a  statement  was 
made  by  the  Government  of  the  circum- 
stances which  led  to  the  Vote.  The 
Opposition  of  the  day  thought  it  un- 
reasonable at  once  to  proceed  to  the  dis- 
cussion, and  the  matter  was  put  off  till 
the  foUowiug  Thursday. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  It  will  be  in  the 
power  of  the  House,  if  they  think  fit,  to 
contend  that  more  time  is  required.  I 
have  very  grave  doubts  as  to  whether 
that  contention  will  be  made  on  the  facts 
before  us.  We  have  been  careful  to 
make  statements  to  the  House  of  the 
precise  character  of  the  Vote  and  all 
that  is  connected  with  the  Vote  itself. 
With  respect  to  the  justification  for  pro- 
posing the  Yote,  that  we  shall  state  on 
Monday ;  but  I  am  not  aware  that  it  is 
my  duty  to  state  to  the  House  anything 
that,  so  far  as  I  know,  will  require  pro- 
longed consideration.  Should  the  House 
see  cause  to  demand  further  time  for 
consideration,  it  will  be  in  the  power  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  or  of 
any  other  Member  of  the  House,  to 
urge  their  views  to  that  effect.  But  oer- 
taiuly  in  a  case  of  this  kind — Votes  of 
Credit  differ  from  one  another  in  cha- 
racter— where  the  general  grounds  of 
the  Vote  are  patent  to  the  world,  and 
where  their  extreme  importance  and  the 
manner  in  which  they  are  associated 
with  the  national  interests  and  dignity 
are  universally  recognized,  our  impres- 
sion is  that  it  will  be  the  disposition  of 
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POST  OFFICE— THE  COMMITTEE  ON 
POSTAGE  STAMPS. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked  the 
Postmaster  General,  Whether  the  Post 
Office  Committee  on  Stamps  have  yet  re- 
turned from  visiting  the  various  Go- 
vernment Stamp  Factories  on  the  Con- 
tinent; and,  if  so,  whether  he  has  any 
objection  to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  any  Report  they  may  have 
made  in  connection  with  that  visit,  as 
well  as  upon  any  departmental  and 
other  evidence  they  may  have  taken  ? 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE,  in  renly. 
said,  the  inquiries  of  the  Committee  had 
been  completed,  but  he  had  not  yet  re- 
ceived their  Report. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— RUSSIA  AND  AFGHAN- 
ISTAN—PRODUCTION OF  PAPERS- 
THE  VOTE  OF  CREDIT. 

SibSTAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  any 
more  Papers  connected  with  the  pro- 
ceedings on  the  Afghan  frontier,  before 
he  asks  for  the  Yote  of  Credit;  and, 
whether  he  can  state  what  is  the  exact 
point  at  issue  between  Her  Majesty's 
Government  and  the  Government  of 
Hoseia? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  have  given  the 
consideration  which  I  promised  to  give 
to  the  subject  of  the  telegrams  preceding 
that  important  telegram — the  detailed 
telegram— of  Sir  Peter  Lumsden,  which 
has  been  laid  upon  the  Table,  and  the 
result  is  this,  that  we  have  not  found 
that  we  could  convey  valuable  informa- 
tion by  the  dispersed  statements,  con- 
tained in  former  telegrams,  and  which 
are  mixed  with  a  good  deal  of  extra- 
neous matter.  It  is  not,  therefore,  our 
intention  to  lay  further  Papers  on  the 
Table  connected  with  the  proceedings  on 
the  Afghan  Frontier  before  we  ask  for 
the  Yote  of  Credit.  I  have  given  care- 
ful consideration  to  the  second  part  of 
this  Question,  and  have  consulted  Lord 
Granville  and  others  of  my  Colleagues, 
and  although  we  should  gladly,  if  we 
could,  lay  open  precisely  what  is  going 
forward,  the  fact  is  that  we  are  engaged 
in  a  Correspondence  of  extreme  gravity, 
and  to  make  a  complete  statement  of  its 
nature  and  particulars  would  be  impos- 
sible, while  no  partial  statement  could 
be  given  without  great  risk  of  creating 
misapprehension.  Consequently,  though 
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the  House  to  proceed  at  once  with  the 
Vote. 

Babon  henry  DE  worms  asted 
whether  the  despatch  of  M.  de  Giers, 
published  in  the  newspapers  that  mom- 
ing)  had  been  received  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  have  not  seen 
the  despatch  in  the  papers  this  morn- 
ing. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
Is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that 
no  Papers  relating  to  Sir  Peter  Lums- 
den's  Mission  and  the  Afghan  Frontier 
have  been  given  to  Parliament  for  a 
long  time — none  at  all,  I  am  informed, 
except  the  one  despatch  from  Sir  Peter 
Lumsden  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  beHeve  that 
is  so. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
And  yet  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wishes 
the  House  to  understand  that  no  infor- 
mation with  regard  to  this  question  will 
be  laid  before  the  House  before  Mon- 
day, when  the  Yote  is  to  be  discussed  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  The  Vote  of 
Credit  has  no  reference  to  Sir  Peter 
Lumsden's  Mission. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
The  Afghan  Frontier  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir  Peter  Lums- 
den's Mission  does  not  require  a  Yote  of 
Credit.  It  is  the  unfortunate  and  de- 
plorable incidents  that  have  arisen  in  the 
course  of  it,  but  which  are  quite  distin- 
g^shable  and  separate  in  themselves. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
Is  it  not  the  case  that  the  attack  on  the 
Afghan  position  at  Penjdeh  is  closely 
oonnectea  with  Sir  Peter  Lumsden's 
Mission  and  the  correspondence  which 
took  place  with  regard  to  the  escort 
which  accompanied  Sir  Peter  Lumsden? 
We  wish  to  know  whether  the  House 
can  come  to  any  definite  conclusion  re- 
specting the  negotiations  with  regard  to 
the  Afghan  Frontier  without  more  in- 
formation than  it  at  present  possesses  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  We  do  not  ask 
the  House  to  come  to  any  definite  con- 
clusion on  the  negotiations  generally. 
The  necessity  for  the  Yote  of  Cre<Ut 
does  not  arise  out  of  the  course  of  these 
negotiations,  but  it  has  been  precipi- 
tated by  special  circumstances  quite  se- 
parate from  the  negotiations.  We  con- 
ceive that  the  telegrams  laid  before  the 
House  from  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  will 
enable  the  House  to  fully  understand 

Mr.  Gladitone 


the  nature  of  the  requisitions  made  upon 
them. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  :  After  the 
answer  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  given,  I  should  wish  to  ask  are  any 
of  the  facts  connected  with  the  depar- 
ture of  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  from  Guiran 
and  the  circumstances  by  which  that 
departure  was  accompanied  stated  in 
any  of  the  telegrams  from  Sir  Peter 
Lumsden  which  had  not  been  communi- 
cated to  the  House ;  and,  if  so,  will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  allow  the  House 
to  be  in  possession  of  those  telegrams 
referring  to  the  reason  why  Sir  Peter 
Lumsden  quitted  Gulran  and  the  cir- 
cumstances attending  that  departure  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  must  ask  tbe 
noble  Lord  to  put  a  Question  of  this 
kind  on  the  Paper,  as  it  taxes  my  me- 
mory with  regard  to  particulars. 

Mr.  O'KELLY  :  WiU  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  take  into  consideration  the 
desirability  of  postponing  the  Yote  of 
Credit  until  the  Government  are  in  a 
position  to  lay  before  the  House  full  in* 
formation  witii  reference  to  the  transac- 
tion at  Penjdeh  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  My  opinion  is 
that  such  a  course  would  be  extremelj 
prejudicial  to  the  public  interest  and 
very  adverse  to  the  general  feeling  of 
the  House. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  : 
I  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  it  is  within  his  recollection  that 
one  of  the  most  formidable  articles  in  his 
indictment  against  Lord  Beaeonsfield^s 
Government  was  that  it  withheld  infia*- 
mation  from  Parliament  while  expecting 
a  debate  to  be  carried  on  ?  I  wish  to 
know  whether  the  right  hon.  OeoUemsn 
is  going  to  follow  that  bad  exam^e  ? 

[No  reply.] 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT :  I 
should  like  to  know  whether  the  Tote 
of  Credit  can  be  put  in  two  distinct 
sums,  one  of  £6,500,000  for  special 
reparations,  and  the  other  of  £4«  500,000 
or  the  h'oudan  Expedition  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  My  im^ 
is  that  it  will  be  open  to  anyone 
matter  of  form  to  move  to  reduce 
Vote  of  Credit;  but,  undoubtedly^  as 
the  matter  stands,  it  will  be  put  in  one 
sum.  

Mr.  ASHMEAD  -  BARTLETT :    la 
reference  to    the    answer   whioh 
given  to  the  noble  Lord  by  Uie 


I 


489 


Egypt  (Events 


{Apbil  23,  1885}  in  the  Soudan), 


490 


Minister,  I  would  ask  whether  it  is  the 
fact  that  the  Bussian  Goyernment,  in 
their  reply  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, have  asserted  that  the  deplorable 
incident  at  Penjdeh,  or  whatever  it  may 
be  called,  was  due  to  the  presence  of 
Sir  Peter  Lumsden's  Mission  on  the 
Afghan  Frontier  with  a  large  escort? 
[Crw«a/'*«Oh,oh!'n 

Mb.  speaker  :  That  Question  does 
not  at  all  fairly  grow  out  of  the  answer 
to  the  noble  Lord. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD  -  BAETLETT  :  I 
rise  to  a  point  of  Order.  \_Crie9  of 
"  Oh,  oh  !  "  "  Name !  "  and  **  Order !] 
I  have  not  quite  finished  the  Question^ 
I  ask  you,  Sir,  to  recall  the  Question  of 
the  noble  Lord.  The  noble  Lord  asked 
whether  Sir  Peter  Lumsden's  Mission 
had  any  connection  with  the  unfortunate 
affair  at  Penjdeh  ?  The  Prime  Minister 
said  '*  None ;  "  and  he  therefore  declined 
to  produce  Sir  Peter  Lumsden's  de- 
^tches.  I  wish  to  ask  upon  this  ques- 
tion what  is  the  exact  point  of  issue  be- 
tween Her  Majesty's  Government  and 
the  Bussian  Government  ?  Is  it  not  a 
fact  that  the  Government  of  Bussia  have 
ventured  to  assert  that  the  cause  of  the 
deplorable  incident  at  Penjdeh  was  the 
presence  of  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  on  the 
frontier  with  an  armed  escort  ?  Ought 
we  not,  therefore,  to  have  Sir  Peter 
Lumsden's  despatches,  in  order  to  be 
able  to  estimate  the  truth  of  this 
Bussian  allegation?  Does  that  not 
arise  out  of  the  Question  put  by  the 
noble  Lord  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  do  not  see  that  it 
at  all  arises  out  of  that  Question. 

Mb.  ARTHOB  O'CONNOB:  I  also 
wish  to  ask  a  Question  on  a  point  of 
Order.  The  Prime  Minister  has  stated 
that  the  Vote  of  Credit  would  be  put  in 
one  sum.  I  have  given  Notice  of  Mo- 
tion for  Monday  next  to  the  effect  that 
the  question  of  expenditure  in  the  Sou- 
dan ought  to  be  considered  by  the  Ck)m- 
mittee  separately  from  that  of  expendi- 
tore  elsewhere.  I  wish  to  ask  whether 
it  will  be  competent  for  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  move  an  Amendment  on  the  Mo- 
tion '*That  the  Speaker  do  leave  the 
Chair"  for  the  Vote  of  Credit  to  be 
brought  forward  ?  Can  I  on  that  occa- 
sion make  the  Motion  of  which  I  have 
given  Notice  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKEB  :  I  should  first  re- 
quire to  see  the  Motion  which  the  hon. 
Membor  wishes  to  move. 


Mb.  ABTHUB  O'OONNOB  said,  that 
his  Motion  was  to  the  effect  that  it  was 
expedient  that  the  Vote  of  Credit  in 
connection  with  the  Soudan  Expedition 
should  be  considered  separately  from 
the  Vote  of  Credit  for  military  expendi- 
ture elsewhere. 

Mb.  SPEAKEB :  I  shall  be  prepared 
to  answer  that  Question  when  I  am  ac- 
quainted with  the  full  circumstances  of 
the  case 

Mb.  SCLATEB-BOOTH  :  May  I  ask 
the  Prime  Minister  whether  that  part 
of  the  Vote  of  Credit  in  respect  of 
the  Soudan  will  be  voted  on  Monday 
under  the  same  conditions  of  reticence 
as  the  part  relating  to  the  special  pre- 
parations in  regard  to  the  Afghan  Fron- 
tier? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  No,  Sir.  What 
I  have  stated  in  answer  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  undoubtedly  had  reference  to 
the  Vote  for  special  preparations,  and 
not  to  the  Vote  for  the  Soudan,  which 
in  many  respects  comes  under  very  diffe« 
rent  conditions. 

EGYPT    (EVENTS  IN  THE  SOUDAN)— 
WHITE  SLAVES  AT  KHARTOUM. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BABTLETT  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  state- 
ments in  The  Daily  News  of  the  22nd, 
made  by  one  of  General  Gordon's  Egyp- 
tian soldiers,  and  especially  to  the  fol- 
lowing passages : — 

"  There  were  several  white  women  when  I 
left,  daughters  of  Europeans  by  Abyssinian 
wives.  There  were  two  or  three  ladies  at  the 
Austrian  Consul's.  Gordon  always  said,  *  The 
English  are  coming  ; ' 

•  •  •  •  • 

*'  All  the  white  and  all  the  black  women  are 
now  made  slaves.  My  poor  wife,  I  shall  never 
see  her  again.  When  I  say  white  I  mean  also 
those  whose  mothers  were  Abyssinian  and 
fathers  European,  and  there  were  some  Turkish 
ladies  who  wore  the  achmet,  wives  of  officers ; 
all  will  now  he  slaves ;  *  " 

and,  whether,  before  leaving  the  Soudan, 
he  will  directly  authorise  the  General 
now  in  command  at  Dongola  to  try  to 
ransom  these  unfortunate  victims  ? 

The  Mabquess  of  HABTINGTON  : 
My  right  hon.  Friend  has  asked  me  to 
answer  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man. My  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  statement,  and  I  have  telegraphed 
to  Lord  Wolseley  inquiring  whether  by 
reference  to  th^  soldier  referred  to  or  by 
any  other  means  he  can  obtain  any  fur- 
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ther  iDfoTmation  as  to  the  statements  ^ency  of  the  queRtion,  he  will  make  an 

quoted,  and   whether  if  there  appears  mrly  statement  on  the  matter,  and  place 

to  he  any  foundation  for  them  it  would  :he  House  in  possession  of  the  principles 

be  in  his  opinion  possible  immediately  jf  his  proposed  measure? 

■  I  effect  the  release  of  these  women  *'~     "" '  """"^  » ''^ 


either  by  ronson  or  otherwise. 


CHAMBERLAIN:   I  will  en- 
give  the  hon.  Member  the 


isplanation  and  further  information 

CHIME  ANB  OUTRAGE  {ENGLAND  AND  ^^  ^he  intentions  of  the  Government  ior 

WALES}-EXPLOSION  AT  THE  AD-  ^""'"  ^e  asks.      In  the  farst  place,  1 

MIRALTT  '*^^°  ^  ^^y  ^^^^  ^^  consider  that  the 

m™  T?    4natn?'mwfTjnaH    T  ™=T.  B^^Mce  taken  by  the  Committee  on 

.  ^'u?l\^^°^™^^^®I=  -^  "^'^  Railway   Bates    and    Farea    in    1883 

to  ask  the  Secretay  for  the  Home  De-  f^raishes  sufficient  information  as  to  the 

partmeut  a  Question  of  which  I  have  ^^^^^^  ^^    ^j^^   complaints  which  hare 

gnren    h.m    private     Notice  -  namely,  ^^^^  ^^^^    „f  preferential   rates  both 

Whether  he  can  give  the  House    any  „^  f^,^;  ^^  '^^^^  ^j^^,  „„  ^^^^ 

particulars  as  to  the  explosion    which  ^^^^^      y^r^^^^  ^^^^^^  „f  opinion  that 

took  place  at  the  Admiralty  this  fore-  ^^^  g^     ^  ^^  ^^^.^  Oommittie,  and  the 

noon;  and,  also,  whether  he  can  state  Report^fp„riousCommitteeBandOom- 

if  there  18  any  truth  in  the  rumour  that  „i^i„„B  ^n  the    subject,  show  condu- 

another  Mplosion  had  taken  place  at  a  ^^j    t,,^t  ^^       ^^^^i  ^^  ^f  universal 

later  penod  of  the  d^?  application  can    be   laid   down.     The 

8iE  WILLIAM  HAECOUET:   An  eJ^blishment,    for   instance,  of   equal 

explosion  took  place  in  one  of  the  lower  ^Ueage  rates  which  has  sometimes  teen 

official  rooms  at  the  Admir^ty  at  11  ^opoied  would   be   most  iDJurions  to 

o  clock  this  moniin^     It  is  too   ear.y  ^^J^  ^^^^  ^^  „^^^  deprive  freighter, 

yet  to  form  a  deGmte  opinion  on  the  ^f  advantage  from  rompetition  ;  it 

subject;    but  It  seems  to  be  quite  clear  ^^^j^^  ^^  ^^^f^   ^   revolution  in  the 

that  the  explosive,  whatever  it  was,  was  jnovemmt  of  traffic,  and  would  involve 

placed  inside  the  room.     The  quantity  ^y^^  ^„-^  ^f  ^  {nteresta  which 

must  have  been  small,  as  the  structura  ^^^^^  ^^^^  ^.^^^t^d  ^^  jl,^  f^th  of  exist- 

damage  to  the  room  was  very  el.ght.   It  ■       a„angements.     On  the  other  hand, 

also  appears  that  tho   osplosive   must  ^^^^^    -^  |^^    ^^^^^^  ^^  1,^^^^^   ^l^t 

have  been  placed  on  the  top  of  some  ^^j^^  ^1,^^      ^^^^t        ^^^  preferenoea 

piece  of  furniture  in  the  room  against  ^^^^    ^^^  treated    which  ^not    be 

the  wall      I  regret  to   state  that  the  jy^tiged    in    law   or    equity.      In    the 

Assistant  Lnder  Secretary  of  the  Ad-  ^r^j,  ^nd  Canal  Traffic  Act.    1854, 

miralty,  Mr.  Swainson,  who  wasatwork  jj^^^  ;•;  ^  ^^^^^^  ^^^^      ^^^^  ^^^^^ 

atadesk  close  to  where  the  explosion  p^ferenoe,  which  appears  to  be  sufficient 

took  place,  was  serious  injured;  but  the  }^^  ^^^^  purpose,  and  all  that  is  necessary 

most  recent  accounts- within   the  last  j^  ^^^^^  ^[^  ^^^^  ^j  complaint  should  U 

half-hour -from  the  hospital  give  o  dealt  with  a«  they  arise  by  a  competent 

favourable  account  of  his  progress.     He  »,!h„„„i      n„„i,  .  *,.iK„n«l  tho  fJ^™™. 


has  recovered  consciousness,  and  I 
informed  has  taken  some  natural  sleep. 
I  have    heard   nothing  of   any  othei 
explosion,  and  I  believe  it  is  not  th(    tribunal' 


fact. 

BAIL  WAT  REGULATION  ACTS- 
PKEFERENTIAL  RATES. 
Me.  E.  H.  PAGET  asked  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade.  Whether, 
having  reference  to  bis  recent  statement 
that  the  subject  of  preferential  Hailwaj 
rates  on  Foreign  goods  was  "  ripe  foi 
legislation,"  he  nill  he  good  enough  t( 


tribunal.  Such  a  tribunal  the  Govern- 
ment believe  already  exists  in  the  Bail- 
way  Commissioners  ;  but  further  legift- 
lation  is  required  in  order  to  put  this 
on   a  permanent  basis,  with 


somewhat  extended  powers,  and  at  ths 
same  time  to  facilitate  the  resort  to  it 
by  giving  a  locui  itandi  to  public  bodies 
and  associations  which  may  be  expected 
to  seek  a  decision  in  all  disputed  casea 
of  any  importance,  where,  however,  tha 
interests  of  private  traders  and  indi- 
viduals may  not  he  sufficient  to  indnoe 
them  to  undertake  the  burden  of  litiga- 
tion.    These  views  found  expression  in 


inform  the  House  if  he  is  prepared  tc  the  Bailway  Begulation   Acts 

introdnoe  a  Bill  dealing  with  the  sub-  ment  Bill  inlroducod  by  me  last  Seaaion, 

ject ;  and,  whether,  in  view  of  the  ur  but  withdrawn  owing  to  the  pro— lira  of 

""'    "''■rrgwii  of  Hartiiigion 
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Business.  I  am  afraid  that  the  present 
state  of  Public  Business  does  not  leave 
room  for  hope  that  the  Bill  could  be 
re-introduced  with  any  advantage  in  the 
present  Session. 

Mb.  E.  H.  PAGET  asked  whether  he 
was  right  in  understanding  that  the 
only  legislation  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  proposed  was  the  perma- 
nency of  the  KaUway  Commissioners, 
and  to  g^ve  a  loeus  ttandi  to  certain 
bodies  before  it  ? 

Mb.  GHAMBEBLAIN  said,  he 
thought  his  previous  reply  was  very 
full.  It  was  proposed  to  put  the  Bail- 
way  Commission  on  a  permanent  basis, 
aomewhat  to  extend  its  functions,  and 
to  give  a  locus  standi  to  other  bodies,  so 
as  to  facilitate  their  access  to  its  deci- 
sions? 

Mb.  TOMUNSGN  asked  whether,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  the  Bailway  Commis- 
sioners had  jurisdiction  now  to  entertain 
questions  of  undue  preference  as  be- 
tween foreign  goods  and  English 
eoods? 

Mb.  GHAMBEBLAIN:  Yes,  Sir; 
that  is  my  opinion. 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS   OF  THE 

HOUSE. 

Mb.  BITCHIE  asked  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  when 
be  expected  the  Amendments  of  the 
Qovemment  to  the  Bedistribution  Bill 
to  be  distributed  ? 

SiB  CHABLES  W.  DILKE  said,  that 
some  were  ready  and  some  were  not, 
and  as  it  was  desirable  to  put  them 
down  together  he  proposed  to  put  them 
all  on  the  Paper  to-morrow. 

Mb.  LEWIS  inquired  when  the 
GK>vemment  proposed  to  take  the  Irish 
Begistration  Bill  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEBMAN  : 
To-morrow,  Sir. 

Mb.  PABNELL  asked  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  who 
was  responsible  for  placing  the  Scotch 
Begistration  Bill  second  in  that  night* s 
Paper,  and  the  Irish  Begistration  Bill 
17th? 

SiB  CHABLES  W.  DILKE  said,  that 
the  Irish  Begistration  Bill  would  be 
the  first  Order  to-morrow.  There  was 
no  intention  to  take  it  that  night. 

Mb.  PABNELL  asked  whether  this 
Bill  would  be  proceeded  with  through- 
out the  Sitting  to-morrow  ? 


Sib  CHABLES  W.    DILKE:   Yes, 

Sir. 

Mb.  HEALY  suggested  that  one  stage 
should  be  taken  to-night,  as  the  Bill 
was  not  blocked.  They  might  get  the 
Speaker  out  of  the  Chair,  and  then  to- 
morrow proceed  with  the  Amendments. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEBMAN 
said,  he  had  no  objection. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  he  would  like  to 
know  whether  there  was  to  be  any  defi- 
niteness  in  the  proposals  of  the  Govern- 
ment? They  were  just  told  that  the 
Irish  Bill  would  be  taken  to-morrow, 
and  now  they  were  told  that  it  would 
be  taken  to-night.  Was  anything  to  be 
done  to-night,  or  was  there  to  be  merely 
a  pretence  of  doing  something  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEBMAN 
said,  the  original  intention  was  to  do 
nothing  until  to-morrow ;  but  then  came 
the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy)  that  they  should 
get  the  Speaker  out  of  the  Chair  to- 
night after  the  Scotch  Bill,  and  proceed 
with  the  clauses  to-morrow.  The  (Go- 
vernment had  no  objection  to  that ;  but 
they  were,  of  course,  entirely  in  the 
hands  of  the  House. 

Mr.  GIBSON  :  If  gettiug  the  Speaker 
out  of  the  Chair  is  a  mere  benevolent 
sham  to  amuse  people,  and  if  it  remains 
that  the  clauses  of  the  Bill  will  be 
taken  to-morrow,  I  do  not  care  in  the 
least  what  amusement  goes  on  to-night. 

ORDERS    OF   TEE  DAY. 


SUPPLY— CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTIMATEa 
Class  L  —  Public  Wobks   and 

Buildings. 
Supply — considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

(1.)  Motion  madCj  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

**That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £195,000,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  31st  day  of  March  1886,  in  aid  of  the  Cost 
of  ^laintenance  of  Disturnpikod  and  Main 
Koads  in  England  and  Wales  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  25th  day  of  March  1886.*' 

Mb.  AVAETON  asked  what  was  the 
reason  that  Vote  4  of  the  Civil  Ser- 
vice Estimates  had  been  passed  over  ? 

Mr.  HIBBEKT  said,  that  Vote  4 
had  been  ]X)stponed  on  account  of  the 
proceedings  of  the  Committee,  who  were 
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now  sitting  upon  the  restoration  of  West- 
minster Hall.  That  Committee  had  not 
yet  reported. 

Me.  ARTHUE  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
had  on  two  previous  occasions  opposed 
this  Vote.  Upon  both  occasions  he  had 
opposed  it  on  principle,  and  he  regretted 
to  find  that  he  should  be  compelled  to 
vote  against  it  now.  It  was  a  Vote  in 
aid  of  local  taxation  in  England,  and  the 
next  Vote  was  a  Vote  of  a  similar  nature 
to  relieve  the  burden  of  local  taxation  in 
Scotland.  As  had  been  urged  over  and 
over  again,  if  there  was  one  portion  of 
the  United  Kingdom  which  required 
that  the  burdens  of  local  taxation  should 
be  lightened,  it  was  not  England,  but 
Ireland.  The  people  of  this  country 
could  bear  with  comparative  ease  the 
pressure  of  local  taxation ;  and  even  the 
debt  of  something  like  £159,000,000 
incurred  by  the  Local  Authorities  in  this 
country,  was  of  slight  pressure  upon  the 
enormous  valuation  of  the  country,  no 
practical  inconvenience  being  occasioned 
by  it.  But  in  Ireland,  with  a  valuation 
of  only  some  £13,000,000,  the  existence 
of  local  taxation  was  very  grievous  in- 
deed. The  unfortunate  people  of  Ire- 
land, in  addition  to  paying  a  cess  which 
pressed  most  heavily  upon  them,  were 
called  upon  to  contribute  towards  the 
payment  of  local  taxes  both  in  England 
and  Scotland ;  and  notwithstanding  that 
the  general  taxation  of  the  country 
pressed  so  heavily  upon  them  they  got 
no  relief  of  this  description  provided  for 
them.  But,  even  as  it  was,  the  Vote  was 
not  applied  in  the  way  which  Parlia- 
ment intended  to  appropriate  it.  It  was 
intended  to  relieve  those  districts  where 
certain  turnpike  roads  had  been  dis- 
turnpiked,  and  where,  in  consequence, 
the  pressure  of  local  taxation  at  one  time 
existed.  But,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  it  would 
be  found  that  even  in  districts  where  no 
such,  taxation  had  been  imposed  locally, 
and  where  no  rates  had  been  issued 
from  time  out  of  mind,  for  turnpike  pur- 
poses, the  local  rates  had  been  supple- 
mented by  a  portion  of  this  Vote.  In 
the  year  ending  3l8t  March,  1884,  an 
extraordinary  Circular  signed  by  the 
Home  Secretary  was  issued  with  regard 
to  the  grant  in  aid  of  those  turnpike 
roads,  and  it  was  to  this  effect — that  cer- 
tain counties,  districts,  and  boroughs 
having  last  year  been  precluded  from 
participating  in  the  grant  in  consequence 
of  their  never  having  had  turnpike  roads, 

J/r.  Jlihhert 


a  Minute  regulating  the  matter  had  been 
adopted,  which  brought  such  counties, 
districts,  and  boroughs  under  a  new  pro- 
vision made  by  the  Secretary  of  State 
with  the  approval  of  the  Treasury,  and 
presented  to  Parliament.  That  Minute 
provided  that,  subject  to  any  modifica- 
tion to  meet  exceptional  cases,  the  Go- 
vernment were  to  grant  to  counties,  dis- 
tricts, and  boroughs  containing  roads 
which  had  been  distumpiked  since  1859, 
an  allowance  to  the  extent  of  one-fourth 
of  the  cost  of  materials  and  labour  em- 
ployed in  the  repair  of  such  roads.  The 
second  paragraph  in  that  Minute  was  the 
one  to  which  he  wished  to  draw  more 
particular  attention.  It  set  forth  that  in 
such  counties,  districts,  and  boroughs  in 
which  there  had  never  been  turnpike 
roads — and  in  which,  therefore,  there 
could  not  be  a  distumpiked  road — a 
sum  bearing  the  same  proportion  to  the 
total  cost  of  the  maintenance  of  such 
roads  should  be  granted  as  under  head 
No.  1.  The  charge  upon  the  Public 
Exchequer  for  the  purpose  of  relieving 
the  local  taxation  in  this  respect 
amounted  to  nearly  £250,000  in  Eng- 
land and  Scotland,  and  a  portion  of  that 
grant  went  to  very  extensive  districts 
which  never  had  turnpike  roads,  which, 
therefore,  never  had  a  road  distum- 
piked, and  had  consequently  never  ex- 
perienced inconvenience  in  regard  to 
local  taxation  in  connection  with  the 
roads  at  all.  An  Estimate  was  made  of 
the  amount  of  extra  taxation  which  had 
been  thrown  upon  the  local  taxpayers 
in  consequence  of  disturnpiking  the 
roads,  and  upon  that  Estimate  the 
original  Vote  was  passed;  but  that 
Estimate  did  not  take  into  considera- 
tion any  county  districts  or  boroughs  in 
which  there  were  no  distumpiked  roads. 
Under  this  Minute  of  the  Home  Secre- 
tary, issued  with  the  assent  of  the  Trea- 
sury, a  sum  of  money  was  voted  in  aid 
of  local  rates  both  in  England  and  Scot- 
land which,  he  maintained,  was  never  in- 
tended by  Parliament.  He  objected  to 
the  whole  system  under  which  the  Trea- 
sury had  been  disbursing  the  money 
voted  by  Parliament,  and  he  took  the 
objection  as  a  matter  of  principle.  He 
said  nothing  of  Scotland  as  distinguished 
from  Ireland ;  but  he  found  that  the 
original  Vote  had  been  gradually  ex- 
tended by  grants  which  had  never  been 
explained  to  Parliament,  and  which 
Parliament  could  never  have  expected. 
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.t  the  time  it  was  asked  upon  to  vote 
lis  money  in  the  year  1884,  the  amount 
ranted  for  England  for  distumpiked 
Mids  was  £100,000,  aDd  the  expenditure 
as  only  £95,000 — which  was  to  say, 
lat  the  money  voted  in  Committee  of 
apply  and  passed  by  the  House  was 
lore  than  sufficient  to  meet  the  soryice. 
a  spite  of  that  fact,  there  was  an  in- 
-eaee  in  the  Vote  up  to  £215,000  last 
ear — that  was  to  say,  that  whereas  the 
reasury  had  been  called  upon  to  repay 
\  the  Exchequer  a  sum  of  £5,000  which 
as  not  wanted  for  the  service,  they 
line  before  the  House  in  the  following 
Bar,  and  asked  not  only  for  the  same 
im,  but  for  £115,000  more  than  was 
eemed  necessary  in  1884.  They  were 
[so  asking  this  year  for  £2 1 5,000,  which 

was  proved  could  not  really  be  re- 
hired. He  should  object  to  this  Vote 
s  at  present  framed  on  that  ground,  if 
ot  on  any  other — namely,  that  it  was 
erfectly  clear  that  the  whole  of  this 
loney  was  not  required.  The  ground 
r  objection,  however,  which  he  pre- 
irred  to  take  was  a  larger  one — namely, 
lat  this  was  a  Vote  of  a  very  consider- 
i)le  and  substantial  sum  in  relief  of 
ical  taxation  in  England  and  Scotland, 
hich  relief  was  entirely  withheld  from 
'eland,  where  the  people  were  much 
ore  seriously  pressed  by  local  taxation 
lan  in  this  country.  The  question  whe- 
ler  the  grant  should  be  continued  in 
[aces  where  there  were  no  turnpike 
»ads  of  any  kind,  as  was  the  case  in 
30tland,  would  perhaps  be  dealt  with 
ore  properly  when  the  Conmiittee 
ime  to  the  next  Yote.  He  did  not  pro- 
>8e  to  move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote, 
Kuiuse  he  objected  to  it  altogether, 
id  he  would  content  himself  with  ex- 
ressing  his  determination  to  divide 
^inst  it. 

CoLOiTEL  NOLAN  said,  he  did  not 
ink  the  Yote  should  be  allowed  to  pass 
ithout  a  protest  from  the  Irish  Mem- 
?rs.  They  were  constantly  told  that 
ley  were  treated  on  equal  teruis  and 
tat  they  had  equal  laws  with  the 
nited  Kingdom ;  but  when  it  came  to 
question  of  whether  Parliament  should 
>te  money  for  repairing  and  keeping 
p  the  roads  in  the  three  countries,  it  was 
ost  unfair  that  the  people  of  Ireland 
Lould  be  obliged  to  contribute  heavily 

the  maintenance  of  their  own  roads, 
id  then,  in  addition,  have  to  contribute 
imetbing  like  £30,000  towards  main- 


taining the  roads  in  England  and  Scot- 
land. The  case  of  Scotland  did  not 
come  under  this  Vote ;  but  that  the  Irish 
people  should  be  required  to  contribute 
to  the  maintenance  of  the  English  roads 
at  all  really  appeared  to  be  very  hard 
upon  so  poor  a  country.  England  was 
a  much  richer  country,  aud  yet  she  re- 
ceived a  grant  in  aid.  They  were  fre- 
quently told  that  Ireland  received  benefit 
from  her  connection  with  England ;  but 
at  present  she  contributed  £8,000,000 
in  the  shape  of  taxation  to  the  Imperial 
Exchequer,  and  only  got  back  about 
£3,000,000  in  return.  The  present  case 
formed  a  good  illustration  of  the  totally 
different  system  which  was  adopted  in 
granting  money  to  the  English  and  Irish 
countries.  If  the  Government  would  come 
forward  they  might  be  able  to  confer 
substantial  benefit  upon  the  country  if, 
instead  of  keeping  up  the  roads,  they 
would  construct  railways  in  such  dis- 
tricts as  Connemara  and  the  county  of 
Kerry.  Bailways  would  be  of  advan- 
tage in  opening  up  markets  for  the  pro- 
duce of  the  coimtry ;  but  hitherto  it  had 
been  found  that  the  existing  roads 
afforded  no  substantial  benefit,  and  the 
Irish  people  were  not  likely  to  expend 
large  sums  of  money  upon  them.  Cer- 
tainly they  got  no  benefit  at  all  equiva- 
lent to  the  large  sum  of  £250,000  voted 
for  England  and  Scotland  ;  and  he  did 
not  see  why  the  Irish  Members  should 
go  on,  year  after  year,  voting  that 
money,  without  making  a  very  stroug 
protest  against  it  unless  they  were 
placed  on  a  footing  of  equality.  He 
might  also  point  out  how  much  worse  off 
they  were  in  Ireland  in  regard  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  roads  were  kept 
up.  The  sums  necessary  for  main- 
taining them  were  voted  by  the  Grand 
Juries,  and  paid  by  the  cesspayers ;  but 
the  Government  took  upon  themselves 
the  duty  of  appointing  the  County  Sur- 
veyor. In  this  country  that  course  was 
not  followed;  but  in  Ireland  the  Go- 
vernment took  the  patronage  upon  them- 
selves. In  England  the  patronage  was 
enjoyed  by  the  Local  Authorities  and  by 
those  who  paid  the  rates.  Therefore  it 
would  appear  that  in  every  way  Ireland 
was  placed  in  a  most  inferior  position. 
Next  week  they  would  bo  asked  to  vote 
£1,000,000  for  the  construction  of  a 
railroad  in  the  Soudan,  as  well  as  other 
railroads  in  Egypt;  and  they  were  asked, 
further,  to  keep  up  the  roads  of  England 
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and  Scotland,  while  tbey  had  to  pay  for 
their  own  roads  out  of  their  own  pockets, 
and  y6t  the  Government  insisted  on 
having  the  distribution  of  the  money 
which  was  levied  for  that  purpose.  It 
was  not  merely  in  the  case  of  the  County 
Surveyor,  but  in  that  of  other  appoint- 
ments in  Ireland,  that  the  distribution 
of  local  taxation  paid  for  out  of  the 
county  rates  was  also  made  by  the  Go- 
vernment. Then,  again,  money  which 
was  supposed  to  be  primarily  contributed 
for  the  maintenance  of  roads  was  col- 
lected by  the  Government  and  used  by 
them  for  other  works.  Upon  all  of 
those  grounds  it  seemed  to  him  that  a 
case  was  established  to  show  that  very 
unequal  justice  was  meted  out  as  be- 
tween Ireland  and  the  United  Kingdom, 
and  he  thought  the  Government  might 
hold  out  some  promise  that  in  the  future 
a  grant  in  aid  similar  to  that  which 
was  allowed  to  England  and  Scotland 
should  be  given  to  Ireland. 

Mr.  HIBBERT  said,  he  did  not  rise 
to  complain  of  the  way  in  which  either 
of  the  hon.  Members  who  had  brought 
forward  this  question  had  discussed  it. 
At  first  sight  it  would  seem  that  there 
was  some  justification  for  the  complaint 
they  had  made ;  but  he  did  not  desire 
to  so  closely  into  the  question  whether 
Ireland  had  an  advantage  over  England, 
or  whether  England  had  an  advantage 
over  Ireland,  in  the  matter  of  taxation, 
and  expenditure  out  of  money  raised  by 
taxation,  although  he  believed  that  if 
the  question  were  inquired  into  it  would 
be  found  that  Ireland  really  had  the  best 
of  it.  [Colonel  Nolan  :  No.]  This  ap- 
peared, as  regarded  expenditure,  from  a 
Ketum  moved  for  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  himself  He  could  also  refer  to 
several  taxes  which  were  imposed  in  this 
country  and  not  in  Ireland — such  as  the 
House  Tax,  for  instance,  and  various 
others.  But,  as  he  had  stated,  he  did 
not  wish  to  discuss  the  question  upon  that 
ground.  He  would  prefer  to  see  ques- 
tions of  this  kind  treated  in  a  liberal  and 
generous  spirit.  That  had  been  the  case 
in  the  past,  and  he  hoped  it  would  con- 
tinue to  be  so  in  the  future.  This 
question  of  turnpike  roads  was  not  the 
only  one  in  regard  to  the  Vote,  which 
was  not  to  be  considered  of  a  permanent 
character.  It  was  merely  proposed  as  a 
temporary  measure  until  the  whole 
question  of  Local  Government  and  Local 
Taxation  could  be  dealt  with.    It  was 

Colonel  Nolan 


hoped  that  those  questions  would  be 
dealt  with  early  in  the  next  Parliament, 
and  then,  he  trusted,  the  question  would 
be  settled,  and  would  be  heard  of  no 
more  either  as  it  afiPected  Ireland  or 
England  and  Scotland.  He  thought 
Ireland  had  been  very  happy  in  not 
having  possessed  a  similar  system  of 
turnpike  roads  to  that  which  existed  in 
this  country. 

CoLomEL    NOLAN    remarked,     that 
there  were  turnpike  roads  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  HIBBERT  said,  he  had  always 
understood  that  there  were  not. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  altogether  mistaken. 

Mr.  HIBBERT  said,  that  as  to  the 
question  of  the  money  to  be  given  to 
Ireland  for  that  purpose,  he  could  only 
say  that  it  was  one  which  must  await  the 
consideration  of  the  whole  question  of 
local  taxation.  In  the  first  place,  as- 
suming that  it  was  agreed  to  give  money 
in  aid  of  an  Irish  Vote,  in  the  same  way 
as  it  was  now  given  to  England  and 
Scotland,  who  were  the  authorities  they 
would  have  to  pay?  There  were  cer- 
tainly no  authorities  in  Ireland  like 
those  which  existed  in  England  and 
Scotland  ;  and  as  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Galway  (Colonel  Nolan) 
had  pointed  out,  even  the  County  Sur- 
veyor was  appointed  by  the  State.  He 
should  be  very  sorry  if  the  matter  stood 
in  the  same  position  in  this  country, 
and  he  hoped  it  would  not  long  be  left 
to  the  Local  Authorities  to  maintain  the 
turnpike  roads  in  Ireland.  As  to  the 
question  whether  money  was  to  be  given 
to  Ireland,  he  could  only  repeat  that 
that  was  a  question  which  must  be  dealt 
with  when  the  whole  subject  of  Local 
Taxation  and  Local  Government  came 
to  be  considered  in  the  next  Parliament 

Mr.  SCLATER.BOOTH  said,  the 
answer  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  was  fair  as  far  as 
it  went ;  but  he  thought  it  ought  to  be 
observed,  in  reply  to  the  complaint  of 
Gentlemen  representing  Irish  constitu* 
encies,  that  this  Vote  did  not  arise  out 
of  feelings  of  benevolence  towards  the 
payers  of  local  rates,  but  was  rather  a 
recognition,  on  the  part  of  the  State,  of 
an  injustice  inflicted  upon  the  ratepayers 
through  the  lapse  of  Parliamentary  au- 
thority to  charge  tolls  in  respect  of  roads 
which  had  been  disturnpiked.  That 
was  a  subject  which  could  hardly  be 
said  to  arise  out  of  any  benevolent  in- 
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n  on  the  part  of  the  State  to  con- 
e  towards  the  local  rates.  But 
gury  had  arisen  hy  the  action  of 
iment  itself,  and  this  was  a  Yote  in 
\  enable  the  Local  Authorities  to 
ie  that  which  had  been  preyiously 
>Yer  by  those  who  need  the  roads, 
was  a  state  of  things  which  did 
dst  in  Ireland,  and  the  g^evance, 
re  were  one,  in  Ireland  was  not  at 
a  similar  character.  Consequently, 
iment  would  not  be  justified  in 
ig  the  same  arrangement  for  Ire- 
as  that  which  was  made  for  the 
d  Eangdom. 

.  K.  H.  PAGET  said,  it  was  not 
lary  that  he  should  enter  into  any 
Ion  of  disagreement  or  difference 
^ard  to  the  local  taxation  of  Eng- 
and  Ireland.  Hitherto  the  Eng- 
l£embers  had  constantly  discussed 
icessity  of  introducing  large  reforms 
)  system  of  levying  local  taxation. 
he  question  of  local  taxation  had 
allowed  to  remain  almost  entirely 
e  hands  of  the  English  Members, 
lad  not  been  taken  up  by  Members 
r  from  Scotland  or  Ireland.  There 
nothing  that  would  more  rejoice 
leart  of  a  local  taxation  reformer 
to  find  that  he  was  obtaining  new 

in  his  endeavour  to  remove  the 
tice  of  this  taxation.  If  this  ques- 
vere  to  arise  in  the  shape  of  a  pro- 

to  g^ve  a  grant  towards  the  main- 
ice  of  the  Irish  roads,  he  would  be 
ctly  ready  to  consider  that  ques- 
m  its  merits.  But  in  this  particu- 
ue  he  was  now  asked  to  record 
3te,  "aye'*  or  "no,"  in  favour  of 
rant  which  was  given  towards  the 
Lsh  roads.  Although  he  had  not 
{lightest  objection  to  consider  the 
Jon  whether  a  similar  Yote  should 
^ven  to  Ireland,  he  had  a  very 
g  objection  to  take  away  the  grant 
proposed  for  England.  It  had  been 
od  out  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
North  Hampshire  (Mr.  Sclater- 
li)  that  in  abolishing  turnpike  roads 
ional  burdens  had    been    thrown 

the  ratepayers.  Those  burdens 
been  distinctly  pointed  out  by  his 

and  gallant  Friend  the  Member 
'xfordshire  (Colonel  Harcourt),  who 
all  regretted  not  to  have  been  able 
3  in  his  place  for  some  time  ;  but  it 
3n  the  distinct  recognition  of  the 
ional  burden  thrown  on  the  rate- 
rs by  the  withdrawal  of  the  sub- 


vention hitherto  made  upon  the  travel- 
ling public  to  keep  up  these  roads,  that 
the  State  had  consented  to  make  this 
grant  in  aid.  Therefore,  the  money 
the  Committee  were  now  asked  to  vote 
was  not  given  entirely  in  that  free  and 
liberal  spirit  which  hon.  Gentlemen 
from  Ireland  seemed  desirous  of  claim- 
ing;  but,  at  any  rate,  it  was  given,  ac- 
cording to  a  decision  and  a  deliberate 
vote  of  the  House,  upon  a  principle 
which  he  and  others  had  constantly  ad« 
vocated^ 

Mb.  SEXTON  said,  he  failed  to  see 
any  force  in  the  argument  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Sclater-Booth)  aa 
far  as  it  was  directed  against  the  re- 
presentation   of  his  hon.    Friend   the 
Member  for  Queen's  County  (Mr.    A. 
O'Connor).    The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
seemed  to  think  that  because  tolls  were 
formerly  paid  on  the  English  roads  by 
the  travelling  public,  that  there  should 
be  a  subvention  now  by  the  House  of 
Commons.    The  Irish    Members  were 
not  contending  now  that  the  tolls  ought 
to  be  paid  by  the  travelling  public  on 
the  high  roads,  or  that  the  discontinu- 
ance of  a  tax  of  that  kind  afforded  any 
claim  for  a  subvention.     He  presumed 
that  those  who  used   the  roads   were 
those  who  lived  in  the  locality,  and  it 
could  not  be  said  that  it  was  on  account 
of  an  incursion  of  foreigners  from  other 
localities  that  the  tolls  which  had  been 
paid  hitherto   out    of   local    resources 
should  not  be  still  supplied  from  local 
resources.    What  his  hon.  Friend  said 
was  that  there  were  formerly  turnpike 
roads  in  Ii*eland,  that  those  turnpike 
roads  had  been  abolished,  and  no  one 
had  ever  got  up  in  that  House  to  say 
that  the  Local  Authorities,  on  whom  the 
support  of  the  roads  was  in  consequence 
thrown,  ought  to  bo  compensated.     The 
main  argument  upon  which  he  and  his 
hon.  Friends  relied  in  opposing  this  taxa- 
tion was  that,  no  matter  how  the  money 
had  been  formerly  obtained,  it  was  not 
fair  that  they  should  ask  the  people  of 
Ireland,  who  paid  for  their  own  roads, 
to  contribute  £40,000  out  of  £215.000 
to  pay  for  the  roads  in  England.    That 
was  what  it  came  to.     The  Irish  people 
contributed  to  the  Imperial  funds,  and 
the  House  of  Commons  proposed  to  dip 
their  hands  into  the  Imperial  purse  and 
take  out  £215,000,  towards  which  the 
Irish  people,  who  paid  every  penny  of 
the  cost  of  supporting  their  own  roads. 
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contributed  largely.    That  was  a  gross 
injustice^  and  no  ingenuity  could  give 
it  any  other  complexion.     He  had  no 
objection  to  the  tone  of  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  in  charge   of  the 
Vote.     As  a  matter  of  fact,  there  was 
never  anything  to  be  said  in  condemna- 
tion of  the  tone  of  the  hon.  Gentleman ; 
but  the  substance  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's speech  was  decidedly  imsatisfac- 
tory.    The  hon.  Gentleman  bade  them 
look  forward  with  hope  to  the  next  Par- 
liament.    Well,  he  believed  the  next 
Parliament   would   do    a   great  many 
things  which  this  Parliament,  notwith- 
standing its  pretensions,  had  been  un- 
able to  accomplish.      But  he  objected 
always  to  be  fed  upon  hope.    It  was  not 
a  substantial  fare.     The  statement  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  was  coupled  with 
another — that  they  must  wait  until  a 
general  measure  of  Local  Taxation  and 
Local    Government    could   be    passed. 
That    was  precisely   the    excuse   Earl 
Spencer  had  been  putting  forward   in 
Ireland    for    the  last    five    years    for 
neglecting  to   proceed  with  important 
measures.     Earl  Spencer  told  them  that 
the  Government  were  meditating  some 
general    scheme ;  but  what  it  was  had 
never  yet  left  the  mind  of  that  noble 
Earl.    The  Irish  Members  had  waited 
with  hope — it  had  now  diminished  to  a 
vanishing  point — for  the  appearance  of 
this  great  scheme,  which  they  had  so 
long  been  told  was  to  bring  them  finan- 
cial relief  in  Ireland.    They  were  now 
told  that  they  were  to  live  in  the  hope 
of  finding  a  higher  moral  capacity  or 
better  intentions. in  a  new  Parliament. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary   to 
the  Treasury  took  credit  for  his  forbear- 
ance in  not  looking  too  closely  into  the 
question  of  taxation  in  the  Three  King- 
doms.    He  told  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
enter  into  that  question  as  closely  as  he 
liked,  and  the  Irish  Members  were  quite 
ready  to  follow  him.     If  he  wished  it  to 
be  understood  that  Ireland  was  in  any 
way  receiving   advantage,  or  even  fair 
play,   from  the  Imperial  purse,  in  the 
shape  of  grants  in  aid  of  local  burdens, 
he  would  tell  the  hon.  Gentleman  that 
that  was  not  the  case.      It  was  alto- 
gether remote  from  the  fact,  and  quite 
contrary  to  it.     Let  him  compare  the 
gprants  in  aid  of  local   taxation  in  Eng- 
land, Ireland,  and  Scotland  ;  and  what 
was  the  result  ?    First  of  all,  if  any  re- 
lief were  made  in  any  country,  it  should 
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be  the  poor  country,  whose  capacity  was 
the  least,  that  should  receive  it,  and  not 
the  rich  country.  If  the  Imperial  purse, 
which  was  contributed  to  by  the  Three 
Kingdoms,  was  to  be  dipped  into  for 
the  benefit  of  either  of  the  three,  the 
recipient  of  the  relief  ought  to  be  Ire- 
land, and  not  England,  which  was  the 
wealthiest  country  in  the  world.     In  the 
last  decade  the  valuation  of  England 
for  purposes  of  this  kind  had  increased 
by  30  per  cent — an  increase  unparalleled 
in  the  civilized  world.  In  the  same  period, 
that  for  Ireland  had  increased  by  4  per 
cent.    Thus,  in  the  same  period,  while 
the  Hetum  of  incomes  in  Ireland  re- 
mained almost  stationary,  the  capacity 
to  pay  taxation  in  England  had  increased 
by  leaps  and  bounds ;  and  in  the  same 
decade  in  Ireland  the  number  of  persons 
in  the  receipt  of  relief  had   doubled. 
Large  numbers  had  been  compelled  to 
give  up  the  means  of  earning  a  living, 
and  the  population  itself  had  very  largely 
diminished.   Therefore,  it  was  plain  that 
it  would  not  only  be  imjust,  but  cruel, 
to  add  anything  to  the  local  burdens  of 
Ireland.     Grants  in  aid  of  local  taxation 
from  the   Imperial  purse  in  England 
amounted  to  £3,500,000 ;  in  Scotland  to 
over  £500,000  ;  and  in  Ireland,  although 
the  sum  was  nominally  much  greater,  if 
they  took  out  the  Irish  Constabulary 
and  the  Dublin  Police,  which  were  just  as 
much  military  forces  as  the  Army  and 
Navy,  officered  under  the  control  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  and  maintained  alto- 
gether independent  of  the  will  of  the 
people,   and,   in  fact,  contrary  to  it— 
taking   out  those  sums,  it   would   be 
found  that  Ireland  received  very  little 
in   aid  of    grants    for  local  purposes; 
while  Scotland,  with  a  population  only 
three-fourths  of  that  of  Ireland,  received 
£500,000,    and    England    £3,500,000. 
That  proved  that  no  fair  play  was  given 
to  Ireland,  but  that  vevy  great  hardship 
was  inflicted  upon  her  in  this  matter. 
Who  were  the  people  who  had  paid  for 
the  maintenance  of  roads  in  Ireland? 
He  did  not  blame  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  for  being 
unacquainted  with  the  details,  because 
he  had  only  lately  come  into  his  present 
Office  ;  but  he  appeared  to  have  founded 
something  on  the  question  of  the  High- 
way Authority.  Now,  in  Ireland  the  High- 
way Authority  was  the  Grand  Jury,  and 
the  sum  was  levied  in  every  county  by 
I  means  of  coimty  cess.    Among  the  par- 
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r  which  county  cess  was  given 
maintenance  of  the  high  roads, 
on.  Gentleman  had  any  hene- 
itentions  towards  Ireland  in 
» to  those  roads,  he  would  place 
ree  upon  the  Imperial  purse, 
oDJection  would  he  entertained 
ide  of  the  House.  The  people 
d  taxes  in  Ireland — poor  rate 
Qty  cess — were  the  poor  occu- 
id  he  asked  the  hon.  Gentleman 
in  mind  this  extraordinary  fact 
whereas  20  years  ago  the 
dy  amounted  to  lOd,  in  the 
hey  were  now  nearly  2«.,  having 
>re  than  douhled.  All  those 
I  upon  the  occupiers,  and  the 

was  more  than  equal  to  the 
the  taxation  20  years  ago.  The 

did  not    pay   Id.  of    county 

the  whole  of  it  fell  upon  the 
ig  occupier,  who  was  only  in 
ree  removed  from  the  condition 
iper.  The  injustice  of  the  tax 
ise  of  Ireland  was  manifest.     In 

the  valuation  was  increasing, 
pie  were  well-to-do,  the  taxes 
^y  upon  them,  and  were  hardly 
he  bulk  of  the  community ;  but 
id  persons  only  one  degree  above 
iition  of  paupers  contributed 
mny  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
.ds.  Notwithstanding  that  fact, 
e  required  to  pay  £40,000  a-year 
leir  narrow  means  in  aid  of  the 
ance  of  roads  in  England  and 
1. 

ILAEE  BEAD  said,  he  was  glad 
liat  hon.  Members  from  Ireland 
ioming  convinced  of  the  pressure 
taxation  in  that  country,  and  he 
a  glad  to  do  anything  he  could 
ate  the  burden  so  far  as  Ireland 
)emed.  He  would  most  heartily 
any  proposition  that  would  give 
om  ike  burden  of  maintaining 
roads  in  Ireland.  Casual  visi^ 
country  led  him  to  the  condu- 
it the  high  roads  there  were 
Diperior  to  those  they  had  in 
I.  He  did  not  see  why  a  grant 
lot  be  given  to  the  Irish  Grand 
is  well  as  to  the  Courts  of  Quar- 
ions  or  the  Local  Authorities  in 
L  But,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
r  might  be  the  comparison  be- 
le  amount  of  Imperial  taxation 

Ireland  or  by  England,  there 
e  or  two  little  matters  in  Ireland 
h  the  Irish  people  had  an  ad- 


vantage over  the  ratepayers  in  Eng- 
land. Take  the  Dog  Tax;  it  was  an 
Imperial  tax  in  this  country  and  a  local 
tax  in  Ireland,  and  he  should  be  glad 
to  see  some  day  or  other  that  it  was 
made  a  local  tax  for  G^eat  Britain  as 
well  as  for  Ireland.  In  the  matter  of 
turnpike  tolls,  he  believed  that,  al- 
though they  were  unpopular,  they  were 
strictly  just.  Those  who  used  the  roads 
paid  for  them ;  and  now  the  arrange- 
ment was  that  those  who  used  the  roads 
least  paid  the  most.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  referred  to  the 
fact  that  England  had  increased  very 
much  in  wealth.  That  was  certainly 
not  the  case  with  regard  to  the  occu- 
piers of  land.  Their  prosperity  had  not 
increased  very  much  in  the  last  few 
years ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  the  owners 
and  occupiers  of  land  had  considerably 
diminished  in  wealth  and  prosperity, 
although  they  paid  almost  the  whole  of 
the  rates  of  the  coimtry.  He  maintained 
that  any  sort  of  contribution  which  the 
general  wealth  of  the  country  oould 
afiPord  ought  to  be  made  towards  the 
relief  of  local  taxation,  not  only  in  Ire- 
land, but  throughout  the  United  King- 
dom. 

Mr.  W.  J.  CORBET  wished  to  correct 
a  false  impression  which  might  be  pro- 
duced by  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  West  Norfolk  (Mr.  Clare  Read) 
in  reference  to  the  Dog  Tax.  The  tax 
amounted  to  something  like  £30,000 
a-year  in  Ireland,  but  it  was  almost  en- 
tirely absorbed  in  the  payment  of  offi- 
cials connected  with  the  Office  of  the 
Registrar  of  Dublin  Castle.  A  very  small 
amount,  indeed,  went  in  aid  of  local 
taxation. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
he  thought  he  had  heard  the  Secretary 
to  the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr. 
George  JRussell)  cheer  some  of  the  re- 
marks of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  spoken  below  the  Gangway  (Mr. 
Clare  Read).  He  took  it  that  that  cheer 
meant  that  in  England  there  was  good 
cause  for  the  grant  towards  the  main- 
tenance of  those  roads.  Now,  what 
were  the  purposes  for  which  many  of 
the  main  roads  were  made  in  this  coun- 
try ?  They  were  made  for  the  purpose 
of  connecting  the  large  towns — for  in- 
stance, London  with  Edinburgh,  Lon- 
don with  Liverpool  and  Manchester,  and 
even  London  with  Holyhead — and  many 
of  the  Irish  roads  were  made   for  a 
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ther  information  as  to  the  statements 
quoted,  and  whether  if  there  appears 
to  be  any  foundation  for  them  it  would 
be  in  his  opinion  possible  immediately 
to  effect  the  release  of  these  women 
either  by  ranson  or  otherwise. 

CRIME  AND  OUTRAGE  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES)— EXPLOSION  AT  THE  AD- 
MIRALTY. 

Sib  E.  ASSHETON  CROSS :  I  wish 
to  ask  the  Secretary  for  the  Home  De- 
partment a  Question  of  which  I  have 
given  him  private  Notice  —  namely, 
Whether  he  can  give  the  House  any 
particulars  as  to  the  explosion  which 
took  place  at  the  Admiralty  this  fore- 
noon ;  and,  also,  whether  he  can  state 
if  there  is  any  truth  in  the  rumour  that 
another  explosion  had  taken  place  at  a 
later  period  of  the  day  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOUBT  :  An 
explosion  took  place  in  one  of  the  lower 
official  rooms  at  the  Admiralty  at  11 
o'clock  this  morning.  It  is  too  early 
yet  to  form  a  definite  opinion  on  the 
subject ;  but  it  seems  to  be  quite  clear 
that  the  explosive,  whatever  it  was,  was 
placed  inside  the  room.  The  quantity 
must  have  been  small,  as  the  structural 
damage  to  the  room  was  very  slight.  It 
also  appears  that  the  explosive  must 
have  been  placed  on  the  top  of  some 
piece  of  furniture  in  the  room  against 
the  waU.  I  regret  to  state  that  the 
Assistant  Under  Secretary  of  the  Ad- 
miralty, Mr.  Swainson,  who  was  at  work 
at  a  desk  close  to  where  the  explosion 
took  place,  was  serious  injured ;  but  the 
most  recent  accounts — within  the  last 
half-hour  —  from  the  hospital  give  a 
favourable  account  of  his  progress.  He 
has  recovered  consciousness,  and  I  am 
informed  has  taken  some  natural  sleep. 
I  have  heard  nothing  of  any  other 
explosion,  and  I  believe  it  is  not  the 
fact. 

RAILWAY  REGULATION  ACTS  - 
PREFERENTIAL  RATES. 

Mb.  R.  H.  PAGET  asked  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether, 
having  reference  to  his  recent  statement, 
that  the  subject  of  preferential  Railway 
rates  on  Foreign  goods  was  ''  ripe  for 
legislation,"  he  wiu  be  good  enough  to 
inform  the  House  if  he  is  prepared  to 
introduce  a  Bill  dealing  with  the  sub- 
ject ;  and,  whether,  in  view  of  the  ur- 
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gency  of  the  question,  he  will  make  an 
early  statement  on  the  matter,  and  place 
the  House  in  possession  of  the  principles 
of  his  proposed  measure  ? 

Mb.    CHAMBERLAIN:    I  will  en- 
deavour to  give  the  hon.  Member  the 
explanation  and  further  information  as 
to  the  intentions  of  the  Government  for 
which  he  asks.     In  the  first  place,  I 
have  to  say  that  we  consider  that  the 
evidence  taken  by  the  Committee  on 
Railway    Rates    and    Fares    in    1883 
furnishes  sufficient  information  as  to  the 
nature  of   the  complaints  which  have 
been  made   of  preferential  rates  both 
on  foreign  good  and  also  on  home  pro- 
ducts.   AVe  are  further  of  opinion  that 
the  Report  of  this  Committee,  and  the 
Reports  of  previous  Committees  and  Com- 
missions on  the   subject,  show  conclu- 
sively that  no  general  law  of  universal 
application  can   be    laid    down.     The 
establishment,    for   instance,  of   equal 
mileage  rates  which  has  sometimes  been 
proposed  would    be   most  injurious  to 
trade  since  it  would  deprive  freighters 
of  any  advantage  from  competition ;  it 
would  also  cause  a  revolution  in  the 
movement  of  traffic,  and  would  involve 
the  ruin  of  very  large  interests  which 
have  been  created  on  the  faith  of  exist- 
ing arrangements.    On  the  other  hand, 
there  is  good    reason  to  believe  that 
under  the  present   system  preferences 
have    been    created    which  cannot   be 
justified    in    law  or    equity.     In    the 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Act,   1854, 
there  is  a  clause  dealing  with  undue 
preference,  which  appears  to  be  sufficient 
for  the  purpose,  and  all  that  is  necessaiy 
is  that  all  cases  of  complaint  should  be 
dealt  with  as  they  arise  by  a  competent 
tribunal.     Such  a  tribunal  the  Govern- 
ment believe  already  exists  in  the  Rail- 
way Commissioners ;  but  further  legis- 
lation is  required  in  order  to  put  this 
tribunal  on    a  permanent  basis,  with 
somewhat  extended  powers,  and  at  the 
same  time  to  facilitate  the  resort  to  it 
by  giving  a  loeu9  standi  to  public  bodies 
and  associations  which  may  be  expected 
to  seek  a  decision  in  all  disputed  cases 
of  any  importance,  where,  however,  the 
interests  of  private  traders  and  indi- 
viduals may  not  be  sufficient  to  induce 
them  to  undertake  the  burden  of  litiga- 
tion.   These  views  found  expression  in 
the  Railway  Regulation  Acts  Amend- 
ment Bill  introduced  by  me  last  Session, 
but  withdrawn  owing  to  the  pressure  of 
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BusineBS.  I  am  afraid  that  the  present 
state  of  Public  Business  does  not  leave 
zoom  for  hope  that  the  Bill  could  be 
re-introduced  with  any  advantage  in  the 
present  Session. 

Ms.  R.  H.  PAGET  asked  whether  he 
vas  right  in  understanding  that  the 
only  legislation  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  proposed  was  the  perma- 
nency of  the  Kailway  Oommissioners, 
tnd  to  give  a  loeut  ttandi  to  certain 
bodies  before  it  ? 

M&.  CHAMBERLAIN  said,  he 
thought  his  previous  reply  was  very 
fall.  It  was  proposed  to  put  the  Bail- 
way  Commission  on  a  permanent  basis, 
somewhat  to  extend  its  functions,  and 
to  give  a  locus  standi  to  other  bodies,  so 
as  to  facilitate  their  access  to  its  deci- 
sions? 

Mb.  TOMUNSON  asked  whether,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  the  Railway  Commis- 
sioners had  jurisdiction  now  to  entertain 
questions  of  undue  preference  as  be- 
tween foreign  goods  and  English 
goods? 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN:  Yes,  Sir; 
that  is  my  opinion. 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS   OF  THE 

HOUSE. 

Mr.  BTTCHIE  asked  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  when 
he  expected  the  Amendments  of  the 
QoTemment  to  the  Hedistribution  Bill 
to  he  distributed  ? 

Sib  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  said,  that 
some  were  ready  and  some  were  not, 
and  as  it  was  desirable  to  put  them 
down  together  he  proposed  to  put  them 
all  on  the  Paper  to-morrow. 

Mb.  lewis  inquired  when  the 
Go?emment  proposed  to  take  the  Irish 
Begistration  Bill  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN  : 
To-morrow,  Sir. 

Mb.  PABNELL  asked  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  who 
vas  responsible  for  placing  the  Scotch 
Begistration  Bill  second  in  that  night's 
Paper,  and  the  Irish  Begistration  Bill 
17th? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  that 
the  Irish  Begistration  Bill  would  be 
the  first  Order  to-morrow.  There  was 
no  intention  to  take  it  that  night. 

Mb.  PABNELL  asked  whether  this 
Bill  would  be  proceeded  with  through- 
out the  Bitting  to-morrow  ? 


SiE  CHAELES  W.  DILKE:  Yes, 
Sir. 

Mb.  HEALY  suggested  that  one  stage 
should  be  taken  to-night,  as  the  Bill 
was  not  blocked.  They  might  get  the 
Speaker  out  of  the  Chair,  and  then  to- 
morrow proceed  with  the  Amendments. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN 
said,  he  had  no  objection. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  he  would  like  to 
know  whether  there  was  to  be  any  defi- 
niteness  in  the  proposals  of  the  Govern- 
ment?  They  were  just  told  that  the 
Irish  Bill  would  be  taken  to-morrow, 
and  now  they  were  told  that  it  would 
be  taken  to-night.  Was  anything  to  be 
done  to-night,  or  was  there  to  be  merely 
a  pretence  of  doing  something  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN 
said,  the  original  intention  was  to  do 
nothing  until  to-morrow ;  but  then  came 
the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy)  that  they  should 
get  the  Speaker  out  of  the  Chair  to- 
night after  the  Scotch  Bill,  and  proceed 
with  the  clauses  to-morrow.  The  Gh>- 
vernment  had  no  objection  to  that;  but 
they  were,  of  course,  entirely  in  the 
hands  of  the  House. 

Mb.  GIBSON :  If  getting  the  Speaker 
out  of  the  Chair  is  a  mere  benevolent 
sham  to  amuse  people,  and  if  it  remains 
that  the  clauses  of  the  Bill  will  be 
taken  to-morrow,  I  do  not  care  in  the 
least  what  amusement  goes  on  to-night. 

ORDERS    OF   TEE  DAY. 


SUPPLY—CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES, 

Class  I.  —  Public  Wobks   and 

Buildings. 

Supply — eomidercd  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

(1.)  Motion  madoj  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £196,000,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  31st  day  of  March  1886,  in  aid  of  the  Cost 
of  Maintenance  of  Distumpiked  and  Main 
Koads  in  England  and  Wales  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  25th  day  of  March  1886." 

Mb.  WABTON  asked  what  was  the 
reason  that  Vote  4  of  the  Civil  Ser- 
yice  Estimates  had  been  passed  over  ? 

Mb.  HIBBEBT  said,  that  Tote  4 
had  been  postponed  on  account  of  the 
proceedings  of  the  Committee,  who  were 
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ther  information  as  to  the  statements 
quoted,  and  whether  if  there  appears 
to  be  any  foundation  for  them  it  would 
be  in  his  opinion  possible  immediately 
to  effect  the  release  of  these  women 
either  by  ranson  or  otherwise. 

CRIME  AND  OUTRAGE  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES)— EXPLOSION  AT  THE  AD- 
MIRALTY. 

Sib  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS :  I  wish 
to  ask  the  Secretary  for  the  Home  De- 
partment a  Question  of  which  I  have 
given  him  private  Notice  —  namely, 
whether  he  can  give  the  House  any 
particulars  as  to  the  explosion  which 
took  place  at  the  Admiralty  this  fore- 
noon ;  and,  also,  whether  he  can  state 
if  there  is  any  truth  in  the  rumour  that 
another  explosion  had  taken  place  at  a 
later  period  of  the  day  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  :  An 
explosion  took  place  in  one  of  the  lower 
official  rooms  at  the  Admiralty  at  11 
o'clock  this  morning.  It  is  too  early 
yet  to  form  a  definite  opinion  on  the 
subject ;  but  it  seems  to  be  quite  clear 
that  the  explosive,  whatever  it  was,  was 
placed  inside  the  room.  The  quantity 
must  have  been  small,  as  the  structural 
damage  to  the  room  was  very  slight.  It 
also  appears  that  the  explosive  must 
have  been  placed  on  the  top  of  some 
piece  of  furniture  in  the  room  against 
the  wall.  I  regret  to  state  that  the 
Assistant  Under  Secretary  of  the  Ad- 
miralty, Mr.  Swainson,  who  was  at  work 
at  a  desk  close  to  where  the  explosion 
took  place,  was  serious  injured ;  but  the 
most  recent  accounts — within  the  last 
half- hour  —  from  the  hospital  give  a 
favourable  account  of  his  progress.  He 
has  recovered  consciousness,  and  I  am 
informed  has  taken  some  natural  sleep. 
I  have  heard  nothing  of  any  other 
explosion,  and  I  believe  it  is  not  the 
fact. 

RAILWAY  REGULATION  ACTS  - 
PREFERENTIAL  RATES. 

Mb.  R.  H.  PAGET  asked  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether, 
having  reference  to  his  recent  statement, 
that  the  subject  of  preferential  Railway 
rates  on  Foreign  goods  was  **  ripe  for 
legislation,"  he  wiU  be  good  enough  to 
inform  the  House  if  he  is  prepared  to 
introduce  a  Bill  dealing  with  the  sub- 
ject ;  and,  whether,  in  view  of  the  ur- 
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gency  of  the  question,  he  will  make  an. 
early  statement  on  the  matter,  and  place 
the  House  in  possession  of  the  prindplea 
of  his  proposed  measure  ? 

Mb.    CHAMBERLAIN:   I  wiU  en- 
deavour to  give  the  hon.  Member  tlie 
explanation  and  further  information  as 
to  the  intentions  of  the  Government  for 
which  he  asks.     In  the  first  place,   I 
have  to  say  that  we  consider  that  the 
evidence  taken  by  the  Committee    on 
Railway    Rates    and    Fares    in    1883 
furnishes  sufficient  information  as  to  the 
nature  of  the  complaints  which  haTe 
been  made   of  preferential  rates  both 
on  foreign  good  and  also  on  home  pro- 
ducts.   We  are  further  of  opinion  that 
the  Report  of  this  Committee,  and  the 
Reports  of  previous  Committees  andOotn- 
missions  on  the   subject,  show  eoncln- 
sively  that  no  general  law  of  univeraal 
application  can    be    laid    down.     The 
establishment,    for    instance,  of    eqaal 
mileage  rates  which  has  sometimes  bean 
proposed  would    be    most  injoriona  to 
trade  since  it  would  deprive  freighters 
of  any  advantage  from  competition  ;  it 
would  also  cause  a  revolution  in  the 
movement  of  traffic,  and  would  inrolTe 
the  ruin  of  very  large  interests  whi<^ 
have  been  created  on  the  faith  of  exist- 
ing arrangements.    On  the  other  hand, 
there  is  good    reason  to  believe  that 
under  the  present   sjrstem  preferenees 
have    been    created    which  cannot    be 
justified    in    law  or    equity.     In    the 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Act,   1854, 
I  there  is  a  clause  dealing  with  nndoa 
preference,  which  appears  to  be  sufficieat 
for  the  purpose,  and  all  that  is  neoesaaxy 
is  that  all  cases  of  complaint  should  be 
dealt  with  as  they  arise  by  a  competent 
tribunal.     Such  a  tribunal  the  Govern- 
ment believe  already  exists  in  the  Rail- 
way Commissioners ;  but  further  legis* 
lation  is  required  in  order  to  put  this 
tribunal  on    a  permanent  basiiBy  with 
somewhat  extended  powers,  and  st  the 
same  time  to  facilitate  the  resort  to  it 
by  giving  a  loeui  standi  to  public  bodies 
and  associations  which  may  be  expected 
to  seek  a  decision  in  all  disputed  caass 
of  any  importance,  where,  however,  the 
interests  of  private  traders  and  in^ 
viduals  may  not  be  sufficient  to  isdaee 
them  to  undertake  the  burden  of  liti^- 
tion.    These  views  found  expresnon  in 
the  Railway  Regulation  Acts  Amend- 
ment Bill  introdaood  by  ma  last  Sessioa, 
but  withdrawn  owing  to  the  ptesiiue  ef 
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Business.  I  am  afraid  that  the  present 
state  of  Public  Business  does  not  leave 
room  for  hope  that  the  Bill  could  be 
re-introduced  with  any  advantage  in  the 
present  Session. 

Me,  R.  H.  PAGET  asked  whether  he 
was  right  in  understanding  that  the 
only  legislation  which  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  proposed  was  the  perma- 
nency of  the  Hallway  Commissioners, 
and  to  give  a  loeus  itandi  to  certain 
bodies  before  it  ? 

Mb.  chamberlain  said,  he 
thought  his  previous  reply  was  very 
full.  It  was  proposed  to  put  the  Rail- 
way Commission  on  a  permanent  basis, 
somewhat  to  extend  its  functions,  and 
to  give  a  locue  standi  to  other  bodies,  so 
as  to  facilitate  their  access  to  its  deci- 
sions? 

Mb.  TOMUNSON  asked  whether,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  the  Railway  Commis- 
sioners had  jurisdiction  now  to  entertain 
questions  of  undue  preference  as  be- 
tween foreign  gooas  and  English 
ffoods  ? 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN:  Yes,  Sir; 
that  is  my  opinion. 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS   OP  THE 

HOUSE. 

Mb.  RITCHIE  asked  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  when 
he  expected  the  Amendments  of  the 
QoFemment  to  the  Redistribution  Bill 
to  be  distributed  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  that 
some  were  ready  and  some  were  not, 
and  as  it  was  desirable  to  put  them 
down  together  he  proposed  to  put  them 
all  on  the  Paper  to-morrow. 

Mb.  LEWIS  inquired  when  the 
Government  proposed  to  take  the  Irish 
Registration  Bill? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN  : 
To-morrow,  Sir. 

Mb.  PABNELL  asked  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  who 
was  responsible  for  placing  the  Scotch 
Registration  Bill  second  in  that  night's 
Paper,  and  the  Irish  Registration  Bill 
17th? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  that 
the  Irish  Registration  Bill  would  be 
the  first  Order  to-morrow.  There  was 
no  intention  to  take  it  that  night. 

Mb.  PARNELL  asked  whether  this 
Bill  would  be  proceeded  with  through- 
out the  Sitting  to-morrow  ? 


Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Yes, 
Sir. 

Mb.  HEALY  suggested  that  one  stage 
should  be  taken  to-night,  as  the  Bill 
was  not  blocked.  They  might  get  the 
Speaker  out  of  the  Chair,  and  then  to- 
morrow proceed  with  the  Amendments. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  he  had  no  objection. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  he  would  like  to 
know  whether  there  was  to  be  any  defi- 
niteness  in  the  proposals  of  the  Govern- 
ment? They  were  just  told  that  the 
Irish  Bill  would  be  taken  to-morrow, 
and  now  they  were  told  that  it  would 
be  taken  to-night.  Was  anything  to  be 
done  to-night,  or  was  there  to  be  merely 
a  pretence  of  doing  something  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  the  original  intention  was  to  do 
nothing  until  to-morrow ;  but  then  came 
the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy)  that  they  should 
get  the  Speaker  out  of  the  Chair  to- 
night after  the  Scotch  Bill,  and  proceed 
with  the  clauses  to-morrow.  The  Go- 
vernment had  no  objection  to  that ;  but 
they  were,  of  course,  entirely  in  the 
hands  of  the  House. 

Mb.  GIBSON  :  If  getting  the  Speaker 
out  of  the  Chair  is  a  mere  benevolent 
sham  to  amuse  people,  and  if  it  remains 
that  the  clauses  of  the  Bill  will  be 
taken  to-morrow,  I  do  not  care  in  the 
least  what  amusement  goes  on  to-night. 

ORDERS    OF  TEE  DAY. 


SUPPLY—CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES. 

Class  I. — Public  VTobks   aio) 

Buildings. 

Supply — considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

(1.)  Motion  madOj  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"That  a  buxd,  not  exceeding  £195,000,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  31st  day  of  March  1686,  in  aid  of  the  Cost 
of  Maintenance  of  Distumpiked  and  Main 
Beads  in  England  and  Wales  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  25th  day  of  March  1886." 

Mb.  WABTON  asked  what  was  the 
reason  that  Vote  4  of  the  Civil  Ser- 
vice Estimates  had  been  passed  over  ? 

Mb.  HIBBEET  said,  that  Vote  4 
had  been  postponed  on  account  of  the 
proceedings  of  the  Committee,  who  were 
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and  Scotland,  while  they  had  to  pay  for 
their  own  roads  out  of  their  own  pockets, 
and  ydt  the  Gt)vemment  insisted  on 
having  the  distrihution  of  the  money 
which  was  levied  for  that  purpose.  It 
was  not  merely  in  the  case  of  the  County 
Surveyor,  but  in  that  of  other  appoint- 
ments in  Ireland,  that  the  distribution 
of  local  taxation  paid  for  out  of  the 
county  rates  was  also  made  by  the  Go- 
vernment. Then,  again,  money  which 
was  supposed  to  be  primarily  contributed 
for  the  maintenance  of  roads  was  col- 
lected by  the  Government  and  used  by 
them  for  other  works.  Upon  all  of 
those  grounds  it  seemed  to  him  that  a 
case  was  established  to  show  that  very 
unequal  justice  was  meted  out  as  be- 
tween Ireland  and  the  United  Kingdom, 
and  he  thought  the  Government  might 
hold  out  some  promise  that  in  the  future 
a  grant  in  aid  similar  to  that  which 
was  allowed  to  England  and  Scotland 
should  be  given  to  Lreland. 

Mb.  HIBBEET  said,  he  did  not  rise 
to  complain  of  the  way  in  which  either 
of  the  hon.  Members  who  had  brought 
forward  this  question  had  discussed  it. 
At  first  sight  it  would  seem  that  there 
was  some  justification  for  the  complaint 
they  had  made ;  but  he  did  not  desire 
to  go  closely  into  the  question  whether 
Ireland  had  an  advantage  over  England, 
or  whether  England  had  an  advantage 
over  Ireland,  in  the  matter  of  taxation, 
and  expenditure  out  of  money  raised  by 
taxation,  although  he  believed  that  if 
the  question  were  inquired  into  it  would 
be  found  that  Ireland  really  had  the  best 
of  it.  [Colonel  Nolan  :  No.]  This  ap- 
peared, as  regarded  expenditure,  from  a 
Ketum  moved  for  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  himself  He  could  also  refer  to 
several  taxes  which  were  imposed  in  this 
country  and  not  in  Ireland — such  as  the 
House  Tax,  for  instance,  and  various 
others.  But,  as  he  had  stated,  he  did 
not  wish  to  discuss  the  question  upon  that 
ground.  He  would  prefer  to  see  ques- 
tions of  this  kind  treated  in  a  liberal  and 
generous  spirit.  That  had  been  the  case 
in  the  past,  and  he  hoped  it  would  con- 
tinue to  be  so  in  the  future.  This 
question  of  turnpike  roads  was  not  the 
only  one  in  regard  to  the  Vote,  which 
was  not  to  be  considered  of  a  permanent 
character.  It  was  merely  proposed  as  a 
temporary  measure  until  the  whole 
question  of  Local  Government  and  Local 
Taxation  could  be  dealt  with.    It  was 

Cohnel  Nohn 


hoped  that  those  questions  would  be 
dealt  with  early  in  the  next  Parliament, 
and  then,  he  trusted,  the  question  would 
be  settled,  and  would  be  heard  of  no 
more  either  as  it  afiPected  Ireland  or 
England  and  Scotland.  He  thought 
Ireland  had  been  very  happy  in  not 
having  possessed  a  similar  system  of 
turnpike  roads  to  that  which  existed  in 
this  country. 

OoLoiTEL  NOLAN  remarked,  that 
there  were  turnpike  roads  in  Ireland. 

Mb.  HIBBEBT  said,  he  had  always 
understood  that  there  were  not. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  altogether  mistaken. 

Mb.  HIBBERT  said,  that  as  to  the 

3uestion  of  the  money  to  be  given  to 
reland  for  that  purpose,  he  could  only 
say  that  it  was  one  which  must  await  the 
consideration  of  the  whole  question  of 
local  taxation.  In  the  first  place,  as- 
suming that  it  was  agreed  to  give  money 
in  aid  of  an  Irish  Vote,  in  the  same  way 
as  it  was  now  given  to  England  and 
Scotland,  who  were  the  authorities  they 
would  have  to  pay?  There  were  cer- 
tainly no  authorities  in  Ireland  like 
those  which  existed  in  England  and 
Scotland  ;  and  as  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Galway  (Colonel  Nolan) 
had  pointed  out,  even  the  County  Sur- 
veyor was  appointed  by  the  State.  He 
should  be  very  sorry  if  the  matter  stood 
in  the  same  position  in  this  country, 
and  he  hoped  it  would  not  long  be  left 
to  the  Local  Authorities  to  maintain  the 
turnpike  roads  in  Ireland.  As  to  the 
question  whether  money  was  to  be  given 
to  Ireland,  he  could  only  repeat  that 
that  was  a  question  which  must  be  dealt 
with  when  the  whole  subject  of  Local 
Taxation  and  Local  Government  came 
to  be  considered  in  the  next  Parliament. 
Mb.  SOLATER.BOOTH  said,  the 
answer  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  was  fair  as  far  as 
it  went ;  but  he  thought  it  ought  to  be 
observed,  in  reply  to  the  complaint  of 
Gentlemen  representing  Irish  constitu- 
encies, that  this  Vote  did  not  arise  out 
of  feelings  of  benevolence  towards  the 
payers  of  local  rates,  but  was  rather  a 
recognition,  on  the  part  of  the  State,  of 
an  injustice  inflicted  upon  the  ratepayers 
through  the  lapse  of  Parliamentary  au- 
thority to  charge  tolls  in  respect  of  roads 
which  had  been  disturnpiked.  That 
was  a  subject  which  could  hardly  be 
said  to  arise  out  of  any  benevolent  in- 
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At  the  time  it  was  asked  upon  to  vote 
tliis  money  in  the  year  1884,  the  amount 
granted  for  England  for  distumpiked 
roads  was  £100,000,  and  the  expenditure 
was  only  £95,000 — which  was  to  say, 
that  the  money  voted  in  Committee  of 
Supply  and  passed  by  the  House  was 
more  than  sufficient  to  meet  the  service. 
In  spite  of  that  fact,  there  was  an  in- 
crease in  the  Vote  up  to  £215,000  last 
year— that  was  to  say,  that  whereas  the 
Treasury  had  been  called  upon  to  repay 
to  the  Exchequer  a  sum  of  £5,000  which 
was  not  wanted  for  the  service,  they 
came  before  the  House  in  the  following 
year,  and  asked  not  only  for  the  same 
sum,  but  for  £115,000  more  than  was 
deemed  necessary  in  1884.  They  were 
also  asking  this  year  for  £215,000,  which 
it  was  proved  could  not  really  be  re- 
quired. He  should  object  to  this  Yote 
as  at  present  framed  on  that  ground,  if 
not  on  any  other — namely,  that  it  was 
perfectly  clear  that  the  whole  of  this 
money  was  not  required.  The  ground 
of  objection,  however,  which  he  pre- 
ferred to  take  was  a  larger  one — namely, 
that  this  was  a  Vote  of  a  very  consider- 
able and  substantial  sum  in  relief  of 
local  taxation  in  England  and  Scotland, 
which  relief  was  entirely  withheld  from 
Ireland,  where  the  people  were  much 
more  seriously  pressed  by  local  taxation 
than  in  this  country.  The  question  whe- 
ther the  grant  should  be  continued  in 
places  where  there  were  no  turnpike 
roads  of  any  kind,  as  was  the  case  in 
Scotland,  would  perhaps  be  dealt  with 
more  properly  when  the  Committee 
came  to  the  next  Yote.  He  did  not  pro- 
pose to  move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote, 
because  he  objected  to  it  altogether, 
and  he  would  content  himself  with  ex- 
pressing his  determination  to  divide 
against  it. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  he  did  not 
think  the  Vote  should  be  allowed  to  pass 
without  a  protest  from  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers. They  were  constantly  told  that 
they  were  treated  on  equal  terms  and 
that  they  had  equal  laws  with  the 
ITnited  Kingdom ;  but  when  it  came  to 
a  question  of  whether  Parliament  should 
vote  money  for  repairing  and  keeping 
np  the  roads  in  the  three  countries,  it  was 
most  unfair  that  the  people  of  Ireland 
should  be  obliged  to  contribute  heavily 
to  the  maintenance  of  their  own  roads, 
and  then,  in  addition,  have  to  contribute 
something  like  £30,000  towards  main- 


taining the  roads  in  England  and  Scot- 
land. The  case  of  Scotland  did  not 
come  under  this  Yote ;  but  that  the  Irish 
people  should  be  required  to  contribute 
to  the  maintenance  of  the  English  roads 
at  all  really  appeared  to  be  very  hard 
upon  so  poor  a  country.  England  was 
a  much  richer  country,  and  yet  she  re- 
ceived a  grant  in  aid.  They  were  fre- 
quently told  that  Ireland  received  benefit 
from  her  connection  with  England ;  but 
at  present  she  contributed  £8,000,000 
in  tlie  shape  of  taxation  to  the  Imperial 
Exchequer,  and  only  got  back  about 
£3,000,000  in  return.  The  present  case 
formed  a  good  illustration  of  the  totally 
different  system  which  was  adopted  in 
granting  money  to  the  English  and  Irish 
countries.  If  the  Government  would  come 
forward  they  might  be  able  to  confer 
substantial  benefit  upon  the  country  if, 
instead  of  keeping  up  the  roads,  they 
would  construct  railways  in  such  dis- 
tricts as  Gonnemara  and  the  county  of 
Kerry.  Bailways  would  be  of  advan- 
tage in  opening  up  markets  for  the  pro- 
duce of  the  country ;  but  hitherto  it  had 
been  found  that  the  existing  roads 
afforded  no  substantial  benefit,  and  the 
Irish  people  were  not  likely  to  expend 
large  sums  of  money  upon  them.  Cer- 
tainly they  got  no  benefit  at  all  equiva- 
lent to  the  large  sum  of  £250,000  voted 
for  England  and  Scotland ;  and  he  did 
not  see  why  the  Irish  Members  should 
go  on,  year  after  year,  voting  that 
money,  without  making  a  very  strong 
protest  against  it  unless  they  were 
placed  on  a  footing  of  equality.  He 
might  also  point  out  how  much  worse  off 
they  were  in  Ireland  in  regard  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  roads  were  kept 
up.  The  sums  necessary  for  main- 
taining them  were  voted  by  the  Grand 
Juries,  and  paid  by  the  cesspayers ;  but 
the  Government  took  upon  themselves 
the  duty  of  appointing  the  County  Sur- 
veyor. In  this  country  that  course  was 
not  followed;  but  in  Ireland  the  Go- 
vernment took  the  patronage  upon  them- 
selves. In  England  the  patronage  was 
enjoyed  by  the  Local  Authorities  and  by 
those  who  paid  the  rates.  Therefore  it 
would  appear  that  in  every  way  Ireland 
was  placed  in  a  most  inferior  position. 
Next  week  they  would  be  asked  to  vote 
£1,000,000  for  the  construction  of  a 
railroad  in  the  Soudan,  as  well  as  other 
railroads  in  Egypt ;  and  they  were  asked, 
further,  to  keep  up  the  roads  of  England 
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and  Scotland,  while  they  had  to  pay  for 
their  own  roads  out  of  their  own  pockets, 
and  y6t  the  Oovemment  insisted  on 
having  the  distribution  of  the  money 
which  was  levied  for  that  purpose.  It 
was  not  merely  in  the  case  of  the  (3ounty 
Surveyor,  but  in  that  of  other  appoint- 
ments in  Ireland,  that  the  distribution 
of  local  taxation  paid  for  out  of  the 
county  rates  was  also  made  by  the  Go- 
vernment. Then,  again,  money  which 
was  supposed  to  be  primarily  contributed 
for  the  maintenance  of  roads  was  col- 
lected by  the  Government  and  used  by 
them  for  other  works.  Upon  all  of 
those  grounds  it  seemed  to  him  that  a 
case  was  established  to  show  that  very 
unequal  justice  was  meted  out  as  be- 
tween Ireland  and  the  United  Kingdom, 
and  he  thought  the  Government  might 
hold  out  some  promise  that  in  the  future 
a  grant  in  aid  similar  to  that  which 
was  allowed  to  England  and  Scotland 
should  be  given  to  L*eland. 

Mb.  HIBBERT  said,  he  did  not  rise 
to  complain  of  the  way  in  which  either 
of  the  hon.  Members  who  had  brought 
forward  this  question  had  discussed  it. 
At  first  sight  it  would  seem  that  there 
was  some  justification  for  the  complaint 
they  had  made ;  but  he  did  not  desire 
to  go  closely  into  the  question  whether 
Ireland  had  an  advantage  over  England, 
or  whether  England  had  an  advantage 
over  Ireland,  in  the  matter  of  taxation, 
and  expenditure  out  of  money  raised  by 
taxation,  although  he  believed  that  if 
the  question  were  inquired  into  it  would 
be  found  that  Ireland  really  had  the  best 
of  it.  [Colonel  Nolan  :  No.]  This  ap- 
peared, as  regarded  expenditure,  from  a 
Ketum  moved  for  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  himself  He  could  also  refer  to 
several  taxes  which  were  imposed  in  this 
country  and  not  in  Ireland — such  as  the 
House  Tax,  for  instance,  and  various 
others.  But,  as  he  had  stated,  he  did 
not  wish  to  discuss  the  question  upon  that 
ground.  He  would  prefer  to  see  ques- 
tions of  this  kind  treated  in  a  liberal  and 
generous  spirit.  That  had  been  the  case 
in  the  past,  and  he  hoped  it  would  con- 
tinue to  be  so  in  the  future.  This 
question  of  turnpike  roads  was  not  the 
only  one  in  regard  to  the  Tote,  which 
was  not  to  be  considered  of  a  permanent 
character.  It  was  merely  proposed  as  a 
temporary  measure  until  the  whole 
question  of  Local  Oovemment  and  Local 
Taxation  could  be  dealt  with.    It  was 


hoped   that   those  questions  would  be 
dealt  with  early  in  the  next  Parliament, 
and  then,  he  trusted,  the  question  would 
be  settled,  and  would  be  heard  of  no 
more  either  as  it  afiPected  Ireland  or 
England  and  Scotland.      He    thought 
Ireland  had  been  very  happy  in  not 
having  possessed   a  similar   system   of 
turnpike  roads  to  that  which  existed  in 
this  country. 

Colonel    NOLAN    remarked,     that 
there  were  turnpike  roads  in  Ireland. 

Mb.  HIBBERT  said,  he  had  always 
understood  that  there  were  not. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  the  hon.  G^en- 
tleman  was  altogether  mistaken. 

Mr.  HIBBEKT  said,  that  as  to  the 
question  of  the  money  to  be  given  to 
L:eland  for  that  purpose,  he  could  only 
say  that  it  was  one  which  must  await  the 
consideration  of  the  whole  question  of 
local  taxation.  In  the  first  place,  as- 
suming that  it  was  agreed  to  give  money 
in  aid  of  an  Irish  Vote,  in  the  same  way 
as  it  was  now  given  to  England  and 
Scotland,  who  were  the  authorities  thej 
would  have  to  pay?  There  were  cer> 
tainly  no  authorities  in  Ireland  Hks 
those  which  existed  in  England  and 
Scotland ;  and  as  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Galway  (Colonel  Nolan) 
had  pointed  out,  even  the  County  Snr* 
veyor  was  appointed  by  the  State.  He 
should  be  very  sorry  if  the  matter  stood 
in  the  same  position  in  this  country, 
and  he  hoped  it  would  not  long  be  left 
to  the  Local  Authorities  to  maintain  the 
turnpike  roads  in  Ireland.  As  to  the 
question  whether  money  was  to  be  given 
to  Ireland,  he  could  only  repeat  that 
that  was  a  question  which  must  be  deah 
with  when  the  whole  subject  of  Local 
Taxation  and  Local  Government  came 
to  be  considered  in  the  next  Parliamrat. 

Mr.  SCLATEE-BOOTH  said,  the 
answer  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  was  fair  as  imr  as 
it  went ;  but  he  thought  it  ought  to  be 
observed,  in  reply  to  the  complaint  of 
Gentlemen  representing  Irish  constitii- 
encies,  that  this  Vote  did  not  arise  oat 
of  feelings  of  benevolence  towards  the 
payers  of  local  rates,  but  was  rather  a 
recognition,  on  the  part  of  the  State,  of 
an  injustice  inflicted  upon  the  ratepayen 
through  the  lapse  of  Parliamentazy  an* 
thority  to  charge  tolls  in  respect  of  roads 
which  had  been  distompiked.  That 
was  a  subject  which  cooM  hardlv  be 
said  to  ariet'  out  of  any  benerolooc  ia> 
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tention  on  the  part  of  the  State  to  con- 
tribnte  towards  the  local  rates.  But 
the  mjory  had  arisen  by  the  action  of 
Parliament  itself,  and  this  was  a  Vote  in 
aid  to  enable  the  Local  Authorities  to 
provide  that  which  had  been  preyiously 
paid  over  by  those  who  used  the  roads. 
That  was  a  state  of  things  which  did 
not  exist  in  Ireland,  and  the  grievance, 
if  there  were  one,  in  Ireland  was  not  at 
all  of  a  similar  character.  Consequently, 
Parliament  would  not  be  justified  in 
making  the  same  arrangement  for  Ire- 
land as  that  which  was  made  for  the 
United  Kingdom. 

Mr.  R.  H.  PAGET  said,  it  was  not 
necessary  that  he  should  enter  into  any 
question  of  disagreement  or  difference 
in  regard  to  the  local  taxation  of  Eng- 
land and  Ireland.  Hitherto  the  Eng- 
lish Members  had  constantly  discussed 
the  necessity  of  introducing  large  reforms 
in  the  system  of  levying  local  taxation. 
But  the  question  of  local  taxation  had 
been  allowed  to  remain  almost  entirely 
in  the  hands  of  the  English  Members, 
and  had  not  been  taken  up  by  Members 
either  from  Scotland  or  Ireland.  There 
was  nothing  that  would  more  rejoice 
the  heart  of  a  local  taxation  reformer 
than  to  find  that  he  was  obtaining  new 
allies  in  his  endeavour  to  remove  the 
injustice  of  this  taxation.  If  this  ques- 
tion were  to  arise  in  the  shape  of  a  pro- 
posal to  give  a  grant  towards  the  main- 
tenance of  the  Irish  roads,  he  would  be 
perfectly  ready  to  consider  that  ques- 
tion on  its  merits.  But  in  this  particu- 
lar case  he  was  now  asked  to  record 
his  vote,  "aye"  or  **no,'*  in  favour  of 
the  grant  which  was  given  towards  the 
English  roads.  Although  he  had  not 
the  slightest  objection  to  consider  the 
question  whether  a  similar  Vote  should 
be  given  to  Ireland,  he  had  a  very 
strong  objection  to  take  away  the  grant 
now  proposed  for  England.  It  had  been 
pointed  out  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  North  Hampshire  (Mr.  Sclater- 
Booth)  that  in  abolishing  turnpike  roads 
additional  burdens  had  been  thrown 
upon  the  ratepayers.  Those  burdens 
had  been  distinctly  pointed  out  by  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Member 
for  Oxfordshire  (Colonel  Harcourt),  who 
they  all  regretted  not  to  have  been  able 
to  see  in  his  place  for  some  time  ;  but  it 
was  on  the  distinct  recognition  of  the 
additional  burden  thrown  on  the  rate- 
payers by  the  withdrawal  of  the  sub- 


vention hitherto  made  upon  the  travel- 
ling public  to  keep  up  these  roads,  that 
the  State  had  consented  to  make  this 
grant  in  aid.  Therefore,  the  money 
the  Committee  were  now  asked  to  vote 
was  not  given  entirely  in  that  free  and 
liberal  spirit  which  hon.  Gentlemen 
from  Ireland  seemed  desirous  of  claim- 
ing ;  but,  at  any  rate,  it  was  given,  ac- 
cording to  a  decision  and  a  deliberate 
vote  of  the  House,  upon  a  principle 
which  he  and  others  had  constantly  ad- 
vocated. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  he  failed  to  see 
any  force  in  the  argument  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Sclater-Booth)  as 
far  as  it  was  directed  against  the  re- 
presentation of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Queen's  County  (Mr.  A. 
O'Connor).  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
seemed  to  think  that  because  tolls  were 
formerly  paid  on  the  English  roads  by 
the  travelling  public,  that  there  should 
be  a  subvention  now  by  the  House  of 
Commons.  The  Irish  Members  were 
not  contending  now  that  the  tolls  ought 
to  be  paid  by  the  travelling  public  on 
the  high  roads,  or  that  the  discontinu- 
ance of  a  tax  of  that  kind  afforded  any 
claim  for  a  subvention.  He  presumed 
that  those  who  used  the  roads  were 
those  who  lived  in  the  locality,  and  it 
could  not  be  said  that  it  was  on  account 
of  an  incursion  of  foreigners  from  other 
localities  that  the  tolls  which  had  been 
paid  hitherto  out  of  local  resources 
should  not  be  still  supplied  from  local 
resources.  What  his  hon.  Friend  said 
was  that  there  were  formerly  turnpike 
roads  in  Ireland,  that  those  turnpike 
roads  had  been  abolished,  and  no  one 
had  ever  got  up  in  that  House  to  say 
that  the  Local  Authorities,  on  whom  the 
support  of  the  roads  was  in  consequence 
thrown,  ought  to  be  compensated.  The 
main  argument  upon  which  he  and  his 
hon.  Friends  relied  in  opposing  this  taxa- 
tion was  that,  no  matter  how  the  money 
had  been  formerly  obtained,  it  was  not 
fair  that  they  should  ask  the  people  of 
Ireland,  who  paid  for  their  own  roads, 
to  contribute  £40,000  out  of  £215,000 
to  pay  for  the  roads  in  England.  That 
was  what  it  came  to.  The  Irish  people 
contributed  to  the  Imperial  funds,  and 
the  House  of  Commons  proposed  to  dip 
their  hands  into  the  Imperial  purse  and 
take  out  £215,000,  towards  which  the 
Irish  people,  who  paid  every  penny  of 
the  cost  of  supportmg  their  own  roads. 


503 


Supplt/— 'Civil 


{ COMMONS }  Service  Bttitmtts. 


504 


contributed  largely.    That  was  a  groBS 
injustice,  and  no  ingenuity  could  give 
it  any  other  complexion.     He  had  no 
objection  to  the  tone  of  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  in  charge   of  the 
Vote.    As  a  matter  of  fact,  there  was 
never  anything  to  be  said  in  condemna- 
tion of  the  tone  of  the  hon.  Gentleman ; 
but  the  substance  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's speech  was  decidedly  imsatisfac- 
tory.    The  hon.  Gentleman  bade  them 
look  forward  with  hope  to  the  next  Par- 
liament.    Well,  he  believed  the  next 
Parliament  would   do    a   great  many 
things  which  this  Parliament,  notwith- 
standing  its  pretensions,  had  been  un- 
able to  accomplish.      But  he  objected 
always  to  be  fed  upon  hope.     It  was  not 
a  substantial  fare.     The  statement  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  was  coupled  with 
another — that  they  must  wait  until  a 
general  measure  of  Local  Taxation  and 
Local    Gt>vernment    could    be    passed. 
That    was  precisely   the    excuse  Earl 
Spencer  had  been  putting  forward   in 
Lreland    for    the  last    five    years    for 
neglecting  to   proceed  with  important 
measures.     Ean  Spencer  told  them  that 
the  Government  were  meditating  some 
general    scheme ;  but  what  it  was  had 
never  yet  left  the  mind  of  that  noble 
Earl.    The  Irish  Members  had  waited 
with  hope — it  had  now  diminished  to  a 
vanishing  point — for  the  appearance  of 
this  great  scheme,  which  they  had  so 
long  been  told  was  to  bring  them  finan- 
cial relief  in  Ireland.    They  were  now 
told  that  they  were  to  live  in  the  hope 
of  finding  a  higher  moral  capacity  or 
better  intentions. in  a  new  Parliament. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary   to 
the  Treasury  took  credit  for  his  forbear- 
ance in  not  looking  too  closely  into  the 
question  of  taxation  in  the  Three  King- 
doms.    He  told  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
enter  into  that  question  as  closely  as  he 
liked,  and  the  Irish  Members  were  quite 
ready  to  follow  him.     If  he  wished  it  to 
be  understood  that  Ireland  was  in  any 
way  receiving   advantage,  or  even  fair 
play,   from  the  Imperial  purse,  in  the 
shape  of  grants  in  aid  of  local  burdens, 
he  would  tell  the  hon.  Gentleman  that 
that  was  not  the  case.     It  was  alto- 
gether remote  h^m  the  fact,  and  quite 
contrary  to  it.     Let  him  compare  the 
grants  in  aid  of  local   taxation  in  Eng- 
land, Ireland,  and  Scotland ;  and  what 
was  the  result  ?    First  of  all,  if  any  re- 
lief were  made  in  any  country,  it  should 
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be  the  poor  country,  whose  capacity 
the  least,  that  should  receive  it,  and  not 
the  rich  country.  If  the  Imperial  purse, 
which  was  contributed  to  by  the  Three 
Kingdoms,  was  to  be  dipped  into  for 
the  benefit  of  either  of  the  three,  the 
recipient  of  the  relief  ought  to  be  Ire- 
land, and  not  England,  which  was  the 
wealthiest  country  in  the  world.     In  the 
last  decade  the  valuation  of  England 
for  purposes  of  this  kind  had  incresised 
by  30  per  cent — an  increase  unparalleled 
in  the  civilized  world.  In  the  same  period, 
that  for  Ireland  had  increased  by  4  per 
cent.    Thus,  in  the  same  period,  while 
the  Betum  of  incomes  in  Ireland  re- 
mained almost  stationary,  the  capacitj 
to  pay  taxation  in  England  had  increased 
by  leaps  and  bounds ;  and  in  the  same 
decade  in  Ireland  the  number  of  persons 
in  the  receipt  of  relief  had   doubled. 
Large  numbers  had  been  compelled  to 
give  up  the  means  of  earning  a  living, 
and  the  population  itself  had  very  lai^^elj 
diminished.   Therefore,  it  was  plain  that 
it  would  not  only  be  unjust,  but  cmeU 
to  add  anything  to  the  local  burdens  of 
Ireland.     Grants  in  aid  of  local  taxation 
from  the  Imperial  purse  in  England 
amounted  to  £3,500,000 ;  in  Scotland  to 
over  £500,000 ;  and  in  Ireland,  although 
the  sum  was  nominally  much  greater,  if 
they  took  out  the  Irish  Constabnlarj 
and  the  Dublin  Police,  which  were  just 
much  military  forces  as  the  Army 
Navy,  officered  under  the  control  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  and  maintained  alto- 
gether independent  of  the  will  of  the 
people,   and,  in  fact,  contrary  to  it — 
taking   out  those  sums,  it   would    be 
found  that  Ireland  received  very  little 
in   aid  of    grants    for  local  purposes; 
while  Scotland,  with  a  populraon  only 
three-fourths  of  that  of  Ireland,  reoeiTed 
£500,000,    and    England    £8,500,000. 
That  proved  that  no  fair  play  was  giTcn 
to  Ireland,  but  that  very  great  haidship 
was  inflicted  upon  her  in  this  matter. 
Who  were  the  people  who  had  paid  £ar 
the  maintenance  of  roads  in  Ireland? 
He  did  not  blame  the  hon.  Goitlsmaa 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  for  betn^ 
unacquainted  with  the  details,  becanss 
he  had  only  lately  come  into  his  pxeseat 
Office ;  but  he  appeared  to  have  rounded 
something  on  the  question  of  the  High- 
way Authority.  Now,  in  Ireland  the  Hi^h* 
way  Authority  was  the  Grand  Jury,  and 
the  sum  was  levied  in  every  ooon^  W 
moans  of  county  cess.    Among  the  par- 
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po868  for  whioli  county  cess  was  given 
was  the  maintenance  of  the  bigli  roads. 
It  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  any  bene- 
Tolent  intentions  towards  Ireland  in 
reference  to  those  roads,  he  would  place 
the  charge  upon  the  Imperial  purse, 
and  no  objection  would  be  entertained 
on  that  side  of  the  House.  The  people 
who  paid  taxes  in  Ireland — poor  rate 
and  county  cess — were  the  poor  occu- 
piers ;  and  he  asked  the  hon.  Gentleman 
to  bear  in  mind  this  extraordinary  fact 
— ^thati  whereas  20  years  ago  the 
rates  only  amounted  to  lOd,  in  the 
poond,  they  were  now  nearly  2«.,  having 
been  more  than  doubled.  All  those 
taxes  fell  upon  the  occupiers,  and  the 
increase  was  more  than  equal  to  the 
whole  of  the  taxation  20  years  ago.  The 
landlord  did  not  pay  Id.  of  county 
cess,  but  the  whole  of  it  fell  upon  the 
sbmggling  occupier,  who  was  only  in 
one  degree  removed  from  the  condition 
of  a  pauper.  The  injustice  of  the  tax 
in  the  case  of  Ireland  was  manifest.  In 
England  the  valuation  was  increasing, 
the  people  were  well-to-do,  the  taxes 
fell  lightly  upon  them,  and  were  hardly 
felt  by  the  bulk  of  the  community ;  but 
in  Ireland  persons  only  one  degree  above 
the  condition  of  paupers  contributed 
every  penny  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
high  roads.  Notwithstanding  that  fact, 
they  were  required  to  pay  £40,000  a-year 
oat  of  their  narrow  means  in  aid  of  the 
maintenance  of  roads  in  England  and 
Scotland. 

Mr.  CLABE  bead  said,  he  waselad 
to  find  tiiat  hon.  Members  from  Ireland 
were  becoming  convinced  of  the  pressure 
of  local  taxation  in  that  country,  and  he 
would  be  glad  to  do  anything  he  could 
to  aUeviate  the  burden  so  far  as  Ireland 
was  concerned.  He  would  most  heartily 
support  any  proposition  that  would  give 
reBef  ftom  uie  burden  of  maintaining 
arterial  roads  in  Ireland.  Casual  visi^ 
to  that  country  led  him  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  the  high  roads  there  were 
much  superior  to  those  they  had  in 
England.  He  did  not  see  why  a  grant 
should  not  be  given  to  the  Irish  Grand 
Juries,  as  weU  as  to  the  Courts  of  Quar- 
ter Sessions  or  the  Local  Authorities  in 
England.  But,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
whatever  might  be  the  comparison  be- 
tween the  amount  of  Imperial  taxation 
paid  by  Ireland  or  by  England,  there 
were  one  or  two  little  matters  in  Lreland 
in  which  the  Irish  people  had  an  ad- 


vantage over  the  ratepayers  in  Eng- 
land. Take  the  Dog  Tax;  it  was  an 
Imperial  tax  in  this  country  and  a  local 
tax  in  Ireland,  and  he  should  be  glad 
to  see  some  day  or  other  that  it  was 
made  a  local  tax  for  Great  Britain  as 
well  as  for  Ireland.  In  the  matter  of 
turnpike  tolls,  he  believed  that,  al- 
though they  were  unpopular,  they  were 
stricUy  just.  Those  who  used  the  roads 
paid  for  them ;  and  now  the  arrange- 
ment was  that  those  who  used  the  roads 
least  paid  the  most.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  referred  to  the 
fact  that  England  had  increased  very 
much  in  wealth.  That  was  certainly 
not  the  case  with  regard  to  the  occu- 
piers of  land.  Their  prosperity  had  not 
increased  very  much  in  the  last  few 
years ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  the  owners 
and  occupiers  of  land  had  considerably 
diminished  in  wealth  and  prosperity, 
although  they  paid  almost  the  whole  of 
the  rates  of  the  country.  He  maintained 
that  any  sort  of  contribution  which  the 
general  wealth  of  the  country  could 
^  afford  ought  to  be  made  towards  the 
'  relief  of  local  taxation,  not  only  in  Ire- 
land, but  throughout  the  United  King- 
dom. 

Mr.  W.  J.  GOBBET  wished  to  correct 
a  false  impression  which  might  be  pro- 
duced by  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  West  Norfolk  (Mr.  Clare  Bead) 
in  reference  to  the  Dog  Tax.  The  tax 
amounted  to  something  like  £30,000 
a-year  in  Ireland,  but  it  was  almost  en- 
tirely absorbed  in  the  payment  of  offi- 
cials connected  with  the  Office  of  the 
Begistrar  of  Dublin  Castle.  A  very  small 
amount,  indeed,  went  in  aid  of  local 
taxation. 

Sir  WALTEBB.  BABTTELOT  said, 
he  thought  he  had  heard  the  Secretary 
to  the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr. 
George  JEtussell)  cheer  some  of  the  re- 
marks of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  spoken  below  the  Gangway  (Mr. 
Clare  Bead).  He  took  it  that  that  cheer 
meant  that  in  England  there  was  good 
cause  for  the  grant  towards  the  main- 
tenance of  those  roads.  Now,  what 
were  the  purposes  for  which  many  of 
the  main  roads  were  made  in  this  coun- 
try ?  They  were  made  for  the  purpose 
of  connecting  the  large  towns — ^for  in- 
stance, London  with  Edinburgh,  Lon- 
don with  Liverpool  and  Manchester,  and 
even  London  with  Holyhead — and  many 
of  the  Irish  roads  were  made   for  a 
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Bimilar  purpose;  and  he  could  not  see 
why  the  ratepayers  in  Ireland  should 
not  receive  the  same  grant  in  respect  of 
the  main  roads  of  that  country  as  was 
allowed  to  the  ratepayers  of  this  country. 
He  had  always  felt  and  believed  that 
the  turnpikes  should  be  maintained,  and 
that  the  cost  of  maintaining  the  roads 
should  be  paid  by  those  who  made  use 
of  them;  and  it  was  well  known  that 
many  of  the  main  roads  were  of  com- 
paratively little  use  to  the  local  in- 
habitants. It  was  not  they  who  travel- 
led by  them,  but  the  general  pub- 
lic who  made  use  of  them;  but,  not- 
withstanding that  fact,  the  farmers  and 
residents  of  the  poorer  localities  had  to 
pay  for  them.  He  should  like  to  hear 
one  word  from  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  to  the  Local  Government 
Board  to  intimate  that  the  Government 
would  recognize,  in  this  case,  the  claim 
of  (;he  Irish  people  to  some  relief. 

Me.  GEOEGE  EUSSELL  said,  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Baronetwas  very  insidi- 
ous in  the  advances  he  had  made.  He  (Mr. 
Sussell)  had  greeted  with  a  cheer  certain 
sentiments  which  fell  from  hon.  Mem- 
bers from  Ireland,  simply  intending  to 
indicate  that  they  received  his  sym- 
pathy. It  was  not,  of  course,  for  him 
to  lay  down  any  general  rule  as  to  the 
taxation  to  be  applied  to  the  different 
parts  of  the  United  Kiogdom;  but 
granting  that  the  principle  of  subven- 
tions from  the  Imperial  Treasury,  in 
relief  of  local  taxation,  was  a  sound  one, 
it  was  very  di£B.cult  to  deny  that  Ireland 
had  an  equal  right  to  such  subven- 
tions with  England  and  Scotland. 

Mr.  BIGGAE  said,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
had  said  that  he  did  not  know  how 
the  money  raised  for  the  maintenance  of 
roads  in  Ireland  was  disposed  of.  Now, 
the  Grand  Juries  in  Ireland  were  the 
persons  who  were  responsible  for  keep- 
ing the  roads  in  repair,  and,  of  course, 
they  were  the  persons  who  determined 
what  the  contribution  of  the  locality 
should  be.  Perhaps  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man did  not  know  that  there  were  two 
areas  of  taxation  upon  which  the  Gband 
Juries  imposed  the  rate  in  connection 
with  roads.  One  was  a  charge  on  the 
county  at  large.  In  charging  the  county 
at  large  the  amount  went  in  relief  of  the 
local  rates  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
main  roads  of  the  country — for  instance, 
the  mail  coach  roads.    But  in  places 
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where  no  turnpike  roads  existed  the 
charge  was  thrown  upon  the  local  baro- 
nies, and  they  were  purely  local  rates 
in  which  the  area  for  which  the  rate 
was  required  was  specified.  Originally, 
the  cost  of  those  roads  was  borne  by  the 
county  in  which  the  roads  existed.  In 
the  county  of  Antrim,  with  which  he 
was  well  acquainted,  there  was  a  main 
road  from  Belfast  to  Coleraine,  and 
thence  on  to  Londonderry,  and  there 
were  three  or  four  turnpikes  on  that 
road.  It  was  a  road  of  an  arterial 
nature,  and  had  to  be  kept  in  repair 
by  the  Grand  Juries.  There  was  another 
mail  coach  road  in  the  county  of 
trim,  between  Belfast  and  Dublin, 
which  several  tolls  were  levied;  and 
there  were  tolls  also  upon  the  road  Inxm 
Belfast  to  Carrickf  ergus.  There  were  no 
charges  for  tolls  on  those  roads  for  Gro- 
vernment  purposes,  or  upon  peraooa 
who  made  use  of  them  for  the  purpose 
of  going  to  church  on  Sunday.  In  thoee 
respects  the  roads  were  free.  But  tolls 
were  very  strictly  levied  in  regard  to 
any  other  use  of  the  roads.  Those  tolls 
had  now  been  entirely  abolished;  but 
the  main  roads  were  still  required  to  he 
kept  up  at  the  expense  of  the  rate- 
payers, and  he  considered  the  princi^e 
to  be  most  unjust,  because  in  many 
counties — take,  for  instance,  the  county 
of  Down — the  old  main  roads  were  very 
much  better  and  wider  than  were  re- 
quired for  purely  local  traffic,  bvt. 
nevertheless,  they  were  still  kept  np  at 
the  expense  of  the  local  ratepayers.  He 
quite  agreed  with  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Baronet  the  Member  for  West 
(Sir  Water  B.  Barttelot),  that  the 
tenance  of  the  main  and  leading 
should  be  provided  for  by  Parliament. 
In  the  case  of  purely  local  roads  thej 
could  hardly  expect  a  grant  in  aid  &Qm 
Parliament ;  but  in  regaxA  to  the  maia 
roads,  they  were  certainly  entitled  to  a 
contribution  towards  the  expense  of 
maintenance.  In  the  county  of  Water* 
ford,  the  road  between  Waterford  and 
Cork  was  a  leading  road,  which  certainly 
ought  to  be  supported  by  a  public  grant* 
seeing  that  it  was  never  used  at  all  §at 
the  convenience  of  the  locali^,  bat 
merely  for  the  through  traffic.  Ajt  theae 
grants  were  given  to  £ngland  and  Scot- 
land, he  failed  to  see  why  the  Govcxn- 
ment  should  not  hold  out  to  the  Ixitk 
Members  the  expectation  that,  if  not 
immediatelyi  they  would,  in  the  fotor*. 
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give  a  Tote  of  this  sort  to  Ireland.  He 
believed  the  amount  contributed  by  Ire- 
land to  the  two  countries  which  formed  the 
United  Eangdom,  amounted  to  £60,000 
a-jear,  and  he  thought  something  ought 
to  be  done  to  put  Ireland  on  a  footing  of 
equality  with  England  and  Scotland, 
even  if  it  became  necessary  to  propose  a 
Sopplementary  Vote  in  the  present  year. 
It  was  as  clear  as  noonday  that  Ireland 
was  treated  unfairly,  and  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  full  power,  if  they  chose 
to  exercise  it,  of  doing  justice. 

Mb.  DEA8Y  supported  the  proposal 
of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Gavan 
(Mr.  Biggar),  that  the  Government 
should  bring  in  a  Supplementary  Esti- 
mate. If  they  did  not  wish  to  do  that,  they 
ought  make  a  subvention  of  £40,000  to- 
wards the  maintenance  of  the  Irish 
roads.  He  did  not  think  that  anything 
more  unjust  towards  the  Irish  people 
oould  be  imagined  than  the  principle 
upon  which  the  Three  Kingdoms  were 
dealt  witli  in  this  matter.  What  the 
Irish  people  had  to  do  with  the  roads  in 
England  was  more  than  he  could  see, 
nor  could  he  understand  why  they  should 
be  asked  to  pay  £40,000  a-year  for  the 
relief  of  the  English  taxpayers.  Certain 
roads  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Cork 
were  made  for  the  convenience  of  the 
barracks,  and  they  were  mainly,  at  the 
present  moment,  used  by  the  military. 
Thev  included  one  of  the  most  expensive 
roads  perhaps  in  Ireland,  and  yet  the 
people  of  the  county  of  Cork  were  not 
aided  to  the  extent  of  a  single  Id, 
bom  the  Imperial  funds  towards  the 
maintenance  of  that  road.  The  Govern- 
ment had  passed  a  Land  Act  which  had 
had  the  effect  of  reducing  rents  in  Ire- 
land; but  the  unfortunate  people  in 
whose  favour  the  rents  had  been  re- 
duced had  still  to  contribute  their  full 
diare  towards  county  cess,  whereas  the 
very  rich  population  of  England  received 
a  oontribution  from  the  Imperial  Exche- 
quer towards  the  maintenance  of  the 
highways  of  the  country.  He  thought 
that  was  a  most  outrageous  injustice,  and 
he  trusted  that  his  hon.  Friends  would, 
on  every  possible  occasion,  strongly  pro- 
test against  it.  It  was  all  very  well 
for  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  express 
sympathy  with  the  views  which  had 
been  uttered  by  the  Irish  Members; 
but  he  failed  to  see  of  what  value  that 
sympathy  was  if  nothing  resulted  from 
it.    They  were  quite  accustomed  to  see 


hon.  Members  rise  and  admit  that 
the  Irish  claims  were  just  and  reason- 
able; but  his  complaint  was  that  no 
notice  was  taken  of  those  claims  when 
these  Votes  came  on  in  Committee  of 
Supply.  He  did  not  believe,  in  spite 
of  the  observations  of  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite,  that  the  Government,  unless 
they  were  compelled  to  do  so,  would 
be  disposed  to  give  £40,000  in  aid 
of  the  Irish  roads,  instead  of  compel- 
ling the  Irish  people  to  contribute  that 
sum,  as  they  did  at  present,  towards  the 
maintenance  of  the  English  and  Scotch 
roads.  During  the  last  10  years  the  num- 
ber of  paupers  in  Ireland  had  increased 
from  280,000  to  590,000,  while  during 
the  same  time  the  amount  of  pauperism 
is  England  had  decreased.  That  fact 
alone  ought  to  induce  the  Government 
to  take  time  to  consider  before  they  called 
upon  such  a  poor  country  as  Ireland  to 
contribute  towards  the  maintenance  of 
roads,  or  anything  else,  in  such  a  rich 
country  as  England.  £215,000  was  now 
asked  for  as  a  contribution  for  keeping 
up  the  English  roads,  while  not  a  single 
Is,  was  proposed  to  be  given  to  Ireland. 
Not  only  was  that  the  case,  but  many 
of  the  roads  which  were  kept  up  in  that 
country  were  not  necessary  at  aU  for  the 
purposes  of  developing  the  resources  of 
the  country,  having  been  made  princi- 
pally at  the  public  expense  for  the  con- 
venience of  the  landlords.  If  that  were 
not  the  case  in  Ireland,  the  county  cess 
would  be  very  much  lower  than  it  was. 
In  some  places  it  amounted  to  from  3s,  to 
4«.  in  the  pound,  and  the  poor  rate  was 
also  very  high.  Ten  years  ago  the  poor 
rate  in  the  Cork  Union  was  Is.  6d,  in 
the  pound,  and  now  it  amounted  to 
Ss,  6d,  or  4s,  He  believed  there  were 
very  few  places  in  England  where  the 
poor  rate  was  as  high  as  that ;  and  even 
if  it  were  higher  than  in  Ireland,  the 
people  of  England  were  able  to  pay  it, 
while  those  of  Ireland  were  not.  He 
could  entirely  confirm  the  remarks  of 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Wick- 
low  (Mr.  Corbet)  in  reference  to  the  Dog 
Tax.  The  total  sum  realized  in  Ireland 
from  the  Dog  Tax  amounted  to  £32,000, 
while  the  cost  of  collecting  it  amounted 
to  £28,000 ;  so  that  out  of  £32,000  the 
only  sum  contributed  towards  the  relief 
of  taxation  was  £4,000,  and  the  unfor- 
tunate people  who  had  to  pay  county 
cess  were  compelled  to  pay  for  sheep 
and  other  dogs  on  which  no  tax  was 
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levied  in  England.  He  trusted  that  the 
Gbyemment,  even  now,  would  see  the 
justice  of  bringing  in  a  Supplementary 
JSstimate  in  order  to  give  a  g^ant  in  aid 
to  Ireland. 

Mb.  p.  J.  POWER  said,  the  only  de- 
aire  of  his  hon.  Friends  in  this  matter 
was  to  place  the  people  of  Ireland  upon 
a  par  with  the  people  of  England  and 
Scotland.  He  asked  the  Committee  to 
bear  in  mind  that  in  Ireland,  owing  to 
the  scarcity  of  railways  in  many  districts, 
the  roads  were  still  very  much  used  for 
the  conveyance  of  Hef  Majesty's  mails. 
To  his  mind,  that  was  another  reason 
why  the  Treasury  should  contribute  to- 
wi^s  the  maintenance  of  the  Irish  roads. 
Certainly  that  was  the  case  in  the  county 
he  had  the  honour  to  represent  (Water- 
ford).  A  considerable  number  of  mails 
were  conveyed  daily  by  four-horse  cars 
along  the  main  roads;  and  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr. 
Biggar)  had  alluded  to  some  of  the 
routes  upon  which,  within  his  own 
knowledge,  mail  coaches  now  ran.  It 
could  not  be  denied  that  the  people  of 
Ireland  contributed  their  fair  propor- 
tion towards  the  Imperial  taxation.  In 
fact,  if  the  fig^ures  were  properly  gone 
into,  it  would  be  found  that  they  paid 
more  than  their  fair  proportion.  An- 
other reason  why  the  Government  should 
make  this  grant,  and  place  the  Irish 
people  on  a  par  with  those  of  England 
and  Scotland,  was  this — that,  owing  to  the 
Government  not  keeping  their  promises, 
the  Grand  Jury  S3r8tem  still  continued  in 
Ireland.  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  had 
made  repeated  promises  to  deal  with 
that  subject;  but  they  had  never  yet 
seen  fit  to  keep  them,  but  had  directed 
attention  to  other  and  far  less  important 
questions.  So  far  as  Ireland  was  con- 
cerned, that  was  one  of  the  most  vital 
questions  that  could  be  brought  on  for 
consideration.  The  county  he  repre- 
sented paid,  at  that  moment,  a  tax  of 
£14,000  a-year  to  the  shareholders  of 
a  Railway  Company ;  and  it  was  con- 
tended that  if  the  Grand  Jury  system 
were  reformed,  and  the  counties  go- 
verned on  some  representative  system, 
a  considerable  portion  of  that  local 
taxation  would  ho  got  rid  of.  He  hoped 
the  Government  would  accede  to  the  de- 
mand which  had  been  made  by  his  hon. 
Friends,  which,  to  every  fair-minded 
man,  must  appear  to  be  of  a  most  rea- 
•onable  oharaoter. 


Mr.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  said,  he 
would  be  very  sorry  not  to  take  part  in 
any  measure  of  justice  to  Ireland ;  but 
hon.  Members  seemed  to  have  forgotten 
that  in  Ireland  there  was  no  Gemage 
Tax. 

An  hon.  Membbb  :  There  are  no  car- 
riages, except  those  belong^ing  to  the 
landlords,  on  which  it  could  be  levied. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  said,  hon. 
Members  opposite  had  enumerated  ^e 
advantages  enjoyed  by  the  two  coim- 
tries ;  but  that  was  putting  the  question 
upon  a  false  issue.    As  far  as  he  remem- 
bered, the  Vote  now  under  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Committee  was  founded  upon 
an  arrangement  made  by  the  Pnme  Mi- 
nister in  consequence  of  what  oocumd 
on  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Oxfordshire  (Colon^  Har- 
court)  in  reference  to  the  Carriage  Tax. 
That  Vote  was  given  to  England,  and 
subsequently  to  Scotland,  and  he  sap- 
posed  it  was  not  given  to  Ireland  owing 
to  the  fact  that  there  was  no  Carriage  Tax 
in  that  country.     He  was  quite  of  c^- 
nion  that  Ireland  had  a  claim  for  eoa- 
sideration  in  the  matter ;  but  he  hoped 
that  the  grants  from  Imperial  Taxatioa 
in  aid  of  local  taxation  would  not  be  in- 
creased, and  that  the  time  was  not  far 
distant  when  this  Vote  would  disappear 
altogether    from    the    Estimates.      He 
should  support  the  Yote,  although  he 
admitted  that  a  Yote  for  England  and 
Scotland,  and  none  for  Ireland,  presented 
a  somewhat  anomalous  appearance. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  he  could  n<rt  ad- 
mit that  there  was  any  connection  be- 
tween the  argument  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  and  the  claim  put  forward 
by  the  Iriah  Members.  The  hon.  Gen* 
tleman  had  cited  the  case  of  the  Carriage 
Tax;  but  the  people  of  Ireland  who 
had  carriages  were  not  the  people  who 
maintained  the  roads.  Thoee  who  kept 
their  carriages  in  Ireland  were  not 
numerous  compared  with  those  in  Eng- 
land ;  but  whoever  they  were,  they  did 
not  pay  Id.  for  keeping  up  the  roada^ 
It  was  the  occupier,  and  not  the  land* 
lord,  who  paid  for  them.  He  was  glad 
to  see  the  Prime  Minister  present,  be- 
cause it  was  desirable  that  his  attantioa 
should  be  called  to  the  fact  that  evecy 
Id.  of  county  cess  in  Ireland  was  paid 
by  the  occupier,  and  not  by  the  land* 
lend ;  and,  tho^ore,  there  was  no  oo»- 
neotion  between  the  Carriage  Tax  cad 
the  demand  made  by  the  Iri&  Hamben 
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in  reference  to  the  support  of  the  roads. 
If  the  Prime  Minister  would  allow  him, 
in  a  few  words  he  would  convey  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  mind  the  merits 
of  the  case.    The  Committee  were  now 
asked  to  grant  £215,000  to  England, 
and,  in  the  next  Vote,  £35,000  to  Scot- 
land, as  grants  in  aid  of  local  taxation 
in  connection  with  the  maintenance  of 
roads;  and  in  the  case  of  Scotland  it 
was  paid,  although  there  had  been  no 
roads  distumpiked  at  all.     In  Ireland 
they  were  called  upon  to  contribute  40 
or  50  per  cent  towards  this  subvention 
in  aid  of  the  local  roads  in  England  and 
Scotland,  whereas  in  Ireland  itself  every 
Id,  of  the  same  expenditure  for  keeping 
up  the  roads  came  out  of  the  pockets  of 
the  occupiers  of  land,  who  were   the 
poorest  class  of  people.     That  state  of 
things  occurred  when,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  well  knew,   the  capacity  of 
England  to  bear  taxation  had  been  in- 
creased by  30  per  cent  during  the  last 
10  years;  whereas,  on  the  contrary,  the 
capacity  of  Ireland  had  diminished,  and 
pauperism,  instead  of  prosperity,  was 
increasing.    Every  circumstance  pointed 
to  the  equity  and  justice  of  some  relief 
being  given  to  Ireland,  instead  of  that 
coantrj  being  asked  to  contribute  to- 
wards  a  subvention  for  England  and 
Scotland.     He  was  sure  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  see  that  the  existing 
Bystem  was  not  one  that  ought  to  be 
continued;    and    it  would    give  great 
satisfaction  to  the  Irish  Members  if  he 
would  say  a  word  in  the  same  spirit  as 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  or  hold  out  any  hope  that  the 
matter  would  be  considered  between  this 
year  and  next,  with  the  object  of  placing 
the   taxation  of  the  Three  Kingdoms 
upon  a  more  equitable  basis. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  when 
Parliament — not  the  present  Parliament, 
but  the  new  Parliament — came,  at  the 
Tery  earliest  period,  as  he  thought  it 
ought  to  come,  and  must  come,  to  a  com- 
prehensive consideration  of  the  question 
of  Local  and  Imperial  Taxation,  and 
the  relations  of  Local  and  Imperial  Taxa- 
tion in  the  Three  Kingdoms,  undoubtedly 
this  would  be  a  point  which  would  have 
to  be  put  down  more  or  less  to  the  credit 
of  Ireland  on  her  side  of  the  account. 
That  was  the  admission  he  was  prepared 
to  make ;  but  the  question  evidently 
formed  part  of  a  large  subject  to  which 
a    comprehensiTe   consideration   would 
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have  to  be  given.  More  than  that  he 
could  not  undertake  to  say.  He  stated 
that,  because  he  thought  that  justice 
required  it ;  and  no  doubt,  when  Parlia- 
ment came  to  consider  the  whole  matter, 
a  fair  and  equitable  view  would  be 
taken  by  those  who  represented  the 
Three  Kingdoms. 

Mr.  AETHUR  O^CONNOR  said,  the 
observations  of  the  Prime  Minister  were 
just  and  equitable ;  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  talked  of  a  prospective  ame- 
lioration of  the  present  position,  whereas, 
unfortunately,  the  grievance  was  a  pre- 
sent one,  and  the  Irish  ratepayers  who 
were  taxed  now  and  had  to  pay  their 
own  cess  were  also  called  upon  to  con- 
tribute to  a  Vote  in  aid  of  the  English 
ratepayers,  with  no  immediate  prospect 
of  an  improvement  in  their  local  admi- 
nistration or  of  their  financial  arrange- 
ments. No  change  hereafter  in  local 
administration  or  in  local  financial  ar- 
rangements would  give  relief  to  those 
who  would  be  necessarily  taxed  now  if 
this  Vote  were  passed  in  favour  of  the 
English  and  Scotch  ratepayers.  The 
hon.  Member  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury was  evidently  unacquainted  with 
the  exceedingly  unfair  incidence  of  local 
taxation  in  respect  of  roads  in  Ireland. 
He  might  inform  the  hon.  Gentleman 
that  the  highway  rate  in  this  country 
only  formed  one-twentieth  part  of  the 
local  revenue,  and  represented  a  little 
more  than  £1,000,000  out  of  a  revenue 
of  £20,000,000,  whereas  in  Ireland,  out 
of  a  revenue  of  £3,300,000  raised  for 
local  purposes,  no  less  than  £333,000 
was  paid  for  the  maintenance  of  roads. 
Therefore,  while  in  Ireland  one-tenth  of 
the  local  revenue  went  towards  the 
maintenance  of  roads,  in  England  the 
amount  was  only  one- twentieth .  There- 
fore, the  pressure  upon  the  Irish  people 
was  double  as  heavy  as  in  England,  and 
yet,  while  in  England  a  substantial 
relief  was  afforded,  in  Ireland  no  relief 
at  all  was  given.  He  was  grateful  to 
the  Prime  Minister  for  the  equitable 
language  he  had  used;  but  it  did  not 
remove  the  fundamental  objection  he 
took  to  a  proposal  of  this  kind.  There- 
fore, unless  he  obtained  from  the  Go- 
vernment some  undertaking  that  they 
would  make  a  similar  contribution  for 
the  maintenance  of  turnpike  or  distum- 
piked roads  in  Ireland  as  that  which 
was  made  for  England  and  Scotland,  or, 
at  any  rate,  that  they  would  give  to  Ire* 
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land  something  in  aid  of  local  taxation 
more  than  they  did  now  to  enable  the 
people  to  pay  the  local  taxes,  he  should 
feel  it  necessary  to  take  a  division  against 
the  Vote.  There  were  many  ways  in 
which  the  Government  might  make  up 
to  Ireland  for  what  she  had  sacrificed  in 
this  particular  instance.  There  were 
many  things  in  that  country  which  rightly 
called  for  some  Government  action,  and 
9ome  of  the  Votes  which  had  hitherto 
been  taken  for  Ireland  were  now  at  an 
end.  For  instance,  there  was  the  Vote 
for  the  Shannon  improvements,  and  if 
the  Government  would  continue  the 
£10,000  or  £20,000  spent  heretofore  on 
the  Shannon  for  similar  works  in  other 
parts  of  Ireland,  where  drainage  was 
badly  required,  Ireland  would  not  feel 
the  injustice  of  this  Vote  so  much.  But 
unless  they  were  promised  the  advan- 
tage of  a  Government  subvention  on 
something  like  the  same  terms  as  Eng- 
land and  Scotland,  they  must  show  their 
objection  to  the  present  Vote  in  the  only 
way  that  was  open  to  them. 

Mr.  HICKS  said,  he  had  listened  to 
the  debate  with  considerable  attention, 
and  it  appeared  to  him  that  a  great  deal 
of  irrelevant  matter  had  been  intro- 
duced into  it  which  was  not  altogether 
consistent  with  the  real  facts  of  the 
case.  The  question  before  the  Com- 
mittee was  whether  Ireland  was  entitled 
to  relief  from  local  taxation  or  not. 
That  was  a  grave  question,  and  he  was 
certainly  of  opinion  that  she  was  entitled 
to  it.  He  thought  it  a  great  pity  that 
the  question  had  been  mixed  up  with 
the  Carriage  Tax  and  the  Dog  Tax,  and 
other  extraneous  matters.  Nor  would 
it  alter  the  question  whether  there  had 
been  an  increase  of  assessment  in  Eng- 
land or  not.  But  with  regard  to  there 
having  been  an  increase  of  assessment,  if 
that  subj  ect  were  inquired  into  in  the  rural 
districts  of  England,  he  believed  it  would 
be  found  that  the  assessment  had  been 
materially  reduced.  The  rents  had  been 
reduced,  and,  sooner  or  later,  a  reduc- 
tion of  assessment  was  bound  to  follow. 
Then,  as  to  the  statement  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Queen's  County 
(Mr.  A.  O'Connor)  as  to  the  proportion 
of  the  burden  of  maintaining  the  roads 
which  fell  upon  England  and  upon  Ire- 
land, he  understood  the  hon.  Member  to 
say  that  in  one  case  it  amounted  to  one- 
tenth,  and  in  the  other  to  one-twentieth. 
He  thought  the  hon.  Member  was  mis- 

Mr,  Arthur  G*Conn9r 


taken,  and  he  did  not  know  that  that 
was  the  case  anywhere. 

Mb.  AETHUR  O'CONNOE  said,  he 
had  referred  to  the  highway  rates. 

Mb.  hicks  said,  that  it  was  a  Tery 
great  mistake  to  suppose  that  the  pro- 
portion amounted  to  one-twentieth  part. 
In  talking  of  English  local  taxation 
people  very  often  mixed  up  a  number  of 
things  with  the  actual  local  taxation  that 
had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  it.  For 
instance,  they  included  water  rates  and 
gas  rates — things  that  had  nothing  to 
do  with  the  poor  rate  and  nothing  to  do 
with  the  highway  rate.  If  they  took 
the  highway  rate  and  that  which  really 
constituted  the  local  revenues — the  poor 
rate — and  the  things  which  were  pro- 
perly included  in  them,  it  would  be 
found  that,  instead  of  one-twentieth, 
the  proportion  of  highway  rates  to  poor 
rates  was  nearly  one  fourth — at  any 
rate,  in  the  rural  districts.  In  his 
own  district  the  poor  rate  was  2#«  6^ 
in  the  pound,  and  the  highway  rata 
would  be  8^.  But  those  points,  ha 
thought,  were  entirely  outside  the  dis- 
cussion on  this  Vote,  the  question  zmised 
being  as  to  why,  if  relief  were  to  be 
afforded  in  the  matter  of  roads  in.  £og. 
land  and  Scotland,  it  should  not  also  be 
afforded  in  the  case  of  Ireland,  and  ba 
considered  it  should. 

Colonel  COLTHUEST  said,  thai 
Members  from  Ireland  would  be  grateful 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  joet  sat 
down  for  placing  the  question  in  a 
proper  light.  Certainly,  no  argnmeia 
had  been  adduced  to  prove  that  this 
allowance  should  not  be  made ;  and  bs 
could  not  but  think  that  the  argumeKt 
drawn  from  the  poor  rate  was  somevfaat 
beside  the  question,  which  was  ms  to 
whether  they  in  Ireland  were  not  ea- 
titled  to  the  same  relief  in  respect  of  the 
maintenance  of  roads  as  was  given  ia 
the  case  of  the  roads  in  England  aad 
Scotland.  He  quite  agreed  witK  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Qaeen'c 
County  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor^  wko 
raised  this  question.  He  thou^t  that 
every  county  should  have  its  share  id 
the  money,  and  he  hoped  that  the  inti- 
mation of  the  right  hon.  Grentleman  th^ 
Prime  Minister  would  be  carried  ont 
and  that  next  year  a  Vote  equal  ia 
amount  to  that  of  the  Vote  now  bciove 
the  Committee  would  be  put  into  t^ 
Estimates  for  the  maintenance  of  tW 
roads  in  Ireland. 
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Qaestion  put. 

The  Committee  divided: 
Xoea  215  :  Majority  121.- 
No.  124.) 


-Ayes  144; 
•(Div.  List, 


(2.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £30,000,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
neceesaiy  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  eouree  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  Slat  day  of  March  1886,  in  Aid  of  the 
Cost  of  Maintenance  of  Distumpiked  and  other 
Roads  maintained  out  of  Public  Rates  in  Scot- 
hnd  daring  the  year  ended  Whitsuntide  1885/' 

Mb.  sexton  said,  lie  had  already 
recorded  his  opinion  that  while  England 
received  the  entire  advantage  in  com- 
parison with  Ireland  in  the  matter  of 
these  subventions,  Scotland  was  the 
spoilt  child  of  the  Estimates.  He  had 
pointed  out  that  the  amount  of  the 
grants  in  aid  of  local  taxation  in  Ireland 
was  only  about  £500,000  a-year ;  whereas 
in  the  case  of  Scotland,  with  a  much 
smaller  population,  it  amounted  to 
£525,000.  Then  there  was  another 
singular  fact  admitted  in  connection  with 
this  matter — namely,  that  some  of  the 
counties  of  Scotland  relieved  by  this 
grant  had  no  distumpiked  roads  at  all. 
The  heading  of  the  Vote  in  the  Appro- 
priation Act  was  simply  '^Distumpiked 
Boads."  In  England  some  of  the  grant 
was  for  main  roads  besides  distumpiked 
roads ;  but  in  Scotland  it  was  given  for 
some  roads  which  were  not  distumpiked. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  had 
pleaded  on  behalf  of  these  grants  that 
before  the  roads  were  distumpiked  the 
cost  of  maintaining  them  was  paid  out 
of  the  tolls  charged  on  those,  who  used 
the  roads,  and  he  gave  that  as  the  reason 
why  the  localities  should  be  relieved ; 
But  that  could  not  be  pleaded  on  behalf 
of  the  grants  made  for  the  maintenance 
of  roads  which  were  never  distumpiked ; 
and  therefore  he  said  that  the  same  claim 
on  the  Imperial  purse  did  not  exist  as 
was  alleged  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  regard  to  England.  He  thought  this 
transaction  on  the  part  of  the  right  hon. 
(Jentleman  and  the  Treasury  was  a  most 
grave  and  questionable  one,  inasmuch 
as  in  addition  to  its  unfairness  it  tended 
to  withdraw  from  the  cognizance  of  Par- 
liament the  expenditure  of  the  public 
money.  The  meaning  of  the  Govern- 
ment legolations  with  respect  to  these 
fiaats  Wt8|tiiat  while  in  England  only 


the  localities  were  relieved  which  had 
distumpiked  roads,  in  Scotland,  whether 
the  roads  were  distumpiked  or  not,  the 
localities  should  receive  the  same  relief 
as  if  they  had  distumpiked  roads. 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  said,  he  could  not  admit  that 
there  was  any  justice  in  the  observation 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sex- 
ton) that  Scotland  was  the  spoilt  child 
of  the  Estimates.  He  would  not  go  into 
the  larger  question,  but  could  do  so  if 
necessary,  and  he  did  not  think  there 
would  be  any  difficulty  in  showing  that 
the  contributions  in  aid  of  local  taxation 
in  Ireland  were  far  in  excess  of  any 
given  to  Scotland.  In  the  case  of  the 
Police,  for  instance,  the  whole  cost  of 
maintenance  was  contributed  by  the 
Imperial  Exchequer.  [**  No,  no!"] 
There  were  also  other  contributions 
which  he  would  not  dwell  upon.  As 
regarded  the  particular  question  before 
the  Committee,  he  was  afraid  that  the 
hon.  Member  had  not  adverted  to  the 
heading  of  the  Vote,  because  it  was 
**  Distumpiked  and  other  Eoads."  He 
would  remind  the  Committee  of  the 
history  of  the  matter.  [Mr.  Sexton  : 
Why  is  the  heading  different  in  the 
Appropriation  Account?]  He  thought 
it  was  **  Distumpiked  and  other  Roads," 
but  perhaps  the  word  **  other  "  had  been 
admitted  by  mistake ;  at  all  events,  the 
word  **  other  "  occurred  in  the  Estimate, 
which  he  proposed  to  deal  with.  The 
Committee  would  recollect  that  £250,000 
was  agreed  to  be  granted  as  a  contribu- 
tion in  aid  of  the  maintenance  of  roads, 
and  as  had  been  stated  by  the  hon. 
Member  it  was  made  in  terms  applicable 
to  distumpiked  and  main  roads.  It  was 
true  that  the  words  **  main  roads  "  was 
an  incorrect  term — it  was  an  error,  and 
had  been  rectified  since.  Well,  during 
the  first  year  that  the  Vote  was  given, 
the  only  contribution  was  to  counties, 
the  roads  of  which  had  been  distum- 
piked since  1860.  It  was  felt  and  re- 
presented in  that  House — and  he  be- 
lieved that  the  representation  was  con- 
sidered by  the  House  generally  to  be  a 
just  one— that  by  going  back  to  1860  an 
injustice  was  done  to  those  counties  of 
Scotland  which  had  anticipated  the 
legislation  which  subsequently  took 
place  and  which  culminated  in  the  Act 
of  1878.  There  were  various  instances 
in  which  roads  were  distumpiked  by 
County  Acts  between  1850  and  1860,  and 
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accordingly  it  was  felt  that  the  repre- 
sentation made  that  the  counties  con- 
cerned should  participate  was  a  reason- 
able one,  and  it  was  determined  to  carry 
back  the  period  to  1850.  He  did  not 
gather  from  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
Member  that  he  would  complain  of  the 
practice  with  regard  to  those  roads 
having  come  into  operation  somewhat 
earlier  in  Scotland  than  in  England. 
The  gravamen  of  the  hon.  Member's 
charge  related  to  those  counties  where 
there  were  no  disturnpiked  roads.  That 
question  had  been  brought  before  the 
House  very  prominently  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Falkirk  Burghs  (Mr. 
Eamsay),  and  the  result  was  a  prevalent 
or  unanimous  assent,  so  far  as  one  could 
gather,  to  the  view  that  those  counties 
which  never  had  received  a  contribution 
in  aid,  because  tbey  had  maintained 
their  own  roads,  had  just  as  great  a 
claim  to  a  share  of  the  general  grant  as 
those  which  had  for  some  time  received 
a  contribution  by  reason  of  their  having 
disturnpiked  roads.  The  proportion 
given  to  Scotland  was  very  nearly  on 
the  basis  of  population  between  the  two 
countries,  making  a  little  allowance  in 
consequence  of  the  greater  lines  of  roads 
in  Scotland,  and  that  was  the  allocation 
which  appeared  on  the  Votes.  He  did 
not  suppose  that  hon.  Members  would 
care  to  pursue  the  matter  very  narrowly, 
seeing  that  Scotland  only  got  a  fair  pro- 
portion of  the  grant,  and  that  the 
domestic  arrangement,  as  he  might  call 
it,  of  allocating  the  grant  between  the 
various  counties  was  such  as  had  re- 
ceived the  prevalent  assent  of  the  House, 
and  had  the  great  merit  of  being  just  in 
itself. 

CoLOiTEL  NOLAN  said,  he  was  glad 
the  Committee  had  had  the  advantage 
of  listening  to  a  speech  from  the  Lord 
Advocate,  because  it  appeared  to  him  to 
be  entirely  in  favour  of  the  view  taken 
of  this  matter  by  Irish  Members.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  Scotch  case  was 
exactly  the  same  as  the  Irish  case.  The 
Scotch  people  had  had  a  very  able  ad- 
vocate, however,  and  got  their  share  of 
the  money.  But  the  argument  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  was 
that  the  grant  in  aid  was  by  way  of  com- 
pensation for  the  tolls  that  had  been 
given  up.  The  only  argument  against 
the  claim  of  Irish  Members  had  been 
upset  by  the  Lord  Advocate.     It  was 

Ths  Lwd  AdvocaU 


practically  admitted  that  Ireland  was  in 
the  same  position  as  that  in  which  Scot- 
land formerly  stood.  He  would  only 
point  out  the  great  disparity  vrhich 
existed  between  the  two  countries  in 
this  respect — namely,  that  whereas  the 
Scotch  people  had  got  the  monej.  the 
unfortunate  Irish  tenants  who  bore  the 
bulk  of  the  cost  of  maintaining^  the  Irish 
roads  were  without  relief.  He  trusted 
the  Government  would  attend  to  the 
argument  of  the  Lord  Advocate. 

Mr.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  said,  he  ob- 
jected in  principle  to  grants  in  aid  of  local 
rates ;  but  the  practice  had  been  adopted 
of  giving  to  England  and  Scotland  money, 
and,  in  his  opinion,  it  ought  in  that 
case  to  be  distributed  all  round.  He 
should  vote  for  the  grant  in  aid  to 
Scotland  only  because  England  had  al- 
ready received  it.  If  hon.  Members 
from  Ireland  were  to  bring  forvrazd 
a  Motion  to  give  a  grant  to  Ireland 
under  similar  circumstances,  he  shonld 
vote  with  them.  In  the  case  of  Scotland 
there  was  no  difference  between  the  dis- 
turnpiked roads  and  others — they  had 
all  been  taken  over  by  the  Countj 
Boards.  He  did  not  now  see  any  dif- 
ference between  the  case  of  Ireland  and 
that  of  Scotland ;  and,  as  he  had  already 
stated,  he  was  ready  to  vote  for  a 
Motion,  if  it  were  brought  forward,  to 
place  the  two  countries  in  a  umilar 
position  in  respect  of  the  maintenance 
of  roads. 

Mr.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
hoped  the  Irish  Members  would  be  a 
litde  more  consistent  than  the  boa. 
Member  (Mr.  Barclay).  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman wished  to  have  fair  play  all 
round;  he  had  voted  against  the  sub- 
vention for  England,  but  he  waa  sol 
prepared  to  vote  against  that  for  Scot* 
land.  There  was  no  subvention  pro- 
posed in  relief  of  local  taxation  in  Ire- 
land, and,  therefore,  the  Irish  Members 
objected  alike  to  the  Yotes  for  Englaad 
and  Scotland.  He  hoped  they  were 
sufficiently  consistent,  having  voted 
against  the  privilege  extended  to  £ii^ 
land,  to  vote  against  the  privilege  being^ 
extended  to  Scotland.  The  Irish  Re- 
presentatives objected  to  the  system  of 
subventions  from  the  Imperial  £xcbe-> 
quer  in  aid  of  local  taxation.  [**  No, 
no ! "  j  It  seemed  they  were  not  unani* 
mous.  He,  however,  was  of  opinioa 
that  there  ought  to  be  no  aubrentioas 
from  the  Imperial  Exohequer  in  aid  o€ 
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local  taxation.  Every  local  area  ought 
1o  bear  its  own  local  burdens,  and  the 
Imperial  Exchequer  ought  only  to  bear 
burdens  which  were  essentially  Imperial. 
At  any  rate,  if  there  was  to  be  any  depar- 
ture from  that  principle,  the  departure 
ought  to  apply  to  every  portion  of  the 
Kingdom.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Lord  Advocate  had  re- 
ferred to  a  Scotch  Member  who,  two 
years  ago,  made  a  stand  against  the 
proposed  Vote  for  England,  on  the 
ground  that  Scotland  was  not  allowed  to 
participate  in  the  same  proportion  as 
England  in  the  scramble.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Falkirk  (Mr.  Kamsay)  di- 
vided the  House  two  years  ago  against 
the  Vote  for  England,  and  he  objected 
to  the  Vote  for  Scotland  on  the  ground 
that  the  distribution  of  the  Vote  was 
not  equitably  made  in  Scotland — that 
some  portions  of  the  country  did  not 
obtain  the  advantage  that  others  did. 
What  did  the  hon.  Member  for  Falkirk 
say  his  objection  to  the  Vote  was? 
Why,  that  if  the  Vote  was  made  at  all, 
it  should  be  made  equally  all  round — 
that  every  portion  of  the  Kingdom 
ought  to  obtain  its  share.  The  hon. 
Member  was  supported  on  that  occasion 
by  the  Irish  Members.  He  (Mr.  A. 
O'Connor)  was  sorry  to  say  that  they 
did  not  find  that  the  Scotch  Members 
regarded  it  as  a  matter  of  reciprocity 
when  the  claims  of  Ireland  in  the  matter 
were  urged  upon  the  House.  There 
was  this  peculiar  feature  about  the  Vote 
for  Scotland,  that  an  allowance  was 
made  to  the  country  in  respect  of  those 
districts  in  which  there  never  was  a 
turnpike  road.  Now,  the  Committee 
were  told  by  the  Lord  Advocate  that  the 
Vote  was  to  be  increased,  in  order  that 
some  inequality  might  be  got  rid  of. 
The  fact  was,  that  when  the  Vote  was 
only  £25,000,  they  did  not  spend  so 
much  in  Scotland;  they  only  required 
£23,800  for  this  purpose.  The  last 
Appropriation  Account  showed  that 
there  was  actually  upwards  of  £1,100 
surrendered  out  of  the  smaller  Vote  of 
£25,000.  What  was  the  case  now? 
Whereas  £23,000  odd  was  sufficient 
two  years  ago,  Scotland  now  wanted 
£35,000,  and  the  only  thing  to  be  said 
in  defence  of  the  increased  amount  was 
that  the  Scotch  Members  insisted  on  ob- 
taining, and  the  Government  assented 
to  their  obtaining,  something  like  a  fair 
proportionate  share  of  this  pubb'c  grant 


from  the  Imperial  Exchequer.  Why 
should  Ireland  not  be  allowed  to  share 
in  the  grant?  The  Government  told 
the  Irish  Members  that  they  could  not 
have  it,  but  that  they  must  wait  until, 
by  some  measure  or  other  to  be  brought 
in  in  a  future  Parliament,  something 
like  equality  in  this  matter  could 
be  secured  between  the  different  parts 
of  the  Kingdom.  He  had  no  doubt 
that  when  there  was  a  new  Par- 
liament, the  Irish  Members  would  be 
able  to  produce  effects  much  greater 
than  they  could  now.  The  pressure 
they  would  be  able  to  bring  to  bear  on 
the  Government  would  be  something 
like  the  effective  pressure  which  the 
Scotch  Members  could  now  bring  to  bear 
on  the  Liberal  Administration.  There 
were  now  sitting  on  the  Government 
Bench  hon.  Members  who  in  previous 
years  had  recognized  the  hardship  under 
which  Ireland  rested  in  this  particular. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  who  was  now  the 
Secretary  to  the  Local  Government  (Mr. 
George  Bussell)  recognized  last  year 
the  inequality  of  treatment  in  this  re- 
spect, and  he  joined  the  Irish  Members 
in  the  division  against  the  Government 
proposal.  He  could  not  now  ask  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  repeat  his  action, 
because  the  position  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  altered.  The  Irish  Members 
would  very  likely  find  that,  whatever  in- 
dividual Members  of  the  Government 
felt  ought  to  be  done  with  regard  to  Ire- 
land, they  would  have  to  rest  content 
with  the  present  state  of  things.  He 
hoped,  however,  that  they  would  go  to 
a  division,  simply  in  order  that  they 
might  have  a  record  of  their  proceed- 
ings—a record  of  the  protest  on  the  part 
of  Irish  Members  against  this  signal  in- 
stance of  unequal  treatment  which  was 
meted  out  to  Ireland  in  the  distribution 
of  public  money. 

General  Sib  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
said,  he  hoped  that  this  was  the  last 
year  in  which  these  subventions  would 
appear  on  the  Estimates.  A  more  ob- 
jectionable system  than  that  comprised 
in  these  grants  in  aid  could  not  be 
imagined,  for  it  really  amounted  to 
putting  money  into  the  pocket  of  the 
people  with  one  hand  and  taking  it  out 
with  the  other,  then  to  be  spent  without 
that  check  which  was  felt  when  it  came 
out  of  their  own  pocket.  He  trusted 
that  between  this  and  the  assembling 
of   the    next   Parliament,   calculations 
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would  be  made  with  the  view  of  getting 
rid  of  these  subventions.  That  might 
be  effected  by  transferring  to  localities 
a  number  of  small  taxes  yielding  an  in- 
come of  about  £6,000,000— more  than 
suflBent  to  cover  the  subventions.  He 
could  not  help  pointing  out  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Queen's  County  (Mr.  A. 
O'Connor)  and  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Galway  (Colonel  Nolan), 
who  were  very  fond  of  calling  attention 
to  the  amounts  of  public  money  received 
by  Scotland  in  comparison  with  those 
granted  to  Ireland,  that  those  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen disregarded  the  fact  that  Scotland 
contributed  in  many  respects  consider- 
ably more  to  the  Bevenue  of  the  United 
Kingdom  than  Ireland. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  that  this  was  a 
matter  of  great  practical  importance. 
A  great  many  things  were  to  be  rele- 
gated to  the  new  Parliament  which  they 
were  told  would  do  a  great  deal  of  jus- 
tice which  could  not  at  present  be  ob- 
tained ;  but  he  would  like,  if  they  could, 
to  do  a  little  good  in  this  Parliament. 
It  was  small  comfort  for  them  to  hear 
from  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
(Sir  George  Balfour)  that  they  should 
devote  the  time  between  this  and  the 
next  Parliament  to  making  calculations. 
There  were  no  more  intelligent  or  cal- 
culating people  in  the  world  than  the 
Irish,  and  one  of  their  peculiarities  was 
that  they  could  make  their  calculations 
with  every  reasonable  rapidity.  If  the 
Government  told  the  Committee  that 
they  really  meant  to  remedy  the  state 
of  things  which  existed  in  Ireland — ^if 
they  meant  to  apply  a  remedy  as  soon 
OS  the  people  were  ready  to  supply  them 
with  the  necessary  calculations,  he  as- 
sured the  Government  that  those  calcu- 
lations would  be  forthcoming  a  great 
deal  quicker  than  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  Hibbert)  imagined. 

Sib  HERBERT  MAXWELL  said, 
he  had  listened  to  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gibson)  with 
considerable  pain,  because,  so  far  as  he 
could  gather,  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  urged  the  Government  to 
depart  from  an  agreement  entered  into 
by  their  Predecessors,  He  (Sir  Herbert 
Maxwell)  regarded  this  Vote  as  a  corol- 
lary of  the  Turnpikes  Act  of  the  late 
Government;  and,  therefore,  any  indi- 
cation of  an  intention  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  to  depart  from  the  agree- 

General  Sir  George  Balfour 


ment  entered  into  in  consequence  of 
that  legislation,  would  be  a  distinct 
breach  of  faith.  Whatever  might  be 
the  merits  of  the  relative  amounts  of 
expenditure  upon  what  might  be  called 
the  systems  in  Ireland  and  Scotland^ 
there  could  be  no  change  of  intentioB 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  on  this 
point.  He  should  be  glad  to  hear  from 
the  Government  that  he  was  right  in 
assuming  that  to  be  the  case. 

Mb.  WARTON  said,  he  did  not  quite 
understand  the  process  of  argument  of 
their  Irish  Friends.  He  was  willing  to 
admit  that  Ireland  had  a  claim  for  re- 
lief of  local  taxation ;  but  he  did  not  eee 
why,  because  Ireland  had  such  a  daini* 
Irish  Members  should  move  to  negative 
this  Vote.  Their  proceeding  seemed  to 
him  very  curious,  to  say  the  least  of  it. 
He  did  not  understand  the  loj^c  of  it, 
because  the  ratepayers  of  England  and 
Scotland  were  entitled  to  relief  under  aa 
agreement  come  to  between  the  Prime 
Minister  and  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Oxfordshire 
(Colonel  Harcourt).  That  there  wae  noi 
such  relief  afforded  to  Ireland  waa  no 
real  reason  why  the  Irish  Memben 
should  object  to  the  English  and  Scotch 
receiving  it ;  it  was  a  very  good  reason 
why  there  should  be  relief  given  to 
Ireland,  but  it  was  no  reason  wbj-  it 
should  be  refused  to  England  and  Soot- 
land.  At  the  same  time,  the  attitude 
of  the  Irish  Members  was  quite  as 
consistent  as  that  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Forfarshire  (Mr. 
Barclay).  The  hon.  Gentleman  said  lie 
was  opposed  to  those  grants  altogether. 
and  being  opposed  to  them  he  voted 
against  that  proposed  for  England.  He 
was,  however,  prepared  to  vote  fen*  tJie 
grant  to  Scotland,  and  the  reason  he 
gave  was  that  England  already  had  got 
the  Vote.  He  (Mr.  Warton)  hoped  thc^ 
would  be  able  to  test  the  sentimenta  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Forfarshire  next 
year  by  reversing  the  order  of  the  Votee^ 
He  very  much  questioned  whether,  if 
the  Vote  for  Scotland  were  propoeed 


first,  the  hon.  Member  would  be 
voting  against  this  objectionable 
for  he  was  afraid  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  on  no  account  vote 
money  being  granted  to  Scotland. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOB  said,  he  thow^t 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  (Mr. 
Warton's)  observations  were  Toy  «a« 
fair  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mi 
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ber  for  Forfarshire  (Mr.  Barclay).  The 
interference  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Barclay)  in  the  debate  was  kindly 
meant  towards  Ireland,  and  his  state- 
ment was  perfectly  consistent.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  was  in  favour  of  a  grant 
being  given  to  Ireland  as  well  as  to 
Scotland^  and  being  a  Scotchman  he 
naturally  voted  in  favour  of  the  grant 
being  continued  to  his  own  country. 
The  Irish  Members  had  no  means  what- 
ever of  giving  the  hon.  Qentleman  an 
opportunity  of  voting  for  a  grant  for 
them.  No  one  knew  better  than  the 
hon.  Member  himself  that  it  was  im- 
possible for  any  private  Member  to 
bring  forward  anything  like  a  distinct 
proposal  of  the  kind.  The  reason  of  the 
Irish  Members'  attitude  was  perfectly 
intelligible.  They  were  opposed  to  the 
Vote  for  Scotland,  not  that  they  dis- 
approved of  that  Vote,  but  because  it 
was  unaccompanied  by  a  Vote  for  Ire- 
land. He  was  glad  that  this  Vote  was 
intrusted  to  the  care  of  the  present  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Hibbert). 
There  was  no  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment whose  mind  was  more  open  to 
reason,  and  who  was  more  willing  to 
give  expression  to  his  opinions  when 
they  had  been  changed  by  arguments 
addressed  to  him,  than  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man. Now,  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
heard  that  discussion — a  discussion  of  a 
very  remarkable  character  in  one  re- 
spect. Practically  all  the  speakers,  re- 
presenting nearly  every  shade  of  opi- 
nion in  the  House,  had  joined  in  back- 
ing the  claim  of  Ireland.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bzidport  fMr.Warton)  was  kind  enough, 
a  short  time  ago,  to  speak  in  a  spirit 
friendly  to  Ireland,  and  no  doubt  he 
would  be  found  amongst  the  supporters 
of  a  grant  being  given  to  Ireland.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Gibson),  who  was  separated  from 
the  Irish  National  Parfy  by  as  wide  a 
chasm  of  political  difference  as  could 
separate  any  two  Parties,  pressed  upon 
the  Government  the  desirability  of  meet- 
ing the  claim  of  Ireland  in  this  matter. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Forfarshire  (Mr. 
Barclay),  who  was  not  unacquainted 
with  questions  of  this  kind,  also  spoke 
in  favour  of  Ireland.  Every  section  of 
the  Committee,  therefore,  had  practically 
united  with  the  Irish  Members  in 
presring  dbis  claim  upon  the  attention  of 


the  Government.     He  was  almost  pre- 
cluded from  urging  any  argument  in 
favour  of  the  principle  of  the  demand 
which  was  made.     He  assumed  that  the 
demand  would  not  have  received  such 
unanimous  and  highly  respectable  sup- 
port if  it  were  not  founded  on  reason 
and  justice.     The  only  point  he  wished 
to  press  on  the  Government  was  the  de- 
sirability and  possibility  of  their  dealing 
with  the  question  promptly.     He  quite 
agreed  with  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  that  it 
was  a  rather  perilous  proceeding    for 
them  to  postpone  until  the  next  Parlia- 
ment all  matters  of  reform.     He  lofned 
with  most  other  people  in  looking  to 
the  next  Parliament  for  the  introduc- 
tion of  very  great  and  desirable  reforms 
in  the  three  countries ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  it  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  the 
next   Parliament  would,  in  all  proba- 
bility, find,  like  all  preceding  Parlia- 
ments, that  it  had  more  work  to  do  than 
it  could  get  through.     It  was  only  due 
to  the  next  Parliament  that  if  they  could 
introduce  small  reforms  in  this  Parlia- 
ment they  should  do  so.  What  he  would 
respectfully  suggest  to  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
Hibbert)  was  that  he  should  deal  with 
this  question  by  Bill.  The  measure  need 
only  contain  a  very  few  clauses,  and  it 
would  certainly  be  one  of  a  non- conten- 
tious character.  It  would  not  receive  any 
opposition  either  direct  or  indirect.  Mem- 
bers' minds  were  made  up  on  the  mat- 
ter ;  the  Bill  could  be  got  through  in  the 
small  hours  of  the  morning ;  and,  in  fact, 
it  would  be  like  the  Boyal  Irish  Con- 
stabulary Eedistribution  Bill,  a  measure 
which  could  be  passed  in  the  course  of 
a  week.    Any  action  of  the  kind  he  had 
suggested  would  have  a  most  beneficial 
effect.     There  was  nothing    more    ex- 
asperating to  the  Irish  Members  than 
to  observe  the  gigantic    disproportion 
between  the  amount  of  money  expended 
in  Ireland  upon  Police  and  Constabulary, 
and  the  sum  expended  for  purposes  of 
reform — for  education  or  local  aid,  for 
instance.     He  thought  his  hon.  Friends 
were  justified  in  pointing  out  the  ex- 
traordinary inequality   in  this   matter 
which  existed  between  the  two  countries, 
and  he  hoped  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury would  take    that  opportunity  of 
redressing  a  generally  admitted  griev- 
ance. 
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Mr.  PAENELL  said,   he  was  pre- 
cluded by  an  engagement  from  giving 
his  reasons  for  voting  against  the  sys- 
tem of  subvention  on  the  English  Vote ; 
but  he  would  take  the  opportunity  of 
doing  so  upon  the  Scotch  Vote,  which 
was,  of  course,  of  a  similar  character. 
He  understood  that  during  the  debate 
upon  the  English  Vote,  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister admitted  the  apparent  justice  of 
the  claim  of  Ireland  to  a  proportionate 
grant  in  aid  of  local  taxation  in   the 
direction  of  the  maintenance  of  roads, 
and  said  that  he  would  look  into  the 
matter,  and  that  if  he  found   upon  full 
examination  that  the  claim  was  a  just 
one,  he  had  no  doubt  the  House  would 
apply  a  remedy.  But  in  a  matter  of  such 
importance,  one  in  which  it  was  evident 
the  general  feeling  of  the  House  was  in 
favour  of  the  justice  of  the  claim,  the 
Irish  Members  were  entitled  to  some- 
thing a  little  more  definite,  at  all  events, 
CIS  regarded  the  time  when  the  ameliorat- 
ing action,  by  Bill  or  otherwise,  would 
be  taken.     He  did  not  know  whether  it 
would  be  necessarry  to  pass  an  Act  of 
Parliament  at  all ;  but,  assuming  that  it 
would  be  necessary,  it  was  obvious,  from 
the  kindly  feeling  expressed  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bridport  (Mr.   Warton)     and    by    the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Gibson),  that  the  Bill  would  neither 
be  blocked  nor  opposed  on  the  Oppo- 
sition side  of  the  House.     As  the  Go- 
vernment could  control   and   influence 
their  own  followers,  it  followed  that  the 
Bill  would  not    meet  with  opposition 
from  the  Ministerial  side  of  the  House 
either.    The  Bill,  consequently,    would 
be  a  non-contentious  Bill,  and  would  be 
passed  without  any  difficulty  if  it  were 
taken  up  by   the   only  power  able  to 
take  it  up,  that  power  being  the  Govern- 
ment.     He    was  perfectly    willing   to 
leave  to  the  Prime  Minister  the  investi- 
gation as  to  whether  justice  and  right 
were  upon  their  side;  but  what  he  asked 
was,  would  the  Government  introduce  a 
Bill  for  the  puipose  of  remedying  this 
grievance  if  the  Prime  Minister  decided 
that  their  claim  was  based  upon  a  just 
foundation  ?    It  was  absurd  to  put  the 
Irish  Members  oS.  till  next  year.     Many 
of  them  might  never  come  back ;  be- 
sides, it  was,  in  any  case,  their  duty, 
having  pointed    out    this    glaring    in- 
equality, to  use  all  reasonaUe  means  of 


getting  it  removed.      It  might  be  said 
that  the  Government  were  taken  by  sor- 
prise.     But  the  question  had  been  raised 
by  the  Irish  Members  before  now.     It 
was  raised  upon  the  BiU,  now  an  Act, 
upon  which  this  Estimate  was  founded. 
They  supported  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Oxfordshire  (Colonel  Har- 
court),  when,  in  the  early  days  of  this 
Parliament,   he    moved  his   Motion  in 
favour  of  relief  of  local  taxation.    The 
majority  upon  that  Motion  was  so  small 
that  the  Government  were  compelled  to 
take  action  by  legislation.  Although  the 
Irish  Members  supported  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  (Colonel  Harcoort), 
they  found,  when  the  time  came    for 
legislation,  that  Ireland  was  left  oat  in 
the  cold.      They  were  entitled  to  some 
plain  declaration  from  the  (Government 
with  regard  to  this  question.     The  Go- 
vernment ought   to  say  whether    th^ 
would  introduce  a  Bill  that  Session  for 
the  purpose  of  removing  the  ineqnalitj 
which  existed.      Of  course,  if  the   BiU 
were  opposed  by  the  Irish  Members,  the 
Government  would  be  justified  in  aban- 
doning it ;  but  if  it  were  only  opposed 
on  the  Government  side  of  the  Hoose, 
the  Irish  Members  would  be  entitled  to 
ask  the  Government  to  use  their  infloence 
to  secure  the   withdrawal  of  the  oppo- 
sition.    He  asked    the  Government  to 
show  that  their  sympathy  was  himdJU§^ 
and  not  shove  the  Irish  Members  on  one 
side  for  the  rest  of  the  Session.      He 
protested  against  Ireland  being  cheated 
annually  out  of  something  like  £40,000 
or  £50,000,   to    which,   in  compariaon 
with  Scotland,  they  were  entitled.  When 
English  people  went  over  to  Ireland  the 
Irish  people  were  always  very  glad  to 
see  them ;  but,  after  all,  visitors  drove 
and  walked  over  the  roads  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  Irish  people.     When,  how* 
ever,  Irish  people  came  over  to  England, 
they  found  that  they  drove  over  roada 
towards  the  maintenance  of  which  thej 
contributed.     Such  a  state  of  things  waa 
not  fair  or  just.    The  Government  ou^t 
to  speak  candidly  and  straightforwaralj 
in  reply   to   the  question  he  had  md* 
dressed  to  them — namely,  if  the  Prime 
Minister  came  to   the  conclusion  that 
their    claim    was    a    just   one,    wonU 
legislation  be  initiated  that  Session   to 
meet  it  ? 

Mr.  HIBBEBT  said,  he  felt  that  aitcr 
the  speeches  made  by  hon.  Oentlmnea 
opposite,  it  was  proper  some  remarks 
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should  be  made  by  the  Qovemment 
upon  this  Vote.  He  was  extremely 
sorry  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  was 
not  present  during  the  discussion  upon 
the  English  Vote,  because  he  would 
then  have  heard  what  was  said  by  the 
Prime  Minister.  He  (Mr.  Hibbeit)  was 
not  able  to  go  beyond  what  the  Prime 
Minister  said  on  that  Vote — namely,  that 
the  subject  should  be  considered  in 
connection  with  the  whole  system  of 
local  taxation  and  local  government. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  he  was 

S'ven    to   understand  that    the    Prime 
inister  stated  that  he  would  consider 
this  question    itself.      The  right   hon. 
Gentleman  hardly  went  so  far  as  that ; 
he  said  he  was  quite  willing  to  consider 
this  question  in  connection  with  other 
questions  of  local  taxation,  and  he  would 
take  care  full  justice  was  done  to  Ire- 
land, not  only  in  respect  to  this  par- 
ticular   question    but   other   questions. 
He  (Mr.  Hibbert)  regarded  the  protest 
which  had  been  made  by  hon.  Members 
as  a   protest   against  this  erant  being 
given  to  England  and  Scotland  unless 
it  was  given  to  Ireland  also.     His  own 
impression  was  that  it  was  much  more 
likely  that  this  discussion  would  lead  to 
the    abolition  of  the  grants  in  aid  to 
England  and  Scotland    rather  ^than  a 
grant  being  given  to  Ireland  as  well  as 
to  England  and  Scotland.     He  believed 
that  that   was  so,    because  when    this 
grant    in    aid    of   disturnpiked    roads 
was  assented  to  it  was  only  intended  to 
be  a  temporary  means  of  meeting  the 
difficulty.      It  was  always  understood 
that  the  matter  would  be  reconsidered 
when  the  whole  question  of  local  taxa- 
tion came  to  be  reviewed.     The    hon. 
Member  for  Galway  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Con- 
nor) had  referred  to  him  personally.  Of 
course,  if  he  could  meet  the  views  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  he  should  be  very  glad 
to  do  so.      He  was  always  anxious  to 
deal    with  questions,   no  matter  from 
whatever  part  of  the  House  they  were 
raised,   in   the    most  open   and  liberal 
spirit.     He  should  be  very  glad  if  this 
question  could  be    settled  in  the   way 
suggested  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member    for    the   City    of  Cork    (Mr. 
Pamell^ ;  but  he  was  not  prepared  to 
go  further  ^than  the  promise  made  by 
tho  Prime  Minister — namely,  that  the 
whole  question  should  be  considered  as 
affecting  the  Three  Kingdoms. 


Mr.  T.  a.  DICKSON  said,  that  surely 
upon  the  admission  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  there  was 
every  reason  why  the  inequality  between 
England  and  Scotland  and  Ireland 
should  be  remedied  that  year.  If  the 
Prime  Minister  admitted — and  he  did 
admit — that  the  inequality  existed,  then 
he  (Mr.  Dickson)  maintained  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  Government  to  remove  the 
inequality  that  very  year.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  had  very  fairly  stated 
that  there  would  be  no  difficulty  in 
passing  a  Bill  to  remedy  this  undoubted 
grievance.  He  (Mr.  Dickson)  was  per- 
suaded that  no  Member  of  the  House 
would  be  found  to  assent  that  Ireland 
should  be  treated  in  an  exceptional 
manner  with  respect  to  local  taxation. 
If  English  and  Scotch  Members  really 
knew  how  burdensome  local  taxation 
was  becoming  in  Ireland  they  would  at 
once  concede  the  demand  now  made  in 
regard  to  Ireland ;  they  would  readily 
admit  that  if  such  countries  like  England 
and  Scotland  received  subventions  in 
aid  of  local  taxation,  a  poor  country  like 
Ireland  should  certainly  receive  such 
assistance.  What  did  he  hear  the  other 
day  from  a  friend  ?  Why,  that  in  one 
county  of  Ireland  he  had  found  that 
local  taxation  already  amounted  to  as 
much  as  10«.  in  the  pound.  It  was  a 
notorious  fact  that  taxation  was  rising 
at  such  a  rate  in  various  counties  that 
already  the  reduction  of  rents  was  being 
rapidly  neutralized  by  the  increase  of 
taxation.  He  hoped  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  would 
consider  the  desirability  of  bringing  in  a 
Bill  to  place  the  three  countries,  with 
regard  to  grants  in  aid  of  local  taxation, 
in  the  eame  advantageous  position. 

Ma.  SEXTON  said,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Parnell),  who  endeavoured,  on  oc- 
casions like  this,  to  derive  for  the  public 
some  benefit  from  discussions  which 
might  otherwise  have  a  tendency  to  be- 
come academical,  had  suggested  that  the 
Government  should  bring  in  [a  Bill  to 
remedy  an  admitted  grievance  in  Ire- 
land. The  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Hib- 
bert) who  was  in  charge  of  the  Vote 
seemed  to  raise  some  question  of  the 
accuracy  of  tho  interpretation  given  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Parnell)  of  the 
Prime  Minister's  words.  Of  course,  it 
was  impossible  to  be  always  verbally 
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accurate ;  but  he  (Mr.  Sexton)  certainly 
understood  the  Prime  Minister  to  ad- 
mit the  justice  of  the  claim  made  on 
behalf  of  Ireland.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said  the  question  should  receive 
consideration,  and  he  held  out  the  hope 
or  prospect  that  when  the  larger  question 
of  local  government  came  to  be  consi- 
dered all  sections  of  the  House  would  be 
found  willing,  and  even  desirous,  to  con- 
cede the  just  claim  of  Ireland  on  this 
question.  As  long  as  the  justice  of  their 
claim  was  recognized  he  saw  no  reason 
why  a  Bill,  and  subsequently  a  Supple- 
mentary Estimate,  should  not  be  brought 
in  this  year  to  give  Ireland  the  relief 
which  was  its  due.  The  Bill  could  be 
prepared  in  a  few  minutes ;  it  would  not 
arouse  any  hostile  susceptibilities  in  any 
quarter  of  the  House,  but  would  be 
regarded  as  a  praiseworthy  effort  to  deal 
justly  with  Ireland.  He  thought  that 
if  the  Prime  Minister  were  informed  of 
what  had  taken  place  during  his  ab- 
sence from  the  H!ouse  he  might  be  in- 
clined to  reconsider  the  question.  He 
would  not  move  to  report  Progress,  be- 
cause he  understood  there  were  other 
hon.  Members  who  wished  to  address 
the  Committee  ;  but  he  thought  that 
before  the  debate  was  brought  to  a 
conclusion  it  was  desirable  that  the  view 
of  the  Prime  Minister  should  be  had 
with  respect  to  the  appeal  which  had 
been  made  to  the  Q-overnment  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell). 

Mr.  PLUNKET  desired  very  respect- 
fully to  add  his  voice  to  the  unbroken 
chorus  of  unanimous  approval  which 
had  come  from  all  the  Irish  Members  in 
that  discussion.  He  did  not  know  what 
answer  could  be  given  in  justice  or  in 
equity  to  the  demand  which  was  now 
made.  It  was  perfectly  yAvAn  on  the 
face  of  this  Estimate  that  large  sums 
were  being  given  to  England  and  Scot- 
land for  the  purposes  of  meeting  the  re- 
quirements of  the  turnpike  roads.  It  had 
been  proved,  and  it  had  not  been  ques- 
tioned by  the  Government,  that  the  ne- 
cessity for  such  subvention  was  stronger 
in  Ireland  than  it  was  in  either  Eng- 
land or  Scotland ;  and,  under  those  cir- 
cumstances, he  could  not  see  why  the  Go- 
vernment should  not  frankly  undertake 
at  once  that  they  would,  pari  passu  with 
the  relief  which  they  were  now  giving 
to  Scotland  and  England  in  this  matter, 
give  similar  and  proportionate  relief  to 


Ireland.    It  could  not  be  a  very  large 
sum  ;  but  to  make  the  grant  would  faci- 
litate the  course  of  Business  very  much. 
It  would  be  not  only  a  gracious  bat 
simply  a  just  thing  to  do  if  the  Govern- 
ment were  at  once  frankly  to  say  that 
they    would,    without    postponing    the 
matter  until   that  vague  and  shadowy 
time  when  they  could  introduce  a  mea- 
sure dealing  with  local  taxation  gene- 
rally, redress  this  admitted  grievance. 
Let  the  Committee  have  an  assurance 
at  once  that  the  Irish  people  should  not 
be  kept  out  of  that  which  he  sincerely 
and  honestly  believed  Ireland  was  en- 
titled to ;  let  them  be  told  at  once  that 
the  Government  would  concede  the  nnani* 
mous  demand  of  the  Irish  Members  of 
all  Parties,  to  which  demand  the  Gorem- 
ment  had  not  attempted  to  make  any 
proper  or  just  answer. 

Mr.  parnell  said,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  Hibbert)  was  good  enough  to  give 
him  a  more  accurate  version  of  the 
statement  of  the  Prime  Minister  than 
that  which  he  had  been  able  to  recerre 
otherwise.  It  now  appeared  that  the 
Prime  Minister  desired  to  leave  the 
question  over  until  the  consideration  of 
the  question  of  local  government  in  the 
Three  Kingdoms.  They  were  also  Yerj 
candidly  told  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  that,  in 
his  judgment,  the  reconsideration  of  the 
whole  question  of  local  goTemment 
would  end  in  the  withdrawal  of  the  two 
Votes  which  they  had  been  consideriDg 
that  evening,  or,  in  other  words,  instead 
of  Ireland  getting  relief,  relief  would 
be  taken  away  from  England  and  Soot- 
land.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  also  re- 
minded the  Committee  that  the  Tote 
which  they  were  now  discussing  was  one 
of  a  temporary  character.  That  con- 
sideration, however,  strengthened  very 
much  the  position  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers. They  were  willing  to  leave  the 
final  settlement  of  the  question  of  relief 
of  local  taxation  out  of  the  Imperial 
funds  to  the  time  when  the  GoTemmeat 
might  bring  it  before  the  House,  cuther 
in  that  Parliament  or  the  next.  That 
time  might  be  next  year,  or  it  might 
not  be  for  several  years  to  oome.  Their 
case  was  simply  this — that  it  waa   not 

i'ust  to  vote  these  sums  annuallj'  lor 
Cngland  and  for  Scotland  without  st 
the  same  voting  a  proportionate  sum  fur 
Ireland.  Parliament  might  decide 
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stopping  these  Votes  when  the  whole 
question  of  local  taxation  and  local  go- 
yernment  came  up  for  consideration; 
but  what  the  Oommittee  had  to  do  now 
was  to  deal  with  the  situation  of  affairs 
at  the  present  time,  and  as  matters  now 
stood  the  Irish  people  were  by  their  con- 
tributions to  the  Imperial  Revenue  pay- 
ing a  certain  portion  of  the  expenses  of 
the  roads  in  England  and  Scotland, 
while  the  English  and  Scotch  people 
paid  nothing  whatever  in  aid  of  the 
maintenance  of  the  roads  in  Ireland. 
Such  a  state  of  affairs  might  last  for  one 
year,  or  for  several  years,  or  it  might 
last  always.  These  contributions  might 
always  be  given ;  but  whether  they 
lasted  for  a  short  time,  or  for  a  long 
time,  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers to  exhaust  the  means  at  their  dis- 
posal to  insure  that  the  same  treatment 
should  be  meted  out  to  Ireland  with  re- 
gard to  grants  from  Imperial  sources  as 
was  meted  out  to  England  and  Scotland. 
He  thought  that  was  a  fair  and  reason- 
able proposition.  He  noticed  that  since 
the  debate  on  this  particular  Vote  com- 
x&enced,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
(Mr.  Trevelyan),  a  Member  of  the  Ca- 
binet and  a  Gentleman  who,  from  his 
position,  was  qualified  to  speak  on  this 
important  question,  had  entered  the 
House.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  during  a  very  important 
period ;  he  discharged  the  duties  of  that 
Office  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Members 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  and,  no 
doubt,  of  the  majority  of  the  people  of 
£ngIand,thoughcertainlynot  to  the  satis- 
faction of  the  Irish  Members,  or  as  they 
believed  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  ma- 
jority of  the  people  of  Ireland,  and  any- 
thing that  came  from  him  upon  this 
question  would  have  great  weight.  It 
might  be  possible  for  the  right  hon. 
Oeatleman  to  assist  the  Oommittee  in 
unravelling  this  entanglement  into  which 
their  proceedings  had  unfortunately  got, 
and  if  he  would  do  so  he  would  certainly 
earn  the  gratitude  of  all  present. 

Mb.  ILLINGWORTH  desired  to  say 
a  few  words  in  justification  of  the  posi- 
tion he  took  up  upon  this  question. 
Hon.  Members  had  urged  equality  of 
treatment  between  England  and  Scot- 
land on  the  one  hand  and  Ireland  on 
the  other.  It  must,  however,  be  borne 
in  mind  that  there  were  some  items  of 


Imperial  taxation  in  respect  to  which 
Ireland  had  an  advantage  over  the  other 
parts  of  the  Kingdom.  While  equality 
of  treatment  in  this  matter  might  be 
urged  with  unanswerable  force,  it  was 
only  fair  to  recognize  the  fact  that  there 
were  items  which  were  paid  by  England 
and  Scotland,  but  which  were  not  paid 
by  Ireland.  Having  said  that,  he  hoped 
the  Government  would  understand  that 
the  strong  objection  in  principle  and  in 
practice  that  many  Members  of  the 
House  entertained  to  these  grants  in 
aid  remained  with  them  as  forcibly  as 
ever.  He  trusted  the  Government  would 
adhere  to  the  often-expressed  determi- 
nation to  remove  this  system  of  subven- 
tion, which  he  considered  was  as  vicious 
a  system  as  could  be  imagined. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  remarked,that 
the  unanimity  on  this  question  had,  at 
last,  been  broken  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bradford — [Mr.  Illino- 
worth:  No,  no  !]— but,  after  all,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  dealt  rather  with  the 
general  principle  than  with  the  parti- 
cular question  under  consideration.  It 
might  or  might  not  have  been  wise  in 
Parliament  to  have  given  these  grants 
in  aid;  but  that  was  not  the  question 
the  Committee  were  discussing.  Par- 
liament, whether  rightly  or  wrongly, 
had  given  these  grants  in  aid,  Ireland 
being  debarred  from  any  participation 
in  them.  He  rather  regretted  the  atti- 
tude which  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  Hibbert)  had  taken  up  on  this 
matter ;  but  he  did  not  despair  even  yet 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  (Mr. 
Trevelyan)  might  be  able  to  give  them 
some  satisfaction  in  this  matter.  The 
statement  of  the  Prime  Minister,  which 
he  had  not  the  advantage  of  hearing, 
was  very  good  so  far  as  it  went ;  but  he 
thought  it  gave  the  Irish  Members  very 
little  satisfaction  indeed.  According  to 
the  statement  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Hibbert), 
the  Prime  Ministeir  meant  to  say  that 
when  the  large  and  general  question  of 
local  government  and  local  taxation 
came  to  be  considered  the  case  of  this 
particular  grant  in  aid  would  be  con- 
sidered also.  The  Prime  Minister  must 
be  very  sanguine  indeed  if  he  supposed 
that  the  Irish  Representatives  could 
gather  any  great  amount  of  consolation 
from  such  a  general  promise  as  that. 
He  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  and  his  hon. 
Friends  were  very  desirous  of  seeing 
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a  thorough  reform  of  local  govemment 
ia  Ireland.  They  had  been  waiting 
for  some  such  reform  ever  since  the 
very  beginning  of  this  Parliament ;  and 
they  would  not  be  at  all  displeased  if, 
when  the  future  arrangements  of  the 
Session  were  announced,  a  Bill  for  the 
reform  of  local  government  in  Ireland 
took  its  place  amongst  the  proposals  of 
the  Government.  So  far  so  good ;  but 
surely  this  was  a  very  small  part  of  the 
general  question  of  local  government. 
The  question  of  local  government  in 
Ireland  was  a  very  large  question  in- 
deed, and  he  was  afraid  that  the 
two  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemen 
(Mr.  Gibson  and  Mr.  Plunket)  who  had 
given  such  strong  support  to  the  pro- 
posal in  respect  to  this  small  reform 
would  not  be  found  amongst  the  sup- 
porters of  the  larger  reform.  He  was 
afraid  that  any  such  proposal  pro- 
pounded by  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  receive  a  considerable  amount  of 
opposition  from  hon.  Gentlemen  above 
the  Gangway ;  it  would,  indeed,  be  by 
a  stroke  of  singular  good  fortune  if  the 
Government  succeeded  in  getting  such  a 
measure  passed  during  the  present  Ses- 
sion of  Parliament.  To  postpone  this 
question  until  the  larger  one  of  local 
government  was  considered  was  prac- 
tically to  postpone  this  ^rant  in  aid  to 
Ireland  until  the  next  Paniament.  Look- 
ing at  all  the  facts  of  the  case,  and  at 
the  moribund  condition  of  the  present 
Parliament,  he  feared  that  any  hope  of 
getting  such  a  large  reform  as  local 
government  in  Irelandpassed  that  Ses- 
sion was  very  remote.  He  hoped  the  next 
speaker  from  the  Treasury  Bench — and  he 
assumed  there  would  be  another  speaker 
— would  assure  the  Committee  that  this 
question  would  receive  immediate  con- 
sideration. That  was  the  demand  of  the 
Irish  Members.  No  one  needed  to  be 
at  great  pains  to  see  the  monstrous  in- 
justice of  giving  large  rates  in  aid  to 
rich  countries  like  England  and  Scot- 
land, and  leaving  Ireland  out  in  the 
cold.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bradford  (Mr.  lUingworth)  had  re- 
ferred to  the  sum  contributed  by  Ireland 
to  the  Imperild  Be  venue.  He  assured 
the  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  comparison 
between  the  amount  of  taxation  contri- 
buted by  Ireland  to  the  Imperial  Ex- 
chequer and  the  amount  contributed  by 
other  parts  of  the  Kingdom  was  one  on 
which  Irish  Members  would  enter  with 

J/r.  r.  P,  O'Connor 


the  ^greatest  courage,  for  they  were 
firmly  convinced  that  any  fair  and  im- 
partial comparison  of  the  contributions 
of  the  Three  Kingdoms  would  show 
that  Ireland  contributed  not  less,  but 
far  more,  than  her  due  share  of  the 
general  taxation  of  the  Kingdom.  He 
had  no  desire  to  enter  into  that  subject 
now;  but  he  might  state  that  in  the 
case  of  whiskey,  for  instance,  Ireland 
was  far  more  heavily  and  disproportion- 
ately taxed  than  England.  The  point 
now  under  consideration  was  that  the 
two  richer  countries  received  grants  in 
aid  of  local  taxation,  while  the  poorer 
country  did  not.  That  was  a  monstroos 
injustice,  which  ought  not  to  be  tolerated 
a  moment  longer  than  was  necessary. 

Mr.  TEEVELYAN  said,  that  the  hon. 
Members  who  were  present  when  the 
Prime  Minister  made  his  statement 
would  admit  it  was  extremely  difficult 
for  anyone  upon  the  Treasury  Bench  to 
add  to  that  statement.  It  would  be  con* 
ceded  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  the  very  utmost  which  the  situa* 
tion  justified  him  in  saying.  ["  He  did 
not  say  anything."  ]  Yes,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  something;  and  from 
the  account  which  he  (Mr.  Trevelyan'! 
had  heard,  both  privately  on  the  l^ea- 
sury  Bench  and  through  the  speeches  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  and  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  ^ 
Treasury  (Mr.  Hibbert),  he  gathered 
that  the  Prime  Minister  said  all  that  he 
thought  safe  under  the  circumstances. 
In  saying  anything  more  he  would  have 
shown  an  indiscretion  of  which  he  was 
quite  incapable.  This  was  a  question 
which  had  been  started  for  the  first  timei 
[Mr.  Hbalt:  No,  no;  nor  the  aecood 
time.]  It  was  a  question  which  had 
b^en  started,  not  on  its  own  merits,  bat 
by  way  of  objection  to  two  TJUHm^taa 
laid  before  the  House  for  the  first  time. 

tMr.  Hkvly  :  What  other  way  have  we?l 
le  did  not  complain,  by  any  means,  ol 
the  way  in  which  it  had  been  started ; 
but  it  having  been  started  under  such 
circumstances,  the  point  was  what 
amount  of  response  it  was  possible 
to  give  to  it.  The  response  of  the 
Prime  Minister  was  to  the  effect  that 
the  question  would  be  considered  as  cot 
of  the  items  of  account  when  the  whole 
matter  of  local  taxation  came  before  the 
attention  of  the  Executive.  It  was  im- 
possible to  go  further  than  that.  Bt 
(Mr.  Trevelyan)  certainly  could  go  do 
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farther,  except  to  say  that  all  the  argu- 
ments which  had  been  used  since  the 
Prime  Minister  left  the  House  should 
be  brought  before  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's notice.  He  would  personally 
engage  himself  to  urge  the  right  hon. 
(Gentleman  to  take  the  matter  into  imme- 
diate consideration.  He  objected  to  go 
deeper  into  the  matter,  because,  if  he 
did,  he  should  at  once  embark  upon  con- 
troyersies  that  were  not  unfamiliar  to 
hon.  Members  of  the  House,  both  with 
regard  to  the  incidence  of  taxation  in 
Ireland,  as  compared  with  other  parts 
of  the  United  Kingdom,  and  with  re- 
gard to  contributions,  direct  in  the  shape 
of  grants  and  indirect  in  the  shape  of 
advantageous  loans,  which  Ireland  re- 
ceived, but  which  other  parts  of  the 
Kingdom  did  not  receive.  Let  him  take 
the  single  instance  of  loans  to  Irish 
farmers.  The  argument  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  used  on  the  subject  differed  from 
those  which  reached  the  ear  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  and  should  be  brought  before 
his  right  hon.  Friend,  who  would  be 
urged  to  give  the  question  a  broad  and 
comprehensive  consideration  of  a  nature 
which  would  enable  him  to  make  a 
statement  on  the  subject  at  the  very 
earliest  opportunity.  More  than  that 
it  was  impossible  for  any  Member 
of  the  GoYemment  to  say  at  that  mo- 
ment; and,  as  hon.  Members  were  well 
aware,  it  was  impossible  for  the  Prime 
Minister  to  say  more.  Under  those  cir- 
eumstances,  he  earnestly  trusted  that 
the  Committee  would  allow  the  Vote  to 
be  taken,  and  enable  them  to  get  on 
with  those  which,  directly  or  indirectly, 
concerned  Ireland. 

Mb.  WARTON  said,  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers had  extended  the  scope  of  the 
debate  by  introducing  a  sort  of  compari- 
son between  the  local  taxation  of  Great 
firitain  and  Ireland.  Now,  it  was  not 
a  question  of  the  comparative  local 
taxation  between  the  two  countries,  but 
a  question  between  the  State  and  the 
locality.     It  was  a  question  between  the 

aMic,  as  an  entire  Dody,  and  a  smaller 
y  of  the  people  on  whom  the  taxation 
really  fell ;  and  the  reason  why  the 
question  arose  at  all  was  that  the  public, 
as  a  body,  had  a  user  of  the  roads 
which  was  not  confined  to  those  who 
dwelt  in  the  locality.  It  seemed  per- 
fectly fair  to  him  that  the  State  should 
recognize  that  fact,  and  should  make  a 
contribution  out  of  the  Imperial  funds 


in  aid  of  the  local  rates.  It  was,  there- 
fore, not  a  question  between  England 
and  Ireland,  but  one  between  the  State 
and,  the  locality;  and  that  being  so, 
there  was  no  reason  why  the  State 
should  do  one  thing  in  England  and 
another  thing  in  Ireland,  or  why*  it 
should  do  more  in  Cornwall  or  York- 
shire than  in  any  of  the  Irish  counties. 
It  was  unjust  to  deprive  a  certain  num- 
ber of  localities,  because  they  happened 
to  be  situated  in  Ireland,  of  the  right 
to  relief  in  regard  to  local  taxation, 
which  in  Ireland  pressed  so  severely  on 
the  occupiers  of  land.  The  Committee 
had  been  much  impressed  by  the  magni- 
ficence of  the  language  of  the  Prime 
Minister;  but,  after  all,  it  did  not 
amount  to  very  much.  They  were  all 
fond  of  putting  forward  some  grand 
scheme  which  would  embrace  all 
the  areas  of  local  taxation  with  all 
their  complexity — some  grand  telescopic 
plan  blinding  in  its  results  when  seen 
through  a  kaleidoscope,  but  when  calmly 
contemplated  through  an  ordinary  me- 
dium discovered  to  be  nothing  more 
than  a  gorgeous  vision.  He  hoped  they 
would  all  remain  Members  of  the  House 
until  that  prospect  was  realized,  and  he 
thought  they  would  have  a  pretty  long 
enjoyment  of  their  seats.  He  only  hoped 
that  he  might  live  to  see  the  day  when 
this  grand  scheme  would  come  off.  He 
was  afraid,  however,  that  it  never  would 
be  realized  either  in  this  or  the  next 
Parliament.  The  earlier  days  of  the 
coming  Parliament  would  be  very  much 
occupied  in  considering  Constitutional 
questions  and  the  position  of  Parliament 
itself;  and,  after  those  questions  were 
disposed  of,  it  would  be  found  that  there 
were  a  great  number  of  new  Members, 
all  of  whom  would  have  their  own  ideas, 
and  there  would  be  very  little  prospect 
of  this  grand  scheme  of  local  govern- 
ment taxation  being  carried  out. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  I  must  remind 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  that  he  is 
travelling  from  the  Question  before  the 
Committee,  which  is  really  a  Vote  in  aid 
of  the  maintenance  of  roads. 

Mr.  WARTON  begged  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's  pardon ;  but  he  had  been  led 
astray  by  the  almost  impossibility  of 
rigidly  adhering  to  the  text.  As  they 
all  ^ew,  a  sermon  very  often  dif- 
fered from  the  text.  The  question 
was  really  one  of  granting  relief  to 
Ireland.    They  were  all  agreed  that  the 
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relief  asked  for  ought  to  be  granted, 
and  the  only  question  was  whether  it 
should  be  immediate  or  prospective ;  but 
after  the  wamiog  he  had  received  he 
would  not  touch  upon  that  question  fur- 
ther. He  ventured  to  think  that  this 
was  the  Parliament  in  which  the  relief 
should  be  g^nted.  At  any  rate,  some- 
thing should  be  done  quickly,  for  the 
purpose  of  remedying  an  injustice  which 
the  Government  themselves  admitted 
was  only  to  be  continued  temporarily. 

Me.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  remarked 
that  the  Committee  were  placed  in  an 
extraordinary  position.  The  Irish  Mem- 
bers were  asked  to'consent  to  the  taxation 
of  their  own  constituents  for  the  benefit 
of  England  and  Scotland.  Every  single 
Member  who  had  spoken,  as  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Dublin  had  pointed  out,  had 
spoken  in  one  voice  with  regard  to  the 
sense  of  the  House  about  an  injustice 
which  was  recognized  by  the  Conserva- 
tive and  Liberal  Members  alike.  Even 
upon  the  Treasury  Bench  there  was  an 
admission  of  the  injustice,  and,  that  ad« 
mission  having  been  made,  the  Commit- 
tee were  quietly  asked  still  to  vote  the 
money  without  any  further  discussion, 
BO  that  they  might  get  on,  as  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  suggested,  with  the 
other  Votes.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  not  the  advantage,  as  he  had  him- 
self admitted,  of  hearing  the  remarks  of 
the  Prime  Minister;  and  he  was  also 
under  the  disadvantage  of  not  haviug 
heard  the  two  previous  discussions  of 
the  question  before  the  Committee  of 
Supply  last  year  and  the  year  before. 
The  very  same  arguments  and  the  same 
objections  urged  that  night  had  on  both 
of  those  occasions  been  brought  under 
the  notice  of  the  Committee  of  Supply, 
and  then,  as  now,  the  answer  was  that 
this  was  only  to  be  a  temporary  charge, 
and  that  as  soon  as  the  general  question 
of  local  expenditure  and  local  govern- 
ment could  be  dealt  with,  as  it  would  be 
in  the  near  future,  the  difficulty  would 
be  removed.  That  was  exactly  what 
had  been  repeated  by  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter that  night.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  said — 
"  Oh,  yes ;  the  Prime  Minister  did  say 
something.  He  said  a  great  deal ;  but 
he  did  not  go  beyond  a  certain  point, 
and  he  exercised  a  wise  discretion  in 
the  matter."  Now,  it  seemed  to  him 
(Mr.  A.  O'Connor)  that  the  Cluuioellor 

Mr,  Wm-Um 


of  the  Duchy  had  exercised  a  wise  dis- 
cretion also ;  because,  although  towards 
the  end  of  his  remarks  he  said  that  he 
would  urge  upon  the  Prime  Minister 
that  the  question  should  receive  imme- 
diate consideration,  he  gave  Uie  Com- 
mittee clearly  to  understand  what  his 
own  general  bias  in  the  matter  was — 
namely,  that  Ireland  had  counter-adTsn- 
tages  to  be  thankful  for,  and  he  pointed 
out  that  those  advantages  consisted  in 
the  advances  made  to  the  owners  of 
property  for  improvements.  It  was  no 
satisfaction  to  the  taxpayers  of  Irelaad, 
in  respect  of  the  distribution  of  the  pre- 
sent vote,  to  know  that  other  persons 
could,  if  they  paid  interest  for  them, 
obtain  advances  from  the  Treasury.  The 
present  question  was  not  one  of  loan, 
but  of  granting  and  voting  money  from 
the  Imperial  Exchequer ;  and  the  retort 
he  would  make  upon  the  question  of 
loans  was  that  any  advantage  the  Irish 
tenants  were  able  to  derive  in  respect  of 
them  was  a  great  deal  more  than  coun- 
terbalanced by  the  manner  in  which 
other  grants  were  distributed.  In  this 
case  England  and  Scotland  got  all  the 
money,  and  Ireland  got  nothing  at  alL 
In  the  same  way,  the  Army  and  Na\7 
Votes  were  distributed  almost  exclu- 
sively for  the  benefit  of  the  taxpayers  of 
this  country,  and  the  Irish  taxpayers, 
who  contributed  an  equal  proportion, 
got  merely  a  nominal  share  ox  them. 
Every  Member  on  both  sides  of  tht 
House  who  had  taken  part  in  the  discus- 
sion had  expressed  an  opinion  against 
the  inequality  of  the  present  system. 
The  Prime  Minister,  although,  no  doubt, 
an  important  Member  of  the  Cabinet, 
could  not  be  the  only  man  who  was 
authorized  to  speak  on  behalf  of  the 
Government.  Surely,  any  other  Cabi- 
net Minister  ought  to  be  able  to  expreti 
his  opinion  upon  a  matter  of  this  kind 
frankly  and  boldly,  and  to  say  whether 
he  would  be  prepared  to  give  the  Irish 
Members  his  substantial  advocacy  when 
the  question  came  to  be  discussed,  and 
whether  he  would,  between  this  and  tht 
Eeport  of  Supply,  ascertain  if  the  Onhi- 
net  were  not  able  to  take  some  further 
step.  The  Secretary  to  the  Loot!  Go- 
vernment Board  (Mr.  George  Bussdl) 
had  frankly  admitted  at  that  Table  that 
he  entertained  a  strong  opinion  as  to 
the  unfairness  of  the  present  aysteou 
and,  as  far  as  he  could  gather,  that  was 
also  the  opinion  of  the  Secretary  to  tht 
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Treasury  (Mr.  Hibbert).  He  asked, 
then,  that  the  Government  should  let 
the  Committee  clearly  see  what  their 
▼lew  was,  and  it  ought  not  to  be  too 
much  for  a  Cabinet  Minister  to  say  what 
he  was  prepared  to  do  personally — even 
if  not  in  a  position  to  speak  for  the 
Cabinet — when  any  proposal  upon  the 
subject  was  brought  forward.  He  could 
not  understand  why,  long  ago,  the 
Prime  Minister  had  not  been  asked  to 
reconsider  his  utterances.  A  mere  re- 
ference to  the  possible  discussion  in  the 
next  Parliament  of  the  whole  question 
of  local  taxation  and  expenditure  was 
simply  to  laugh  at  the  Committee,  and 
treat  them  like  a  parcel  of  children.  In 
the  meantime,  the  Irish  taxpayers  were 
being  unduly  burdened  for  the  benefit 
of  the  rich  taxpayers  in  England  and 
Scotland.  The  simple  statement  of  a 
grievance  should  be  enough  to  secure 
that  the  Qovemment  would  either  with- 
draw the  Vote  or  promise  to  bring  for- 
ward some  measure  to  provide  equal 
treatment  for  the  Irish  taxpayers  to 
that  which  was  meted  out  to  the  tax- 
payers of  England  and  Scotland.  The 
attitude  of  the  Government,  however 
good  their  intentions  might  be,  was  such 
uiat  he  found  he  had  no  other  alterna- 
tive than  to  divide  the  Committee  against 
the  Vote. 

Mr.  BI(}GAE  said,  that,  if  he  re- 
membered rightly,  there  had  been  one 
Vote  in  the  present  Parliament,  and 
others  as  long  ago  as  1873,  in  favour  of 
asnstance  to  local  taxation  in  England. 
The  Vote  now  before  the  Committee 
carried  out  that  principle,  and  there  was 
no  reason  to  think  that  the  new  Parlia- 
ment would  alter  the  principle  of  taxa- 
tion which  had  been  afi5.rmed  by  two 
Parliaments.  For  that  reason  he  thought 
the  Irish  Members  ought  to  still  press 
for  an  extension  of  the  principle  of  sub- 
vention. It  was  all  very  well  in  theory 
to  say  that  it  would  be  brought  forward 
at  some  future  time;  but,  unfortu- 
nately, although  the  consideration  of 
this  important  question  had  now  been 
promised  for  a  very  long  time,  the  in- 
troduction of  a  Bill  for  establishing 
local  self-government  seemed  to  be  as 
far  off  as  ever.  In  the  absence  of  any 
tangible  scheme  of  that  kind,  what  the 
Irish  Members  wanted  was  a  temporary 
measure  which  would  place  the  Irish 
people  on  the  same  level  as  those  in 
England  and  Scotland  in  regard  to  this 


particular  question.  He  did  not  see 
upon  what  grounds  the  Government 
could  refuse  such  a  fair  demand.  This 
grant  to  Ireland,  if  it  were  now  made, 
would  only  continue  in  existence  until 
the  time  shadowed  forth  by  the  Secre« 
tary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Hibbert),  and 
supported  by  hon.  Members  behind  him 
— namely,  the  time  when  this  assistance 
to  local  taxation  would  be  cleared  away 
for  ever.  But,  until  that  time  came,  it 
was  only  fair  and  reasonable  that  Ire- 
land should  get  her  fair  share  of  these 
Votes.  As  had  been  pointed  out,  in  the 
course  of  the  debate,  there  were  no 
doubt  that  several  taxes,  such  as  the 
House  Tax  and  the  Carriage  Tax,  were 
not  paid  in  Ireland.  Now,  in  regard 
to  the  House  Tax,  if  it  were  laid  on 
in  Ireland  it  would  bring  in  a  very 
small  amount  of  money,  because  a  large 
proportion  of  the  population  were  so 
poorly  housed,  that  no  tax  could  be 
levied;  and  in  regard  to  the  Carriage 
Tax,  it  was  levied  on  a  particular  class 
of  the  people  who  were  well  enough  off 
to  keep  their  own  carriages,  and  there* 
fore  a  large  portion  of  the  population 
either  in  England  or  Ireland  was  not 
affected.  It  was  only  those  people  who 
lived  in  a  luxurious  way,  who  were  able 
to  drive  their  own  carriages,  who  paid 
the  Tax,  and  the  Committee  had  already 
been  told  that  the  collection  of  the  Tax 
cost  seven-eighths  of  the  entire  amount 
raised.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  had  pointed 
out,  as  a  counterbalancing  advantage, 
that  loans  were  made  in  Ireland;  but 
he  (Mr.  Biggar)  presumed  they  were 
not  made  unless  good  security  was  given 
for  the  money  advanced.  It  was  not  a 
grant,  but  a  loan,  on  the  condition  that 
the  money  was  repaid  to  Parliament  or 
the  Government ;  and,  on  the  whole,  he 
thought  Parliament  had  no  cause  to 
complain  of  those  loans.  The  whole 
case  resolved  itself  into  this — whether 
they  ought  to  be  called  upon  to  wait 
until  some  time  in  the  future — ^perhaps 
the  remote  future — before  they  were 
placed  on  this  footing  of  equality  with 
the  other  parts  of  the  Three  Kingdoms. 
He  thougnt  the  arguments  of  the  Go- 
vernment were  no  real  defence  at  all. 
A  complete  case,  showing  the  inequality 
of  the  treatment  of  Ireland  in  com- 
parison with  that  of  England  and  Scot- 
land had  been  made  out ;  and  so  far  as 
the  loans  to  the  Irish  tenants  were  con- 
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oemed,  it  must  be  remembered  that  they 
only  benefited  a  very  small  number  of 
persons,  and  not  the  majority  of  the 
whole  people.  In  the  county  of  Down, 
according  to  a  local  paper,  there  had 
only  been  two  loans  granted  in  the  whole 
of  the  county,  and  it  was  very  rarely 
indeed  that  any  demand  was  made  upon 
the  Treasury.  That  argument  was,  there- 
fore, of  the  weakest  nature,  and  one 
which  it  was  hardly  worth  while  for  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  to  use.  Seeing 
that  the  mind  and  sense  of  the  Commit- 
tee had  been  clearly  manifested  in  favour 
of  the  contention  of  the  Irish  Members, 
he  trusted  that  the  Government  would 
give  way. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  the  justice  of  the 
case  of  the  Irish  Members  was  not 
denied  in  any  part  of  the  House.  It 
was  obvious  that  it  could  not  be  called 
in  question.  No  Party  in  that  House  de- 
nied their  claim,  and  there  was  nothing 
in  the  state  of  Public  Business,  or  in  the 
prospects  of  the  Session,  to  relieve  the 
Government  from  the  duty  of  providing 
relief.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
(Mr.  Trevelyan)  had  been  good  enough 
to  promise  his  personal  influence  with 
the  Prime  Minister ;  but  even  that  pro- 
mise did  not  make  the  case  of  Ireland 
more  hopeful,  because  in  making  it  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  let  in  some 
rays  of  light  as  to  the  state  of  his  own 
mind  by  hinting  that,  if  it  were  neces- 
sary to  go  further,  something  to  the  dis- 
advantage of  Ireland,  in  reference  to 
this  claim,  might  easily  be  established. 
Now,  he  challenged  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman either  at  the  present  time,  or  any 
other,  to  come  to  an  issue  upon  that 
point,  and  he  (Mr.  Sexton)  would  be 
fully  prepared  to  go  into  all  relative 
injuries  sustained,  assistance  given,  and 
advanta;2:es  enjoyed  by  the  Three  King- 
doms. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  loans  were  given  upon  beneficial 
terms  to  the  Irish  tenants ;  but  fortu- 
nately for  themselves  the  English  ten- 
ants required  no  loans.  They  were  ge- 
nerally possessed  of  some  capital,  and 
in  that  respect  they  differed  from  the 
Irish  tenants  who  were  possessed  of  no 
capital  at  all.  The  English  farmers  had 
money  enough  to  enable  them  to  culti- 
vate the  land  themselves;  but  in  Ire- 
land it  was  found  necessary  to  assist  the 
tenants  on  terms  which  saved  the  Trea- 
sury from  loss,  and  even  left  a  profit. 
How,  then,  could  the  (Government  talk 

Jfr.  Biggar 


about  their  philanthrophy  in  a  case  of 
that  kind  when  they  were  actually  mak- 
ing a  profit  out  of  the  money  granted  ? 
Then,  again,  out  of  the  large  number  ol 
tenants  in  Ireland  who  had  applied  for 
loans,  but  very  few  indeed  had  received 
them.  He  was  afraid  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  in  putting  forward  a 
plea  of  that  kind,  had  somewhat  lost  his 
grasp  of  the  details  of  Irish  questions, 
or,  if  he  had  not,  the  observations  he 
had  made  must  be  attributed  to  his  igno- 
rance. The  only  loans  which  had  been 
granted  on  advantageous  terms  were 
those  which  had  been  granted  to  the 
landlords.  Something  like  £  150,000  had 
been  lent  to  the  tenants  at  a  good  rate 
of  interest;  but  more  than  £1,000,000 
had  been  lent  to  the  landlords  at  1  per 
cent,  and  there  was  not  an  impecuniona 
landlord  who  had  not  taken  advantage 
of  that  circumstance.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  remarked  that  the  idea  of 
the  Government  was  to  abolish  thia  Tote 
altogether.  If  that  was  the  latent  in- 
tention of  the  Government,  there  was 
certainly  no  evidenoe  of  it  on  the  sur- 
face. How  could  it  be  said  that  it  was 
intended  to  abolish  the  Vote,  in  face  of 
the  fact  that  the  amount  of  the  grant 
itself  was  increasing  year  by  year  ?  It 
might  have  been  thought  that  the  (Go- 
vernment would  desire  to  emphasize  the 
fact  of  the  withdrawal  of  the  Vote  by 
gradually  reducing  it  year  by  year. 
Last  year  Scotland  got  £25,000,  and 
this  year  it  was  proposed  to  give  her 
£35,000,  while  to  England,  which  re- 
ceived £100,000  last  year,  it  was  nov 
proposed  to  grant  £215,000.  If  thtt 
was  to  be  taken  as  an  exhibition  of  the 
tendency  to  abolish  these  grants,  it  wts 
the  most  retrograde  and  crab-Hke  way 
of  proceeding  towards  an  end  whidi 
could  be  conceived. 

Mb.  T.  a.  DICKSON  expreeeed  a 
hope  that  the  Gt>vernment  would  meet 
the  case  which  had  been  put  befbie 
them  frankly,  and  that  they  would,  that 
Session,  redress  the  inequality.  Scotland 
and  England,  during  the  last  thrte 
years,  had  received  in  aid  of  local  taxa- 
tion a  sum  of  £700,000,  while  Ireland 
had  received  nothing.  There  was  no 
reason  whatever  why  Ireland  abould  bt 
treated  in  a  different  way  from  Eoglaad 
and  Scotland.  All  he  had  to  aay  was, 
that  if  the  question  was  allowed  to  itaad 
over  for  the  Beformed  Parliament,  Ire- 
land would  neverreceiveaeingle  1^.  of  tkt 
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money,  because,  no  doubt,  the  tendency 
of  fature  legislation  would  be  to  abolish 
these  subventions.  He  therefore  asked 
the  Government  why  they  refused  that 
year  to  redress  the  inequality?  He 
would  suggest  that  the  Vote  should  be 
postponed  until  a  later  hour  in  the  even- 
ing, in  order  to  g^ve  time  for  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government  on  the  Front 
Bench  to  announce  something  more  re- 
assuring in  regard  to  their  policy. 

Mr.  DEA.8Y  said,  he  hoped  the  sug- 
gestion which  had  been  thrown  out  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  A. 
Dickson)  would  be  accepted  by  the  Go- 
vernment. He  was  sure  that  its  accept- 
ance would  save  time  rather  than  other- 
wise. It  was  quite  plain  that  if  the 
debate  closed  without  having  the  views 
of  the  Prime  Minister  upon  the  subject, 
it  would  be  necessary  to  raise  the  ques- 
tion again  upon  the  Eeport  stage  of  the 
Estimates  when,  in  all  probability,  the 
discussion  would  occupy  a  longer  time 
than  if  it  were  settled  to-night.  So  long 
as  Scotland  was  so  strongly  represented 
in  the  Cabinet  by  an  hon.  Gentleman 
who  possessed  the  sympathy  of  the 
great  majority  of  his  fellow-country- 
men, the  House  would  be  afraid  to  re- 
sist any  claim  that  the  Scotch  Mem- 
bers put  forward.  The  Irish  popular 
Party  had  no  such  Itepresentative,  and 
the  Government,  therefore,  treated  them 
in  an  entirely  different  manner.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  lUing- 
worth)  could  not  have  been  present 
during  the  early  part  of  the  discus- 
sion, or  he  would  have  heard  the  ar- 
guments the  Irish  Members  urged  in 
support  of  their  claim.  No  doubt  the 
Income  Tax  was  much  less  in  Ireland 
than  in  England  and  Scotland ;  but  it 
was  right  to  remember  that  the  manu- 
facturing industries  in  that  country  were 
not  in  a  flourishing  condition,  and  that 
while  there  were  large  coal  and  iron 
mines  in  England  and  Scotland,  in 
Ireland  the  people  were  entirely  de- 
pendent upon  agricultural  pursuits.  The 
late  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieute- 
nant (Mr.  Trevelyan)  alleged  that  it  was 
no  injustice  to  Ireland  to  place  this 
tax  upon  the  farmers  of  that  country, 
because  the  Government  were  in  the 
habit  of  granting  loans  to  them;  but 
the  profit  made  in  consequence  of  those 
loans  went  into  the  pocket  of  the  land- 
lords^ and  did  not  benefit  the  tenant  at 
an.     Even   under  the  Land  Act  the 
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Commissioners  had  confiscated  all  the 
improvements    effected    through    those 
loans ;    and    the    result  was    that  the 
tenants  were  actually  in  a  worse  state 
than  if  no  loans  had  been  granted  to 
them.     He  was  rather  inclined  to  think 
that  the  Irish  farmers  would  have  been 
better  off  if  not  U,  in  the  shape  of  a 
loan  had  been  given  to  them  for  the 
last  10  or  20  years.     He  was  further  of 
opinion  that,  owing  to  the  way  in  which 
the  Land  Commissioners  had  proceeded, 
it  would    be   impossible   to  settle  the 
Land  Question  until  the  people  of  the 
country    took     a     determined     stand. 
["  Question  !  "]    He   might  be  out  of 
Order  in  raising  that  question,  but  he 
would  not  have  referred  to  it  if  it  had 
not  been  for  the  remarks  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy ;  and  he  would  simply  say  that 
he  saw  no  excuse  for  the  course  taken 
by  the  Government  in  refusing,  that 
Session,  to  grant  a  Supplementary  Esti- 
mate in  aid  of  local  taxation  in  Ireland. 
He  could  not  believe  that  such  a  pro- 
position would  meet  with  any  opposi- 
tion from  any  section  of   the  House. 
They  were  often  told  by  the  Government 
that  they  could  not  ask  for  Supplemen- 
tary Estimates  because  certain  Gentle* 
men  strongly  objected  to  them ;  and  yet 
they  never  hestitated  about  bringing  in 
Bill    after    Bill,   and  carrying  Money 
Votes,   to  which  Irish   Members  were 
strongly  opposed.  The  Government  were 
now  asked  for  an  Estimate  in  regard  to 
which  the  Committee  were  all  united; 
and  although  it  would  only  occupy  a 
very  short  time  to  dispose  of,  the  Go- 
vernment objected.    They  put  the  Irish 
Members  off  by  saying  that  the  new  Par- 
liament would  be  able  to  make  provision 
in  some  general  measure  for  all  that  the 
people  of  Ireland  demanded.     But  it 
might  happen  that  the  Liberal  Party 
would  not  be  in  Office  in  the  new  Par- 
liament,   and    that    they    might    have 
changed  sides  with  the  Opposition ;  and 
the  consequence  might  be  that  the  next 
Parliament  would  be  allowed  to  go  by, 
just  as  this  had  gone  by,  without  reme- 
dying the  injustice  complained  of.     So 
long  as  he  could  remember  he  had  heard 
of  promises  made  by  successive  English 
Governments  to  introduce  a  large  mea- 
sure  of  local  government  reform,  and 
yet  they  seemed  to  be  as  far  off  as  they 
were  10  or  15  years  ago.     He  did  not 
think    the    Government    were    really 
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■eriooa  in  offering  tliis.  He  thonght 
their  real  motiTe  in  not  acceding  to  the 
Tiews  of  the  Irish  Members  was  that 
they  were  not  inclined  to  do  justice  to 
Ireland.  Of  oourse,  they  did  not  arow 
that  intention  openly ;  but  it  was  per- 
fectly obvious,  to  those  who  had  watched 
their  proceedings  night  after  night, 
that  they  had  no  intention  of  doing 
justice.  No  doubt,  they  had  passed 
eertain  Acts  for  the  benefit  of  that 
country ;  but  they  had  not  passed  them 
as  Acts  of  justice  to  Ireland,  but  simply 
because  hon.  Members  on  those  Benches 
made  it  impossible  for  them  to  refuse. 
In  the  next  Parliament  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers would  probably  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  getting  their  views  still  better 
known;  but  that  was  no  reason  why 
the  Oovemment  should  rob  Ireland  of 
£40,000  in  the  meantime,  and  compel 
the  poor  taxpayers  of  the  country  to 
maintain  their  own  roads  unaided  by 
the  State,  while  they  contributed  to- 
wards the  maintenance  of  those  in 
England  and  Scotland.  He  saw  that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr. 
ChUders)  was  now  in  his  place,  and  he 
hoped  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  g^ve  the  Committee  his  opinion 
and  that  he  would  endeavour  to  induce 
the  Prime  Minister  to  bring  in  such  a 
Bill  as  would  meet  the  demands  of  Irish 
Members.  He  was  certain  there  would 
be  no  desire  or  disposition,  in  any  part 
of  the  House,  to  oostruot  such  a  mea- 
sure. The  Chancellor  of  the  Buchy 
(Mr.  Trevelyan)  had  told  the  Committee 
that  he  would  place  the  views  of  the 
Irish  Members  before  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter; but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
carefully  abstained  from  stating  what 
his  own  opiiiion  on  the  subject  was.  He 
was  inclined  to  believe  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  given  no  opinion, 
because  he  was  rather  against  the  claim 
of  Ireland  to  receive  a  sum  out  of  the 
Imperial  Exchequer  in  aid  of  local  taxa- 
tion. It  was  unfortunate  that  the  people 
of  Ireland,  who  were  paying  in  some 
oases  rates  and  taxes  to  the  amount  of 
lOf.  in  the  pound,  should  be  obliged  to 
contribute  £40,000  for  the  maintenance 
of  highways  in  England  and  Scotland. 
The  proposal  was  made  two  years  ago 
that  Scotland  should  receive  a  portion  of 
the  grant,  and  that  proposal  was  accepted 
by  the  Government,  and  there  was  no 
reason  why  Ireland  should  not  be  in- 
duded.    The  Gt)vemment  acknowledged 
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that  they  were  right  in  asking  for  rdief , 
and  only  said  that  the  question  would 
be  dealt  with  in  the  new  Parliament 
amongst  the  first  measures  to  be  taken 
into  consideration,  or  else  there  would 
be  a  total  abolition  of  grants  to  England 
and  Scotland.  That,  however,  was  no 
reason  why,  between  this  time  and  the 
new  Parliament,  the  present  injustice,  in 
Uie  case  of  Ireland  should  be  continued. 
If  the  GK>vemment  acknowledged  that 
the  Irish  Members  were  right  noVt 
surely  they  ought  to  give  them  back 
the  amount  they  had  contributed  to- 
wards the  maintenance  of  highways  in 
England  and  Scotland.  It  would  be  a 
very  easy  matter  to  g^ve  them  what  thej 
asked.  The  Government  did  not  hesi- 
tate to  spend  £100,000  in  additicmsl 
police  in  Ireland,  and  they  would  not 
hesitate  to  spend  millions  to-morrow  if 
they  were  wanted  in  order  to  uphold 
the  power  of  the  landlords  in  Irdand, 
or  to  g^ve  annoyance  to  the  Irish  people. 
He  £d  not  see,  therefore,  whue  the 
fairness  of  Iheir  demand  was  acknow* 
ledg^  by  everybody  who  had  qK>ke& 
in  the  debate  except  by  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Buchy,  why  even  at  that  ho«r 
they  should  not  adjourn  the  debate 
until  they  could  have  the  views  of  the 
Prime  Minister  on  the  subject,  or  a 
promise  that  a  Supplementary  Ewtimatf 
would  be  introduced. 

Dr.  LYONS  concurred  with  the  obser- 
vations which  had  fallen  from  his  boa. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Tyrone  (Mr.  T. 
A.  Dickson) ;  and  he  trusted  that  the 
Government  would  not  consider  it  worth 
their  while  to  persevere  in  the  attitude 
they  had  taken  up,  but  that  they  wooU 
find  it  possible,  by  bringing  in  a  ahoft 
Supplementary  Estimate,  to  redrees  dra 
injustice  proposed  to  be  done  to  Ireland 
in  the  matter.  It  was  conoeded,  on  all 
hands,  that  the  days  of  this  grant  weft 
numbered,  and  that  they  would  hmat 
yery  little  more  about  it.  Under  thoe* 
circumstances,  was  it  worth  while  t> 
continue  what  was  practically  a  griet- 
ance  and  a  cause  of  complaint  in  Irdaad 
— ^namely,  that  a  grant  of  such  a  coa- 
siderable  amount  should  be  paid  t» 
England  and  Sootiand,  and  that  nothiaf 
should  be  given  to  Ireland  for  the  aoH 
purpose  ?  As  far  as  he  underatood,  it 
was  not  proposed  to  ask  the  GovermnMt 
to  refund  what  would  be  a  conaidenibli 
sum  of  money  if  totalled  up;  bat  it 
would  be  a  satiataetcHrysettleaieot  of  the 
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qaestion  to  Ireland  if  the  amount  asked 
for  that  year  were  made  to  include  a 
grant  in  equal  proportion  to  Ireland. 
He  had  said  that  he  presumed  the  days 
of  grants  in  aid  of  those  rates  were 
numbered,  and  that  the  Qovemment 
were  looking  forward  to  an  early  day 
for  the  introduction  of  a  new  system  of 
local  rating  under  local  supervision  and 
management  in  Ireland  such  as  partially 
existed  already  in  this  country  under 
much  less  expensive  arrangements  than 
those  which  were  adopted  in  the  case  of 
Ireland.  He  had  hoped  that  the  time 
for  the  consideration  of  that  subject 
would  have  arrived  loug  before  this ; 
and  last  year,  with  the  assistance  of  the 
Foreign  Office,  he  had  been  able  to 
procure  some  exceedingly  valuable  infor- 
mation from  a  country  with  which  they 
were  now,  unfortunately,  not  upon  the 
most  pleasant  terms.  In  the  Eetums 
which  had  been  laid  upon  the  Table  the 
whde  of  this  subject  was  minutely  gone 
into,  and  details  were  fully  supplied  by 
the  Embassy  at  St.  Petersburg  in 
reference  to  the  Eussian  system  of  local 
administration.  In  those  Beturns  the 
Committee  would  find  much  to  assist 
them  in  the  consideration  of  the  subject. 
He  trusted  that  in  the  very  small  shape 
in  which  the  matter  now  stood  the 
Treasury  Bench  would  be  able  to  see 
their  way  to  do  something  to  carry  out 
the  views  which  had  been  so  generally 
eiroressed  by  the  Gommittee. 

Me.  p.  J.  POWER  said,  that  to  this 
most  reasonable  proposal  of  his  hon. 
Friend's  the  Government  had  opposed 
an  objection  of  a  very  unreasonable 
kind.  That  proposal  had  been  supported 
by  a  number  of  hon.  Gentlemen — by 
the  two  right  hon.  and  learned  Members 
for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Plunket  and  Mr.  Gibson),  who,  as  a 
rule,  dissented  from  proposals  made  on 
those  Benches;  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  A.  Dickson),  and 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  City  of  Dublin  (Dr.  Lyons). 
Agai^  not  only  was  it  supported  by 
IrishAfembers  of  all  shades  of  political 
opinion,  but  it  had  also  received  the  sup- 
port of  Scotch  Members.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bridport  (Mr.  War- 
ton)  had,  he  believed,  spoken  more  than 
once  upon  the  subject  He  was  bound  to 
say  that  the  manner  in  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  received  the  al- 
most unanimous  opinion  of  the  Committee 


on  that  occasion  was  most  disappointing. 
They  had  not  held  out  the  least  hope 
that  they  would  remedy  the  grievance 
complained  of ;  tfiey  merely  asked  Mem- 
bers to  postpone  the  question  for  two  or 
three  years  in  view  of  the  introduction 
of  legislation  that  would  be  introduced 
to  deal  with  the  entire  question.  A 
more  unsatisfactory  proposition  could 
not  have  been  made  to  hon.  Members 
who  raised  this  question.  Everyone 
knew  the  difficulty  of  forecasting  political 
matters ;  and  from  the  manner  in  which 
legislation  of  the  kind  proceeded  as  a 
rule,  they  might  take  it  for  granted  that 
nothing  would  be  done  in  the  matter  for 
several  years;  in  other  words,  it  was 
not  competent  for  this  Parliament  to 
speak  the  mind  of  a  future  Parliament ; 
and  therefore,  if  the  Government  ad- 
hered to  their  position  in  reference  to 
this  question,  it  was  obvious  that  the 
grievance  would  continue.  He  did  not 
think  there  could  be  a  greater  example 
of  unfairness  than  the  way  in  which 
Ireland  was  treated  in  respect  of  those 
subventions.  Here  was  a  case  in  which 
England  and  Scotland  received  from  Im- 
perial sources  a  large*  grant  in  aid  of 
the  maintenance  of  roads.  Both  Eng- 
land and  Scotland  were  rich  countries ; 
but  Ireland,  the  poorest  of  the  Three 
Kingdoms,  received  nothing  at  all.  In 
fact,  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Dublin  (Dr.  Lyons)  had  put  the  case 
in  a  nutshell  when  he  said  that  on  this 
question  not  only  ought  they  to  legis- 
late for  the  future,  but  make  some 
restitution  for  the  past.  It  was  clear 
that  for  many  years  England  and  Scot- 
land had  been  receiving  considerable 
sums  from  the  public  purse,  while  Ire- 
land had  received  nothing.  The  propo- 
sition of  legislation  on  the  subject  was 
entirely  vague  ;  and  even  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister,  with  all 
his  knowledge  of  Parliamentary  life, 
was  not  in  a  position  to  promise  that 
this  Government  or  its  successor  would 
be  able  to  deal  with  the  matter.  His 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr. 
Biggar),  certainly  a  competent  judge  of 
the  subject,  was  of  opinion  that  con- 
siderable time  would  elapse  before  Par- 
liament would  be  in  a  position  to  do  so. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Mr. 
Trevelyan)  had  said  he  would  convey  to 
the  Prime  Minister  the  views  which  had 
been  expressed  in  the  Committee  in  his 
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absence ;  and  in  saying  that  he  thought 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  led  them 
to  believe  that  his  owp  opinion  was  cer- 
tainly not  favourable  to  the  view  taken 
by  hon.  Members  on  that  side  of  the 
House.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
in  the  course  of  his  remarks  spoken  of 
the  great  advantages  which  farmers  had 
in  Ireland  in  respect  of  Government 
loans ;  he  said  that  money  was  advanced 
to  tenant  farmers  for  the  improvement 
of  their  holdings,  which  was  not  the 
case  in  England  and  Scotland,  and  that 
they  in  Ireland  had  exceptional  advan- 
tages. It  was  certainly  peculiar  that 
those  advantages,  if  they  existed,  should 
not  be  availed  of;  but  there  were  some 
reasons  which,  perhaps,  accounted  for 
that,  and  amongst  them  he  would  point 
to  the  very  cumbersome  and  unsatisfac- 
tory manner  in  which  the  business  was 
worked.  On  that  point  he  had  some 
personal  feeling,  because  he  had  lately 
induced  two  farmers  to  apply  for  loans 
for  the  improvement  of  their  holdings. 
One  farmer  applied  for  a  loan  of  £600 
or  £700. 

The  chairman  said,  the  hon. 
Member  was  not  entitled  to  refer  to  the 
question  of  loans  in  Ireland  on  this 
Vote.  It  was  not  in  any  way  germane 
to  the  subject  before  the  Committee. 

Mr.  p.  J.  POWER  said,  he  of  course 
submitted  to  the  ruling  of  the  Chair- 
man. He  was  pointing  out  that  one  of 
the  exceptional  advantages  referred  to 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  existing 
for  the  Irish  people  had  no  existence  at 
all.  If  they  were  not  to  have  legislation 
on  this  subject  for  some  years,  this 
question  had  to  be  answered.  Was 
this  great  injustice  towards  Ireland  to 
continue  in  the  meantime  ?  In  his  opi- 
nion, nothing  could  be  easier  than  for 
the  Government  to  fall  in  with  the 
unanimous  feeling  which  had  been  ex- 
pressed in  the  Committee,  and  to  pro- 
mise to  bring  in  a  Supplementary  Vote 
which  would  remove  the  injustice  com- 
plained of.  He  did  not  suppose  there 
was  any  necessity  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
deal  with  the  subject ;  and  the  course  he 
had  suggested  would  remove  from  the 
minds  of  the  people  of  Ireland  the  opi- 
nion that  they  were  suffering  in  this 
matter,  as  in  many  others,  a  great  injus- 
tice. At  any  rate,  he  thought  that  the 
Government,  bearing  in  mind  the  view 
that  had  been  expressed  by  Members  in 
all  quarters  of  the  House,  should,  as 

Mr.  P.  J,  Power 


had  been  suggested  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  A.  Dickson),  post- 
pone their  decision  until  they  had  con- 
sulted with  the  Prime  Minister  and 
others  whom  they  might  find  it  ne- 
cessary to  consult,  especially  as  tliat 
reasonable  proposition  had  been  put 
forward  by  one  of  their  staunch  sup- 
porters. 

Mr.  VILLIERS  STUART  said,  it 
seemed  to  him  that  Irish  Members  could 
not  consistently  allow  this  Vote  to  pass 
without  a  distinct  and  definite  assoranoe 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  that  the 
injustice  which  admittedly  existed  in 
this  case  should  be  remedied  as  far  as 
possible  without  delay.  If  a  division 
were  taken  he  should  have  no  other 
course  open  to  him  that  to  add  his  pro- 
test against  the  continuance  of  this 
inequality  as  between  the  three  conn- 
tries,  by  going  into  the  Lobby  againit 
the  Vote  now  under  consideration.  He 
hoped  Her  Majesty's  Gt)vemment  would 
see  their  way  to  give  the  desired  assur- 
ance ;  and  this  was  emphatically  one  of 
those  cases  in  which  '*  where  tiiere's  a 
will  there's  a  way."  If  the  enormous 
sum  of  £11,000,000  could  be  granted  so 
easily  by  Parliament  for  warlike  pur- 
poses, surely  the'  very  modest  sum  that 
would  remove  the  admitted  grievanee 
complained  of  could  be  provided  hj 
means  of  a  Supplementary  Estimate. 
If  the  Members  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment then  present  did  not  feel  jus- 
tified in  giving  the  assurance  asked  for 
without  consulting  their  Colleagues,  hs 
hoped  they  would  postpone  the  Yots. 
He  did  not  think  that  details  very  muck 
signified  at  the  moment ;  bot  he  mig^ 
mention  that  a  number  of  the  roads  ii 
Ireland  were  made  for  military  purposes. 
In  his  own  county  (Waterford)  there 
was  a  military  road  which  ran  from  one 
end  of  it  to  the  other,  and  the  ratepajen 
had  to  contribute  very  heavily  towaids 
its  maintenance.  There  were  seveial 
parallel  roads  by  which  the  local  traffic 
could  be  carried  on ;  nevertheless  thef 
had  to  pay  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
military  road  referred  to;  and  if  tha 
aggregate  sum  contributed  since  its  first 
construction  towards  that  road  by  ths 
poorer  classes  in  the  county  were  as- 
certained it  would  be  found  to  amooat 
to  an  enormous  sum.  Looking  at  aD 
the  circumstances,  he  said  that  an  ia- 
justice  had  been  shown  to  eziat,  and 
that  it  ought  to  be  removed. 
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Mh.  T.  p.  O'CONNOK  said,  the  posi- 
tion in  which  the  Committee  stood  at 
that  moment  recalled  the  story  of  the 
farmer  who  was  drinking  at  the  house 
of  his  landlord  some  splendid  wine ;  on 
being  asked  his  opinion  of  it,  he  said — 
"  It's  very  good,  but  we  seem  to  go  no 
forwarder."  If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  postpone  the  Vote  until  the 
Prime  Minister  had  been  consulted,  he 
would  save  the  Committee  a  great  deal 
of  time.  It  seemed  to  him  that  Irish 
Members  must  continue  to  press  the 
GovemmQnt  until  they  forced  upon 
them  their  conviction  in  this  matter. 
Exactly  the  same  arguments,  the  same 
prospects,  and  the  same  hopes  were 
before  them  as  had  been  put  forward 
on  previous  occasions  by  Her  Majesty's 
Oovemment  in  replying  to  the  just 
and  reasonable  representations  of  hon. 
Members  on  those  Benches  with  respect 
to  the  great  and  unjust  inequalities  ex- 
isting as  between  Ireland  and  the  other 
portions  of  the  Kingdom  in  the  matter 
of  those  grants  in  aid  of  the  main- 
tenance of  roads.  They  were  too 
familiarized  with  the  way  in  which 
those  who  represented  Her  Majesty's 
Oovemment  at  that  moment  on  the 
Treasury  Bench  had  dealt  with  this  ques- 
tion to  attach  any  weight  to  the  old 
arguments  they  had  re-introduced  into 
the  discussion  of  this  question  ;  and 
therefore  he  suggested  that  they  ''got 
no  for'arder."  He  was  glad  to  see  on 
the  Treasury  Bench  an  hon.  Gentleman 
who  probably  was  as  well  acquainted  with 
this  question  as  any  Member  of  that 
House,  and  on  that  occasion  he  should  en- 
deavour to  take  the  hon.  Gentleman  along 
with  him  while  he  went  over  the  well- 
marked  track  of  his  previous  speeches 
on  this  question.  When  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell)  got  up  and  raised  this  question, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Hibbert)  said,  in  the 
course  of  his  remarks,  which  referred 
to  the  statement  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  on  the 
subject  of  grants  in  aid  of  the  cost  and 
maintenance  of  public  roads  in  Ireland, 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not 
undertaken  to  deal  with  that  point 
singly,  but  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  stated  that  this  question  would 
have  to  be  considered  in  connection  with 
the  larger  questions  of  local  government 
and  local  taxation — that,  in  other  words, 


while  the  Prime  Minister  admitted  the 
injustice  of  the  particular  grievance,  he 
was. obliged  to  postpone  the  remedy  that 
ought  to  be  applied  to  that  injustice 
until  the  larger  and  more  general  ques- 
tion had  been  dealt  with  by  Parliament. 
Now,  he  did  not  know  whether  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury really  thought  hon.  Members  from 
Ireland  on  those  Benches  so  ingenuous 
that  they  would  take  that  statement  of 
his  as  a  sufficient  answer  to  the  com- 
plaint they  had  put  forward  with  regard 
to  this  long-standing  injustice  on  the 
present  occasion ;  because  if  that  were 
the  view  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  if 
it  were  correct,  hon.  Members  on  those 
Benches  would  not  only  be  conunitting 
the  original  sin  of  helpless  Parliamen- 
tary imbecility,  but  they  would  have 
proved  themselves  to  be  utterly  un- 
teachable  by  all  the  lessons  that  had 
been  placed  before  them,  and  by  the 
abundant  debates  which  had  already 
taken  place  on  this  subject.  He 
would  take  up  the  debate  of  1883  on 
the  question — it  might  be  called  one 
of  the  milestones  along  the  road  tra- 
versed by  the  hon.  Gentleman — and  he 
found  that  in  the  course  of  that  debate  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  now  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  (Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke)  said  that  he  thought 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton 
(Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  was  by  no  means 
alone  in  this  matter ;  and  in  answer  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr. 
Bylands)  he  said  that  he  could  only 
assure  the  Committee  that  the  arrange- 
ment now  existing  must  be  looked  upon 
as  being  in  one  sense  of  a  temporary 
character.  How  often  had  they  listened 
to  that  explanation  of  the  injustice 
complained  of  from  hon.  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  Treasury  Bench? 
The  arrangement  was  of  a  temporary 
character  in  1883;  it  was  so  in  1884  ; 
they  were  told  that  it  was  of  a  tem- 
porary character  now  in  1885;  and  if 
they  lived  long  enough  and  were  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  in  1895,  they  would, 
if  the  Government  were  allowed  to  deal 
with  the  matter  as  they  had  done 
hitherto  year  after  year,  find  that  it  was 
a  temporary  grant  then.  So  much  as  to 
the  question  of  its  being  a  temporary 
grant.  Then  he  looked  to  the  debate 
that  took  place  upon  the  grants  in  aid 
on  the  5th  of  June,  1885.     His  hon. 
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Friend  the  Member  for  Queen's  County 
(Mr.  A.  O'Connor)  had  raised  the  ques- 
tion some  time  before ;  and  on  the  occa- 
sion referred  to,  in  answer  to  that,  the 
bon.  Member  for  Liskeard  (Mr.  Court- 
ney), then  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
said  that  the  arrangement  *'  was  a  tem- 
porary one."  Again  it  was  called  a  tem- 
porary scheme ;  but  there  was  no  sign 
whatever  that  he  could  discover  of  its  ceas- 
ing to  be  practically  a  permanent  arrange- 
ment. Thus,  in  spite  of  this  being  a  tem- 
porary arrangement,  the  disappointment 
of  the  Irish  people  was  to  continue ; 
and  while  the  money  voted  by  Parlia- 
ment for  the  grant  in  aid  of  the  main- 
tenance of  roads  was  to  go  to  England 
and  Scotland  year  after  year,  Ireland 
was  not  to  get  any  portion  of  it.  Then 
he  came  to  the  second  argument,  that 
the  settlement  of  this  question  and  the 
removal  of  this  injustice  was  to  be  part 
of  a  larger  scheme;  and  in  entering 
upon  the  consideration  of  that  argument 
he  would  venture  to  remark  that  it  was 
just  as  truthful  as  the  argument  drawn 
from  the  *^  temporary  character  of  the 
grant."  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  the  subject  was  one  that  must  be 
dealt  with  when  the  subject  of  local 
taxation  was  examined.  He  hoped  that 
the  matter  would  come  before  the  House 
at  an  early  period ;  and  whenever  the 
question  was  considered  it  must  be 
dealt  with  as  one  of  local  finance,  and 
as  one  affecting  the  relations  between 
the  Imperial  and  local  funds.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  H. 
H.  Fowler)  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  lUingworth)  were  simple 
enough  to  take  these  words  as  meaning 
something,  and  as  foreshadowing  legis- 
lation promptly  to  be  introduced  for 
dealing  with  the  question.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  said  he  was  glad 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  in- 
formed the  Committee  that  the  Vote  was 
only  temporary,  and  that  its  removal 
from  the  Estimates  was  only  awaiting 
the  settlement  of  the  larger  question  of 
local  government  and  local  finance. 
That  was  in  the  month  of  May,  1883. 
The  statement  was  made  at  a  time  when 
the  Oovemment  had  before  them  two  or 
three  years  of  Parliamentary  life  or 
Ministerial  existence.  That  promise  of 
dealing  with  the  whole  question  of 
local  government  and  local  taxation 
had  never  been  carried  out  up  to  the 
present  moment,  although,  as  he  had 
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shown,  it  was  made  at  a  time  when  it 
would  have  been  easier  of  aooomptish- 
ment  by  the  Government ;  and  now  Irish 
Members  were  asked  again  to  be  satisfied 
with  the  same  assurance,  when  the  ex- 
istence of  the  present  Parliament  would 
come  to  an  end  within  three  or  fonr 
months.  He  said  —  and  he  was  con- 
vinced his  observations  would  be  con- 
firmed by  hon.  Members  —  that  there 
never  was  a  more  absurd  appeal  than 
that  made  to  any  body  of  men.  He 
passed  on  to  the  5th  of  June,  1884,  on 
which  date  their  venerable  friend  the 
Local  Government  and  Taxation  Bill  re- 
appeared. The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
then  said  that  the  Gk>vemment  would  have 
to  settle  this  question  of  local  government 
and  taxation.  Here,  again,  they  had 
the  same  promise,  which  had  been  given 
over  and  over  again,  that  this  matter 
would  be  dealt  with  in  a  larger  scheme. 
Let  the  Committee  consider  the  qnestioa 
as  to  whether  the  Government  ought  to 
put  forward  this  same  argument  now, 
and  whether  hon.  Members  could  receive 
it  seriously — if  the  Government  making 
this  promise  in  1883  were  unaUe  to 
give  effect  to  it ;  if  the  Government 
repeating  that  promise  in  June,  1884, 
with  respect  to  a  Local  Government  Bill 
were  unable  to  carry  out  that  proouae, 
under  what  pretext  could  they  expect  to 
redeem  it  now?  He  did  not  wish  to 
say  anything  disrespectful  of  the  pre- 
sent Parliament ;  but  if  he  were  called 
upon  to  describe  it,  he  should  aay  that 
it  had  about  it  the  dose  and  distaifaiaf 
fumes  of  approaching  dissolutioiu  Iha 
right  hon.  Gentleman  must  know 
it  had  all  the  characteristics  of 
tion  about  it — if  one  only 
could  hear  the  death  rattle  ia  ik 
in  the  face  of  that  Irish  M( 
told  that  they  were  to  expect 
to  be  dealt  with  in  a  large 
hensive  scheme  of  local 
local  taxation.  Why,  luft 
it  was  trifling  with  hon. 
them  to  postpone  the 
question  until  the 
promised  measure 
House;  and,  th 
his  hon.  Friend  % 
press  this  quettior 
who  he  hoped  wr 
to  pass  until  thr 
ment  a  more  sr 
they  had  recei 
as  they  had 
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Treasury  Bench  was  by  no  means  of  a 
sadsfaotoiy  character.  It  was  true  that 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  said  that 
those  Votes  would  probably  be  discon- 
tinued altogether.  But  that  argument 
was  a  Tery  old  one,  as  he  had  shown, 
and  it  had  been  put  forward  over  and 
oyer  again.  Hon.  Members  for  Ireland 
saw  no  chance  of  those  Votes  being  dis- 
continued ;  and  he  was  convinced  tbat 
if  he  were  returned  as  a  Member  of  the 
next  Parliament  he  should  find  that 
four  or  five  years  hence  they  would 
have  exactly  the  same  state  of  things  to 
deal  with.  Therefore,  in  view  of  the 
future,  he  should  urge  his  hon.  Friend^ 
to  do  all  that  lay  in  their  power  on  that 
occasion  towards  putting  an  end  to  a 
long-standing  grievance  by  continuing 
to  press  this  question  upon  the  Govern- 
ment. 

CoLONBL  O'BEIENE  said,  he  wished 
to  endorse  what  had  been  said  by  hon. 
Members  opposite  and  in  other  quarters 
of  the  House  with  reference  to  this  Vote. 
It  was,  in  his  opinion,  simply  a  mon- 
Btrous  injustice  that  England  and  Scot- 
land should  receive  large  sums  from  the 
Imperial  Exchequer  toward  the  cost  and 
maintenance  of  roads,  while  the  Irish 
people  were  left  to  bear  the  whole  cost 
themselves.  He  was  glad  to  be  present 
OQ  that  occasion  to  vote  against  this 
grant. 

Me.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  said,  in  the 
discussion  of  this  question  Irish  Mem- 
bers were  in  the  peculiar  position  of 
having  an  admitted  grievance.  He  re- 
xnarl^ed  upon  that  circumstance,  because 
it  was  a  very  unusual  thing  for  hon. 
Members  on  those  Benches  to  put  for- 
ward a  grievance  on  behalf  of  the  people 
of  Ireland  which  received  any  real  atten- 
tion at  the  hands  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. But  here  was  a  case  the 
justice  of  which  was  admitted  years  ago. 
Notwithstanding  that  admission,  the 
grievance  from  which  the  people  of 
Ireland  were  suffering  had  been  al- 
lowed to  exist  and  to  continue  year 
after  year.  He  thought  that  hon. 
Members  on  those  Benches  had  reason 
to  congratulate  themselves  that  this 
complaint  of  theirs  was  not,  as  was 
most  frequently  the  case,  called  by  hon. 
and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Trea- 
son Bench  a  sentimental  grievance. 
They  were  often  charged  with  placing 
Rreat  weight  from  time  to  time  on  what 
Her  Majesty's  Government  were  pleased 


to  style  their  "  sentimental  grievances." 
The  present  complaint  had  certainly  no- 
thing of  that  character  about  it ;  it  was, 
indeed,  a  very  practical  grievance,  affect- 
ing the  pockets  of  the  Irish  people,  and 
one  which  largely  rested  on  the  promises 
given  on  many  occasions  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  Now,  the  question 
raised  upon  this  Vote  in  aid  of  the  main- 
tenance of  distumpiked  roads  in  Scot- 
land involved  the  question  also  of  the 
undue  taxation  of  the  Irish  people  to 
the  amount  of  £40,000  per  annum. 
Now,  that  amount  was  probably  looked 
upon  by  the  two  countries — ^England 
and  Ireland — in  different  lights  —  that 
was  to  say,  in  the  estimation  of  the 
British  Government  and  people  the  sum 
of  £40,000  per  annum  was  a  very  small 
matter;  but  in  the  estimation  of  the 
Irish  people  it  was  a  very  considerable 
matter.  The  reason  of  that  was  that 
the  people  of  Ireland  were  a  poor  people 
as  compared  with  the  English  people ; 
and,  moreover,  they  had  been,  long  suf- 
fering from  the  burden  of  an  undue  and 
unfair  amount  of  Imperial  taxation, 
besides  the  inequality  which  his  hon. 
Friends  were  now  urging  upon  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  When  from 
time  to  time  hon.  Members  on  those 
Benches  claimed  any  relief  on  that  score 
in  the  House  of  Commons;  whenever 
they  made  a  claim  for  any  grant  for 
useful  purposes  in  Ireland,  tihey  were 
met  by  the  arguments  that  had  been 
referred  to,  and  were,  moreover,  told 
that  they  were  once  again  wanting  to 
dip  their  hands  into  the  pocket  of  the 
British  taxpayer.  Irish  Members,  how- 
ever, took  an  opposite  view  of  the  matter ; 
they  contended,  on  the  contrary,  that  in 
financial  affairs  as  between  the  two 
countries  the  British  taxpayer  had  very 
much  the  best  of  it,  and  that  this  British 
taxpayer,  with  all  his  great  professions 
and  allegations  of  generosity  towards 
Ireland,  had  his  hands  constantly  in  the 
pockets  of  the  Irish  people,  and  filched 
therefrom  a  considerable  amount  of  un- 
due taxation.  He  and  his  hon.  Friends 
challenged  discussion  and  investiga- 
tion into  the  facts  of  the  case.  They 
had  done  so  for  years ;  and  it  was  well 
known  that  whenever  inquiry  had  been 
instituted  into  the  circumstances  the 
truth  of  their  allegations  had  been 
abundantly  established.  He  would  re- 
mind the  Committee  that  it  was  dis- 
tinctly set*  forth  in  the  Beport  of  a 
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Select  Oommittee  of  that  House  that  the 
taxation  of  Ireland  was  out  of  all  pro- 
portion to  the  Bevenues  of  the  country. 
Moreover,  it  had  been  stated  on  high 
financial  authority,  and  it  had  been 
adopted  in  the  Beport  of  the  Select 
Committee  to  which  he  referred,  that  in 
the  matter  of  Imperial  taxation  England 
was  at  once  the  lightest  and  the  heaviest 
taxed  country  in  the  world — it  was  the 
heaviest  in  respect  of  the  gross  amount 
raised  from  the  people,  and  it  was  the 
lightest  in  respect  of  the  ability  of 
the  people  to  bear  that  taxation. 
But  the  case  was  entirely  different 
as  regarded  Ireland.  Notwithstanding 
that  Ireland  was  oppressed  and  unduly 
taxed,  she  paid  a  larger  proportion  out 
of  the  Bevenues  of  the  country  than  was 
paid  by  the  English  people.  That  fact 
had  been  estabUshed,  and  the  matter 
was  beyond  all  dispute.  Nothing  could 
be  more  unfair— he  might  say  nothing 
could  be  more  disgraceful — ^than  for  an 
admittedly  wealthy  country  like  Eng- 
land, along  with  all  the  other  grievences 
and  oppressions  which  she  inflicted  on 
the  Irish  people,  to  wrong  her  in  a 
matter  of  pounds,  shillings,  and  pence. 
What  could  be  more  unfair,  on  the 
face  of  the  matter,  than  that  the  Irish 
people  should  be  denied  the  same  amount 
of  relief  of  local  taxation  which  was  ac- 
corded to  England  and  Scotland,  and, 
moreover,  that  the  Irish  people  shoidd 
have  to  pay  a  share  of  the  relief  of  local 
taxation  accorded  to  England  and  Scot- 
land ?  They  were  put  off  with  the  alle- 
gation that  some  reform  of  the  whole 
question  of  local  government  was  in- 
tended. It  was  said  it  was  just  as  well 
they  should  wait  until  they  saw  what 
reform  was  effected.  But  it  must  be 
borne  in  mind  that  years  were  rolling 
on,  and  that  in  the  meantime  the  Irish 
people  were  paying  £40,000  per  annum 
in  excess  of  right  and  justice ;  and  that, 
looking  to  the  pressure  of  important 
questions  of  home  and  foreign  politics, 
there  was  no  guarantee  whatever  that 
the  promised  relief  in  this  matter  was  at 
all  near  at  hand,  at  all  within  measure- 
able  distance.  The  present  Parliament 
and  the  next  Parliament  were  likely  to 
have  their  hands  very  full ;  and  it  was 
doubted  very  much  whether  they  would 
concern  themselves  with  questions  which 
most  intimately  affected  the  fortunes  and 
the  interests  of  the  Irish  people.  The 
Irish  Members  would  be  very  glad  if 
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Parliament    would   so  concern  them- 
selves ;  but  at  all  events  they  had  a 
claim,  and  a  very  strong  claim,  for  im- 
mediate redress  and  reform  in  this  pti- 
ticular   matter.      He    thought  it  wu 
neither  fair,  nor  generous,  nor  just  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  that  Uie  pre- 
sent system — which  amounted  to  nothing 
less  than  robbery  of  the  Irish  people 
— ^should  be  allowed  to  go  on  year  after 
year,  and  that  the  BepresentatiTes  of 
Ireland  should  be  put  off  with  suck 
flimsy  pretences  as  had  been  adduced 
by  the  Government  that  evening.    The 
Irish  people  had  a  claim  not  merely  to 
relief  in  the  future,  but,  if  they  pressed 
the  thing  to  the  utmost,  they  had  a 
claim  for  the  re-imbursement  to  than  of 
the  large  amount  that  had  beenunfaixlj 
abstracted  from  them  under  this  parti- 
cular  head  for  years  past.    The  fact  was 
undenied,  the  grievance  was  admitted, 
the  wrong  was  patent;  it  was  a  pne- 
tical  matter,  a  pressing  matter,  a  matter 
of  £40,000  per  annum  to  the  poorpeq^ 
of  Ireland.    That  unjust  abstraction  of 
£40,000  a-year  had  been  going  on  for 
many  years ;  but,  instead  of  making  a 
claim  that  all  the  money  wrongfoDy 
withheld  from  their  people  should  be  i»> 
funded,  the  Irish  Members  merely  asked 
that  they  should  from  the  present  get 
the  relief  to  which  they  were  justly  en- 
titled.   They  certainly  could  not  asseBt 
to  the  passing  of  this  Vote.     They  were 
bound  to  oppose  it  and  divide  against  it 
Of  course,  they  would  be  defeated  in  the 
Lobby ;  but  he  asked  the  Gt>vemmentif 
truth,  right,  and  justice  were  not  to 
prevail  ?  Had  they  no  consideration  for 
the  facts  and  the  truth  of  the  case,  irre- 
spective of  their  majority  in  the  Hoaai 
of  Commons?    Did  a  majority  make 
right  wrong,  or  wrong  right  ?    Did  the 
majority  which*  the  Government  cooU 
command  in  the  Lobby  change  the  as- 
pect of  the  question  by  one  iota  ?    Did 
it  justify  them  in  placing  this  admittedly 
unfair  impost  on  the  Irish  people  ?    He 
maintained  it  did  not — ^the  fact  that  he 
and  his  hon.  Friends  would  be   oat- 
numbered  in  the  division  did  not  afleot 
the  principle  involved.     If  right  hot. 
Gentlemen  opposite  who  represented  the 
Government  wanted  to  flgore  before  the 
three  countries  as  honourable  men,  ai 
reasonable  men,  as  upright  men,  th«y 
shoidd,  instead  of   putting   the  Iriek 
Members  off  with  empty  phrases  and 
I  worthless  promises  in  a  m^UtTof  thi. 
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kind,  Agi^e  to  let  right  and  justice  be 
done.  They  should  act  upon  that  prin- 
ciple, which  was  the  best,  and  in  the  end 
the  cheapest,  whether  they  were  dealing 
with  an  Irish  or  any  other  question. 

Mb.  BIGGAEsaid,  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
Hibbert)  knew  very  well  that  he  (Mr. 
Biggar)  would  not  advocate  any  expen- 
diture of  public  money  unless  he  thought 
it  necessary.  He  approved  of  the  relief 
in  question  being  given  to  Ireland ;  but 
the  very  next  Yote  he  should  feel  it  his 
duty  to  oppose,  for  the  simple  reason 
that  the  money  was  absolutely  thrown 
away.  In  his  opinion,  the  Executive 
Government  very  often  assented  to 
money  being  given  for  unworthy  objects, 
while  they  refused  grants  for  purposes 
of  a  beneficial  character.  Earlier  in  the 
debate  it  was  stated  that  part  of  this 
Scotch  Vote  went  to  places  where  no 
turnpikes  had  e2dsted.  When  the  Turn- 
pike Votes  were  first  granted,  the  theory 
was  that  they  amounted  to  compensation 
for  what  might  be  called  vested  interests 
—compensation  to  those  people  who  in 
times  past  had  kept  up  the  roads.  It 
was  particularly  hard  upon  the  Irish 
people  that  they  should  get  no  part  of  the 
public  money,  because  they  bad  not  only 
made  the  main  roads  through  the  different 
counties,  but  supported  them  out  of  the 
pubhc  rates.  It  had  been  pointed  out 
that  the  turnpikes  in  Ireland  were  abo- 
lished 30  years  ago.  If  that  was  so, 
the  local  ratepayers  had  been  keeping 
the  roads  in  order  during  the  whole  of 
that  time.  In  some  counties  where 
turnpikes  did  not  exist  the  roads  were 
made,  in  the  first  instance,  by  the  rate- 
payers, and  afterwards  maintained  by 
them.  For  those  reasons  he  thought 
the  Government  ought  to  give  way  upon 
this  question,  and  thus  oo  justice.  If 
the  Government  would  take  the  advice 
of  the  Irish  Members  with  regard  to  the 
^nts  of  public  money  made  with  the 
mtention  of  being  expended  in  Ireland, 
they  could  effect  a  very  much  greater 
^ving  than  £40,000,  which  was  all  he 
and  his  hon.  Friends  asked.  All  they 
asked  was  that  simple  justice  should  be 
done  to  Ireland  with  regard  to  the  ques- 
tion of  local  taxation.  They  need  not 
go  into  the  question  of  general  taxation, 
though,  of  course,  if  they  did,  the  Irish 
Members  would  be  quite  prepared  to 
defend  their  position,  and  to  show  that 
instead  of  paying  too  little  to  the  £e- 


venue  of  the  country  Ireland  paid  more 
than  its  share.  That,  however,  was 
beside  the  question  of  subventions  in 
mitigation  of  local  rates.  The  House 
had  decided,  over  and  over  again,  that 
assistance  should  be  given  to  local  rates 
in  respect  of  disturnpiked  roads  in  Scot- 
land and  England.  All  that  was  now 
asked  was  that  the  same  assistance 
should  be  given  in  Ireland.  The  pro- 
position made  by  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
neU),  that  the  Government  shoiild  under- 
take to  bring  in  a  Supplementary  Esti- 
mate which  would  enable  them  to  give 
to  Ireland  in  the  future  the  same  relief 
given  to  England  and  Scotland,  was  a 
very  reasonable  and  fair  proposition, 
and  one  against  which  no  valid  argu- 
ment had  been  advanced. 

Mb.  HI66EET  said,  that  if  the  three 
countries  stood  upon  an  equality  in  point 
of  taxation  he  should  have  thought  that 
the  Irish  Members  had  shown  a  fair 
grievance.  But  the  three  countries  did 
not  stand  upon  an  equality.  Ireland 
was  not  taxed  to  the  same  extent  as 
England  or  Scotland.  ["  There  is  only 
the  Carriage  Tax !  "  and  **  Put  them 
on ! "  ]  Hon .  Members  demurred  to  that 
statement;  but,  at  the  same  time,  the 
fact  remained  that  Ireland  was  not  taxed 
in  the  same  way  as  England  or  Scotland. 
That  created  the  difficulty  there  was  in 
dealing  with  this  question.  In  the  first 
place,  the  House  Tax  did  not  apply  to 
Ireland.  It  might  be  said  that  if  it 
were  applied  to  Ireland  it  would  not 
produce  a  very  large  amount.  They 
were  'all  ^sorry  that  the  generality 
of  tenements  in  Ireland  were  of 
such  a  character  that  the  House  Tax 
would  not  yield  much  revenue.  Then 
there  was  the-  Carriage  Tax,  and  the 
other  taxes  imposed  upon  what  were 
called  luxuries,  which  did  not  apply  to 
Ireland — there  was  no  tax  upon  the 
employment  of  male  servants,  or  upon 
other  luxuries  of  that  kind.  When  the 
question  of  those  grants  in  aid  of  dis- 
turnpiked roads  was  before  the  House, 
there  was  a  proposal  made  by  the  then 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  the 
Carriage  Tax  in  England  and  Scotland 
should  be  increased  in  amount,  and  the 
reason  of  that  proposal  was  that  the 
Exchequer  should  be  able  to  recoup 
itself.  That  increased  tax  would  not 
have  applied  to  Ireland.  There  were 
several  other  taxes  not  of  so  large  an 
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amount  which  did  not  apply  to  Ireland. 
He  believed  the  Income  Tax  under 
Schedule  A  was  not  levied  at  so  high  a 
rate  in  Ireland  as  in  England.  On  those 
grounds  he  thought  he  was  fairly  justi- 
fied in  saying  that  the  three  countries  did 
not  stand  upon  an  equality.  He  was  quite 
prepared  to  admit  that  if  they  had  stood 
upon  an  equality  hon.  Gentlemen  from 
Ireland  would  have  been  perfectly  jus- 
tified in  saying  Ireland  had  not  been 
fairly  treated  as  compared  with  England 
and  Scotland.  The  Prime  Minister  had 
said  that  before  they  could  deal  with 
this  matter  they  must  consider  the  whole 
question  of  local  taxation  as  affecting 
England,  Ireland,  and  Scotland.  He, 
therefore,  did  not  think  hon.  Members 
were  justified  in  saying  that  what  the 
Prime  Minister  stated  really  amounted 
to  nothing.  He  (Mr.  Hibbert)  believed 
that  when  the  whole  question  was  con- 
sidered justice  would  be  done  to  Ireland 
as  well  as  to  other  parts  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  He,  therefore,  a^^ealed  to 
hon.  Members  from  Ireland  to  allow 
this  Vote  to  pass,  and  to  trust  to  the  re- 

?re6entations  which  would  be  made  to  the 
*rime  Minister  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster  (Mr.  Trevelyan),  and  by  him- 
self (Mr.  Hibbert),  and  other  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  had  been  present  during  the 
debate,  as  to  what  had  occurred.  The 
Government  had  a  duty  to  do  to  England 
and  Scotland,  and,  at  the  same  time,  they 
were  desirous  of  doing  justice  to  Ire- 
land. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Hibbert)  had  used  very  admir- 
able arguments,  from  his  point  of  view, 
for  getting  the  Vote  passed.  But  those 
arguments  did  not  influence  the  Irish 
Members  in  the  least.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  taunted  the  Irish  people 
upon  the  fact  that  they  did  not  want 
body  servants.  Who  wanted  body  ser- 
vants? The  Government  might  tax 
body  servants  as  much  as  they  pleased. 
None  of  the  Nationalist  Members  ever 
had  body  servants,  and  none  of  the 
people  they  represented  employed  body 
servants.  Again,  the  Gt)vemment  were 
not  sparing  the  peasant  class  in  Ireland 
if  they  did  not  put  on  the  House  Tax. 
Then,  it  was  said,  the  Irish  people  did 
not  pay  a  tax  on  carriages.  Who  kept 
carriages  in  Ireland  ?  There  were  not 
99  in  100  people  in  that  country  who 
indulged  in  a  carnage,  so  that  it  <K>uld 
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not  be  said  that  the  Gk>vemmeot  were 
sparing  the  people  of  Ireland  because 
they  did  not  put  a  tax  on  carriageB. 
Who  thanked  the  Gt>vemment?  The 
Government  might  put  a  tax  of  £1,000 
a-year  on  a  carriage  for  aught  he  cared. 
It  would  not  affect  the  mass  of  the 
people ;  it  would  not  affect  the  vast  ma- 
jority of  the  people  who  had  to  pay  for 
the  roads ;  and  therefore  such  arguments 
as  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Hibbeii) 
had  advanced  were  utterly  beside  the 
question.  The  Gbvemment  might,  if 
they  liked,  put  a  tax  upon  the  miserable 
shanties  of  Ireland,  upon  body  serrants, 
and  upon  carriages.  Who  stopped  them 
doing  so  ?  Those  were  the  absurdities 
to  which  Members  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons were  treated.  These  three  luxuries, 
which  in  no  way  affected  the  daily  Hres 
of  99-lOOths  of  the  people  of  Irdaod, 
were  made  an  excuse  for  not  giving  tiie 
people  the  relief  which  was  given  in 
England  and  Scotland.  Every£>dy  hid 
to  pay  for  the  roads ;  and  the  fact  thit 
that  was  so,  and  that  people  who  had 
carriages  got  off  without  paying  ibr 
them,  was  used  as  an  excuse  why  the 
country  should  be  treated  differently  to 
England  and  Scotland.  He  really  would 
advise  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  refraia 
from  indulging  in  such  argoments  as  he 
had  put  forward,  unless  he  wished  to 
figure  as  an  Artemus  Ward  or  a  Mark 
Twain.  The  contention  of  the  Lfi^ 
Members  was  very  simple.  Englaod 
was  receiving  something  like  £250,000 
a-year,  and  Scotland  £30,000  or  £40,000 
in  aid  of  the  roads,  while  the  Irish 
people  were  required  to  support  theirowi 
roads,  and  they  had  not  even  had  the 
pleasure  of  deducting  half  ^om  the 
landlords,  as  was  the  case  in  reeped  l» 
the  poor's  rates.  For  the  last  two  «r 
three  years,  he  and  his  hon.  Friends  had 
urged  on  the  Government  the  neoeoity 
for  redress  in  this  matter ;  but  smooesaife 
Secretaries  to  the  Treasury,  aooordingto 
their  humour,  had  indulged  in  the  same 
reasons  for  not  granting  it  At  the 
present  time  the  House  was  votiif 
£11,000,000  for  guns  and  sabres  with 
which  to  fight  Russia ;  they  were  spf*^ 
ing  thousands  of  pounds  upon  a  n^war 
in  the  Soudan ;  but  they  refbsad  thii 
just  claim  made  on  behalf  of  Irelaad. 
It  would  be  much  more  to  the  porpoep 
if,  instead  of  making  a  raHwaj  in  the 
Soudan,  the  Gk)vemment  were  to  art 
roads  in  Connaught    If  thej  did  that* 
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they  would  do  somethiDg  to  bring  the 
resources  of  oivilization  to  the  door  of 
thdr  own  subjects ;  and  that  was  one  of 
the  reasons  why  he  and  his  hon.  Friends 
objected  to  bloated  Estimates  on  the  one 
hand,  and  nig^rdly  payments  on  the 
other.    He  could  not  understand  why 
the  Irish  people  should  not  be  allowed 
to  enjoy  this  relief  in  common  with  the 
people  of  England.     Ireland  paid  the 
GoTemment    between  £7,000»000   and 
£8,000,000  sterling  per  annum,  and  yet 
it  was  quite  impossible  to  ascertain  what 
it  got  in  return,  owing  to  the  absurd  way 
in  which  the  Estimates  were  prepared. 
The  GoTemment  spent  their  money  in 
presents  to  the  Ameer  of  Afghanistan, 
and  now  they  were  going  to  war  on  ac- 
count of  a  miserable  dunghill  in  that 
country,  about  which  no  one  cared  a  pin ; 
but  they  refused  to  give  Ireland  £30,000 
or  £40,000  a-year,  which  was  required 
to  put  it  on  an  equality  with  England 
and  Scotland.     One  of  the  curses  of  Ire- 
land's dealings  with  England  was  that 
they  neyer  could  get  anybody  who  was 
actually  responsible  for  the  government 
of  the  country.     When  those  Estimates 
came  on  the  Irish  Secretary  sloped  ofif, 
and  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
was  not  in  his  place.     The  men  who 
ought  to  be  responsible  for  those  things 
were  not  present.    At  one  time  the  Irish 
Members  had  to  meet  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury*  at  another  time  the  Soli- 
citor General  for  Ireland,  at  another 
time  the  Chief  Secretary,   at  another 
time  the  Prime  Minister,  and  at  another 
time  the  Home  Secretary.  One  set  of  men 
dealt  with  them  on  one  set  of  affairs, 
and  another  set  of  men  on  another  set 
of    affairs;    the    Irish  Members  were 
shifted  from  one  person  to  another  until 
they  really  did  not  know  where  they 
stood.     The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Hibbert)  sug- 
ge^ed  earlier  in  the  evening  the  possi- 
bility of  meeting  this  difficulty  by  the 
abolition  of  the  Votes  for  England  and 
Scotland.    That  was  a  step  which  the 
Irish  Members  would  not  view  with  any 
satisfaction,  because,  by  taking  it,  the 
Government  would  simply  in j  are  the 
English  and  Scotch  taxpayers  without 
doing  the  Irish  taxpayers  any  beneGt. 
He  and  his  hon.  Friends  did  not  wish  to 
play  the  part  of  the  do^  in  the  manger ; 
what  they  preferred  to  do  was  to  share 
the  Impenal  boons  with  their  fellow- 
subjects  in  England  and  Scotland.    He 


hoped  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
would  see  his  way  to  say  that  this  mat- 
ter would  be  considered  in  relation  to 
the  contributions  of  Ireland  to  the  Im- 
perial Exchequer,  and  to  the  expendi- 
ture which  was  made  in  Ireland.  If 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  strike  what 
would  really  be  a  Oivil  Service  balance 
as  between  England,  Scotland,  and  Ire- 
land, apart  from  the  Military  and  Con- 
stabulary Expenditure,  he  would  find 
that  Ireland  was  treated  most  unjustly. 
Under  the  circumstances,  he  trusted  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  not  allow  him- 
self to  be  hampered  with  the  fact  that 
his  official  superiors  were  not  present  in 
the  House.  It  was  quite  true  that 
neither  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
nor  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  were 
present ;  but,  unfortunately,  they  were 
never  able  to  get  the  whole  bat- 
tery of  the  Treasury  Bench  present  at 
the  same  time  when  Irish  questions  were 
under  discussion.  They  withdrew  them- 
selves into  space,  and  they  only  got  one 
person  to  speak  to,  and  he,  however  dis- 
tinguished and  intellectual  he  might  be, 
was  always  obliged  to  say — **I  must 
consult  my  Colleagues.'*  They  never 
got  the  Cabinet,  en  bloc,  on  the  Front 
Ministerial  Bench,  so  as  to  secure  an 
opinion  from  them.  He  would  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  to  press  this 
matter  on  the  Government. 

Mb.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  said,  he  wished 
to  say  a  word  or  two  with  regard  to  the 
question  of  assessed  taxes  referred  to 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury.  It  would  be  a  positive 
ease  to  Ireland  if  those  assessed  taxes 
were  imposed  on  that  country.  Those  as- 
sessed taxes  were  a  twopenny-halfpenny 
matter  in  Ireland ;  but  they  were  invalu- 
able to  the  Government  as  an  a^  eap' 
tandum  argument  whenever  the  question 
of  the  relative  taxation  of  the  two  coun- 
tries cropped  up.  They  were  a  very 
trivial  matter  indeed,  and  did  not  really 
affect  the  argument  as  between  the  two 
countries  on  this  question.  The  wealth 
of  England  was  17  times  greater  than 
that  of  Ireland — or  was  on  a  recent  cal- 
culation, and  no  doubt  the  disproportion 
had  increased  rather  than  the  reverse  of 
late.  But  instead  of  England  paying  17 
parts  to  one  of  Imperial  taxation  it  paid 
only  nine  parts  to  one.  That  was  the 
brief  fact  of  the  case,  and  it  was  really  in 
no  way  affected  by  reference  to  this  small 
matter  of  assessed  taxes.  There  were  two 
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or  three  small  changes  which  might  be 
made  which  would  not,  however,  touch 
the  body  of  the  Irish  people,  and  which 
would  produce  a  result  hardly  worth 
mentioning.  He  was  astonished  to  see 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury — whose  honesty  they  all  re- 
cognized, and  whose  honour  and  honesty 
they  all  believed  in — producing,  as  an 
argument  at  the  Table  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  this  reference  to  these  miser- 
able assessed  taxes,  when  the  disparity 
between  the  taxation  of  the  two  countries 
was  so  great  as  it  was  at  present. 

Mb.  BIGOAB  said,  he  should  like  to 
say  a  word  or  two. 

The  CH AIEMAN  :  I  must  remark  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman  before  he  begins 
his  speech — for  I  do  not  wish  to  in- 
terrupt him  if  I  can  help  it — ^that  this 
discussion  on  the  Scotch  Vote  has  now 
been  continued  for  nearly  five  hours, 
and  that  the  hon.  Member  himself  has 
addressed  the  Committee  no  less  than 
six  times. 

Mr.  BIGGAE  said,  that  very  likely 
that  was  the  case;  but  he  had  been 
obliged  to  speak  so  often  because  the 
Government  would  not  listen  to  reason. 
If  they  would  not  listen  to  reason  it 
was  the  duty  of  hon.  Members  to  try 
and  make  them  do  so.  He  wished  to 
say  a  word  or  two  with  regard  to  the 
argument  of  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury. He  had  told  them  that  Ireland 
was  too  leniently  dealt  with. 

Mr.  HIBBERT  :  No  ;  I  said  it  had 
not  been  put  on  an  equality  with  Eng- 
land. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  :  Well,  had  not  been  put 
on  an  equality.  Ireland  was  less  taxed 
in  regard  to  the  three  particular  items 
pointed  out  than  England  was.  The 
three  items  were  the  tax  on  male  ser- 
vants, the  tax  on  carriages,  and  the  tax 
upon  houses.  Now,  if  he  might  make  a 
suggestion  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  before 
the  Budget  was  introduced,  he  would 
recommend  that  those  three  taxes  should 
be  fully  imposed  upon  Ireland.  He 
(Mr.  Biggar)  was  not  arguing  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  if  he  imposed 
those  three  taxes  upon  Ireland,  should 
be  even  asked  to  give  the  pledge  the 
Irish  Members  were  requesting  in  re- 
gard to  the  particular  Vote  they  were 
discussing.  The  people  who  would  have 
to  pay  those  taxes  were  people  the  ma- 
jonty  of  the  Irish  Members  did  not 
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care  about.  The  majority  of  the  Irish 
Members  spoke  on  behalf  of  the  giett 
mass  of  the  ratepayers  in  Ireland,  who 
would  not  have  to  pay  a  single  W.  if 
those  three  taxes  were  imposed ;  so  that, 
in  point  of  fact,  the  argument  of  the 
Government,  founded  upon  those  three 
taxes,  was  not  entitled  to  the  slightest 
amount  of  consideration.  |Then  there 
was  another  question  as  to  Irish  taxa- 
tion. It  was  notorious  that  the  prin- 
cipal beverage  of  the  Irish  people  was 
whisky  and  not  beer,  whidi  was  the 
great  drink  of  the  English.  It  was 
well  known  that,  according  to  alco- 
holic strength,  the  tax  on  whisky  was 
much  heavier  than  that  on  beer,  so  that 
the  unfortunate  people  of  Ireland  had  to 
pay  a  much  larger  sum  to  the  oonntiy 
on  the  alcoholic  drinks  they  used  thas 
the  English  people.  The  hon«  Member's 
argimient,  therefore,  went  for  nothing. 
The  Chairman  complained  that  they  had 
spent  so  much  time  on  this  Vote;  but 
whose  fault  was  it  ?  The  Front  Trea- 
sury Bench  was  to  blame  for  havng 
gone  into  all  sorts  of  questions  whici 
the  Irish  Members  had  had  no  idea  of 
bringing  into  the  consideration  of  the 
matter.  If  the  Government  had  met 
them  fairly,  and  had  said — "  Yon  aie 
suffering  an  injustice,  and  we  wiQ 
remedy  it,''  there  would  have  been  u 
end  to  the  whole  business ;  but,  1Iofb^ 
tunately,  the  Government  did  sot  do 
that.  They  had  instead  raised  a  dieeiis- 
sion  upon  man  servants  and  carziagea 
With  regard  to  carriages,  he  had  el- 
ways  been  of  opinion  that  if  a  nai 
wanted  his  business  well  done  it  wtmU 
be  very  much  better  to  hire  a  horse  and 
conveyance  than  keep  one  of  his  ova. 
It  did  not  add  to  his  personal  dignity 
so  much ;  but  if  ho  wished  to  travel  asf 
distance  it  was  unquestionably  betto*  to 
hire  a  horse  and  machine  to  take  his 
than  to  use  one  of  his  own.  This  qnei- 
tion  was  not  much  to  the  point  perhaps 
but  it  had  been  introduced  by  the  i^o- 
vemment.  He  really  would  impress  « 
the  Government  the  desirability  of  lay- 
ing taxes  on  those  three  items.  Thsf 
would  by  that  means  do  away  wi*^ 
the  cry  of  future  Secretaries  to  ihs 
Treasury  when  the  Irish  Votes  «a»e 
on  that  Ireland  was  treated  with  pe^ 
tiality,  and  would  narrow  and  leeea 
the  amount  of  labour  the  hon.  Membtf 
(Mr.  Hibberti  or  his  succesaon  had  u 
perform. 
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Mb.  PAENELL  said,  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers had  occupied  a  considerable  time  in 
the  discussion  of  this  question,  because 
it  was  a  question  of  considerable  im- 
portance to  them,  involving,  as  it  did, 
payments  by  those  they  represented 
amounting  to  £40,000  or  £50,000  in  aid 
of  English  and  Scotch  rates,  whilst 
those  who  paid  it  had  no  voice  in  its 
disposaL  As  Ireland  was  a  very  poor 
country,  inhabited  by  very  poor  people, 
the  Irish  Members  felt  that,  in  view  of 
the  very  extraordinary  attitude  of  the 
Government,  they  would  not  have  done 
justice  to  their  constituents,  or  those  they 
represented  here,  without  dwelling  at 
some  considerable  length — at,  perhaps, 
unusually  great  length— on  the  subject. 
He  did  not  augur  from  the  statements 
which  had  been  made  either  by  the 
PHme  Minister,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy,  or  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury, that  they  were  really  going  to  do  a 
just  and  fair  thing  in  connection  with 
this  matter.  They  had  scarcely  at- 
tempted to  dispute  the  justice  of  the 
claim  of  the  Irish  Members.  They  had 
scarcely  attempted — ^from  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister, who  had  appeared  to  admit  even 
the  justice  of  the  claim,  to  the  right  hon. 
(Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
— to  bring  forward  any  valid  argument 
against  the  claim  of  the  Irish  Members. 
There  were  very  few  two-wheel  or  four- 
wheel  carriages  in  Ireland,  consequently 
the  Government  had  never  considered  it 
worth  their  while  to  put  a  tax  on  those 
articles  of  luxury.  They  were  perfectly 
welcome  to  put  a  tax  on  then  to-morrow 
80  far  as  the  great  majority  of  the  Irish 
people  were  concerned.  The  Gbvem- 
ment  were  attempting  to  put  off  this 
question  until  the  whole  question  of 
local  government  came  to  be  dealt  with. 
The  Irish  Members  could  not  accept 
that  as  a  satisfactory  answer ;  and  they 
were  bound  to  say  that  on  this  occasion 
they  could  not  describe  their  action  as 
anything  less  than  an  attempt  to  rob  the 
Insh  people  out  of  a  large  sum  of  money 
every  year  without  giving  "them  any 
equivalent  in  return.  The  Government 
had  not  sought  to  defend  the  attempt. 
They  admitted  that  things  ought  to  be 
equal  as  between  the  T^ee  Kingdoms. 
II  they  admitted  that,  why  did  they  not 
make  things  equal?  They  said  that, 
at  some  future  time,  they  would  do  it 
when^  they  came  to  consider  the  larger 
questions.    But  this  little  question  had 


been  looming  before  the  House  for 
many  years,  and  the  Irish  Members 
did  not  know  when  it  would  be  con- 
sidered. Meanwhile  this  injustice  and 
inequality  was  going  on.  Already  the 
Kingdoms  of  England  and  Scotland 
had  obtained  something  like  £800,000 
as  Imperial  contribution  in  aid  of  local 
rates,  whilst  Ireland  had  not  obtained  a 
single  \d.  He  should  have  thought  that  a 
Government,  such  as  that  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  when  ithad  been  dearly  shown 
that  Ireland  was  suffering  an  injustice, 
would  have  been  only  too  ready  to  come 
forward  and  say  that  though  it  might 
necessitate  a  re-arrangement  of  their 
finances,  yet  that  they  would  not  allow 
a  single  moment  to  pass  by  before  re- 
medying the  inequality.  The  present 
case  was  similar  to  that  involved  in  the 
Boyal  Irish  Constabulary  Kedistribution 
Bill,  which  had  passed  through  that 
House  and  had  reached  the  other  House. 
An  admitted  inequality  and  injustice 
had  been  exposed,  and  the  Gt>vemment 
had  not  put  forward  any  valid  argument 
— which  even  they  themselves  claimed 
as  valid — against  the  statements  of  the 
Irish  Members ;  therefore  he  said  their 
consciences  certainly  ought  not  to  be  at 
ease  until  they  had  introduced  a  Supple- 
mentary Estimate  for  the  purpose  of  re- 
medying this  gross  inequality. 

Mb.  HIBBEET  said,  he  would  only 
say  one  word  in  reply  to  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell),  and  it  was  that  he  could 
not  agree  with  him  in  his  statement  that 
the  English  and  Scotch  taxpayers  ap- 
peared to  be  robbing  the  poor  of  Ire- 
land. He  must  say  that  he,  for  one — 
and  he  was  sure  the  feeling  was  enter- 
tained by  everyone  connected  with  the 
Government — had  a  strong  desire,  in 
dealing  with  this  question,  to  avoid 
doing  any  injustice  to  the  Irish  people. 
At  the  same  time,  he  thought  the  Irish 
Members  had  been  right  in  bringing  on 
that  discussion.  For  his  own  part,  he 
could  only  promise  that  he  would  lay 
before  the  Prime  Minister  and  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  the  suggestions 
of  the  Irish  Members  as  to  the  taxa- 
tion in  Ireland,  and  see  if  any  means 
could  be  adopted  for  the  purpose  of 
arriving  at  a  proper  solution  of  the 
question. 

CoLONSL  NOLAN  said,  he  had  been 
anxious  to  see  the  debate  confined  to 
the  subject  of  the  Vote.    The  Ministry 
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had  raised  collateral  issues  ;  but  so  had 
the  hon.   Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar).    The  question  was 
not  so  much  as  to  the  amount  of  money 
raised  in  Ireland,  but  the  amount  spent 
in  it.    Ireland  sent  over  a  surplus  every 
year  which  was  spent  in  England,  and 
that  was  their  grievance.    It  did  not 
matter  how  much  money  was  raised  in 
a  country  if  that  money  was  spent  in  it ; 
but  the  money  raised  in  Ireland  was  not 
spent  in  it,  and  that  was  always  the  case 
in  one  country  subject  to  another  hav- 
ing the  power  and  arms.    The  greatest 
injury  which  could  be  done  to  a  country 
was  to  tax  it  heavily,  and  then  spend  the 
money  raised  in  the  form  of  taxation 
out  of  it.    That  was  what  the  Govern- 
ment were  doing  in  Ireland.     The  hon. 
Member  for  Cavan  had  taken  up  a  weak 
position.      They  might  tax  two-horse 
carriages  in  Ireland  as  much  as  they 
liked,  and  they  might  put  on  drays  and 
four- horse    conveyances   10  times    the 
amount  of  tax  that  was  charged  in  Eng- 
land if  they  liked;  but  he  was  not  anxious 
to  see  the  one-horse  conveyances  taxed. 
Those  general  grievances  had  not  been 
raised  to  any  extent  by  him,  his  great 
grievance  being  thatlreland  was  heavily 
taxed,  and  the  money  raised  was  spent 
•in  England.  It  became  outrageous  when 
England  took  money  from  Ireland  and 
spent  it  on  English  roads,   and  made 
Ireland  pay  for  her  own  roads  herself. 
He  had  always  looked  upon  this  as  a 
remarkable  instance  of  the  general  policy 
of  the  system  of  taxation  carried  on  in 
Ireland.    That  policy  was  wrapped  up 
in  accounts,  but  it  was  easy  to  discover 
the  plan  pursued.    Ireland  sent  over  to 
this  country  £1,500,000,  or  £2,000,000 
a-year,  and  that  he  had  proved  before 
now  by  the  Eeturns  he  had  received. 
Amounts  that  were  described  as  having 
been  spent  in  Ireland  were  frequently — 
as  in  the  case  of  the  soldiers — found  to 
be  fallacious.    When  £1,000,000  was 
put  down  as  being  spent  by  the  military, 
the  fact  was  that  the  amount  distributed 
was  only  about  £600,000.    It  was  only 
in  rations,  &c.,  that  the  money  was  spent, 
the  money  for  the  arms  and  equipments 
of  the  men  going  to  England,  where  the 
articles  were  obtained.    There  was  no 
doubt    about  it  that  the    money  was 
sucked  out  of  Ireland  and  spent  in  Eng- 
land, and  that  was  a  glaring  ii^usdce 
that  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  would  do 
well  to  rectify. 

Colonel  Nolan 


Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayee  78; 
Noes  26 :  Majority  52.  —  (Div.  liit. 
No.  125.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed* 

*<That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £191,764,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year 
on  the  31st  day  of  March  1886,  for  the  Ei 
Kepairs,  and  Maintenance  of  the  several  PaUic 
Buildings  under  the  Department  of  the  Com* 
missioners  of  Public  Works  in  Ireland*  and  for 
the  Erection  of  Fishery  Piers,  and  the  Maia- 
tenance  of  certain  Parks,  Harbonri,  and  Navi- 
gations.*' 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  he  wished  to 
address  the  Committee  upon  one  pomt 
in  connection  with  this  Yota;  and  he 
thought  the  Committee  would  be  glad 
to  know  that  the  Irish  Members,  who 
had    been    objecting   to   English    and 
Sootch  Votes  because  sufficient  moncj 
was  not  spent  in  Ireland,  now  desired  to 
saye  a  certain  sum  expended  in  Ireluid 
-^namely,    the    £3,000    spent   on  tho 
Ulster  Canal.    Not  only  did  the  Iiitk 
Members  wish  to  save  the  Treasury  this 
expenditure,  but  the  £4,000  or  £5,000 
in  addition  which  would  probably  bt 
asked  for.    He  had  neyer  been  able  to 
make  out  why  the  Government  should 
incur  this  expenditure.    They  not  only 
put  the  Vote  down,  but  also  Imrngbt 
forward    a  Bill  on   the  subject;   ud 
whenever  the  Bill  came  on,  every  Jikk 
Member  who  knew  anything  about  ths 
matter  objected  to  the  expenditure,  mmt 
told  them  so — told  them  that,  so  £ar  at 
he  could  see,  it  was  a  useless  expendi- 
ture,  and  that  the  whole  thing  was  a 
job.    The  Bill  had  been  put  down  night 
after   night.     He    was  convinoed--h* 
could  read  it  as  plainly  as  he  could  n&L 
anything  in  the  House  of  Commaas — 
that  the  (Government  intended  to  sl^  tt 
through    some    night    when   the  Ixuh 
Members  were  not  present.    And  why 
they  proposed  to  spend  the  money  wet 
this — The  Government  issued  a  Boyii 
Commission  some  years  ago  to  inqvii» 
into  the  Ulster  Canal,  whidi  Cooub*- 
sion  consisted  of  eight  Oeatlemea,  tamr 
Irish   Members    of   Pariiament,   Jjmi 
Mounteagle,   and  Bepresentatives 
the  FubUc  Offices.    One  gentleman 
sent  to  represent  theTreasoiy- 
who  had  been  engaged  in  inigntiar 
land  in  India,  and  had  been  couectcd 
with  hydraulic  works  inthat  eootty. 
Well,  the  seven   Irish 
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sent  in  a  Beport,  to  the  effect  that  the 
Ulster  Canal  was  useless,  that  it  was  a 
yeij  heavy  expense,  and  that  it  would 
be  well  to  sell  it,  or  otherwise  get  rid  of 
it,  to  save  the  amount  it  was  costing. 
That  was  theadvice  of  the  seven  Irishmen. 
Six  were  present  when  the  Beport  was 
agreed  to.  The  seventh  happened  to  be 
away ;  but  he  (Colonel  Nolan)  believed 
he  was  of  the  same  opinion.  He  was 
not,  however,  so  sure  of  him  as  he  was 
of  the  other  six.  The  eighth  Commis- 
sioner— the  officer  representing  the  Trea- 
sury— ^had  no  local  knowledge  and  no 
political  position,  though  of  high  rank 
in  the  Axmy.  Well,  this  gentleman  sent 
in  an  adverse  Beport,  stating  that  the 
Oovemment  had  spent  so  much  money 
on  the  Canal  that  it  would  be  a  pity  to 
let  it  go  to  waste.  The  Oovemment  had 
chosen  to  take  the  advice  of  this  gentle- 
man, and  had  decided  not  to  sell  the 
Canal,  but  to  give  it  away — to  spend 
jB3,000  on  it  to  put  it  in  a  state  of  re- 
pair, and  then  give  it  away.  He  (Colonel 
5^olan)  did  not  think  £3,000  would  be 
enough  to  do  what  the  Government  pro- 
posed to  do,  and  he  was  strongly  of  opi- 
nion that  £1,000  or  £2,000  more  would 
be  reouired.  All  this  outlay  would  be 
wasted .  The  whole  of  the  Commissioners, 
with  the  exception  of  the  one  he  had 
mentioned,  believed  that  this  expenditure 
would  be  simply  so  much  money  wasted. 
Every  Irishman  upon  the  Commis- 
sion was  against  it.  The  Government, 
however,  had  got  a  fancy  into  their 
head,  and  they  sent  down  a  Bepresen- 
tative  from  the  Treasury,  who  took  a 
ikncy  to  expend  a  sum  of  money.  The 
Oonunission  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  inland  navigation  of  Ireland  was  of 
very  little  use;  and  in  a  great  many 
cases,  such  as  the  Lower  Bann  and  the 
Shannon,  it  was  positively  hurtful.  The 
Commission  were  very  strong  about  the 
Lower  Bann,  and  terribly  strong  about 
the  Shannon,  and  the  majority  of  the 
Commissioners  thought  they  would  leave 
it  to  the  Board  of  Works,  believing  that 
there  was  a  strong  case  for  considering 
drainage  in  the  case  of  the  Shannon, 
bat  none  at  all  to  any  extent  for  navi- 
gation. The  Government  were  spend- 
ing their  money  everywhere  in  keeping 
up  these  ridiculous  navigation  works; 
but  they  knew  the  matter  ought  to  be 
inquired  into,  and  therefore  they  ap- 
pointed this  Commission,  who  went  dead 
against  them,  and  gave  them  a  strong 


Beport,  which  would  have  saved  their 
money.  He  remembered  an  observation 
that  was  once  made  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Newcastle  (Mr.  Joseph  Cowen)  that 
the  first  thing  to  do  with  Ireland  was  to 
dry  it.  That,  no  doubt,  was  a  very 
usefal  thing ;  but  here  the  Government 
were  keeping  up  this  waste  of  money, 
and  they  would  not  take  the  advice  of 
Irishmen  on  the  subject.  They  were 
still  going  to  have  a  good  many  thou- 
sands of  pounds  spent  upon  this  busi- 
ness 

Mb.  T.  a.  DICKSON  said,  he  had 
the  pleasure  and  honour  of  being  one 
of  [the  Boyal  Commissioners  ^ho  were 
appointed  to  inquire  into  this  question, 
of  which  body  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Galway  (Colonel  Nolan) 
was  also  a  Member.  The  Commis- 
sioners travelled  over  a  g^eat  deal  of 
ground  in  Ireland  in  connection  with 
these  canals.  The  Boyal  Commission 
reported,  in  reference  to  this  Canal, 
that,  in  their  opinion,  no  public  money 
should  be  expended  upon  it ;  and  they 
recommended  that  the  Canal,  and  all 
the  property  attached  to  it,  should,  as 
soon  as  possible,  be  offered  for  sale  to 
the  pubHo,  for  they  could  not  doubt 
that  if  there  was  a  fair  prospect  of  its 
being  profitable,  its  value  would  easily 
be  understood  and  appreciated  by  the 
prosperous  towns  in  the  North  of  Ire- 
land, and  it  would  be  readily  purchased 
and  put  into  working  order,  and  there 
need  be  no  hesitation  in  disposing  of  it, 
so  that  it  might  be  turned  to  some  use- 
ful account.  That  was  the  Beport  of 
the  Commissioners.  He  wished  to  call 
attention  to  one  fact — ^that  in  the  five 
years  up  to  1880,  the  average  receipts 
from  the  46  miles  of  this  Canal  amounted 
to  only  £55  per  year,  whilst  the  annual 
expenditure  incurred  in  keeping  the 
Canal  in  order,  and  paying  the  wages 
of  the  lock-keepers,  amounted  to  £1,153, 
leaving  a  deficit  of  £1,098  a-year  for 
keeping  up  what  was  admitted,  by  every 
Member  of  the  Boyal  Commission,  to  be 
a  useless  navigation.  What  happened 
in  1865  ?  The  Canal  was  lying  derelict, 
and  the  Board  of  Works,  in  order  to 
give  it  a  new  trial,  did  that  which  pro- 
duced £55  of  tolls  per  annum.  One 
member  of  the  Board  of  Works  said 
that  after  they  had  spent  an  extra  sum 
of  £22,000  upon  it,  the  traffic  remained 
n«7,  although  the  tolls  were  not  more 
than  haXi  those  imposed  by  the  Grand 
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Canal  and  the  Boyal  Canal.    Now,  he 
thought  the  common  sense  of  the  Com- 
mittee, and  the  intelligence  of  any  man 
in  this  House  who  had  any  idea  of  busi- 
ness, would  recognize  the  fact  that  there 
never  was  a  grosser  case  of  expending 
public  money  in  an  utterly  useless  man- 
ner; and  he  would  ask  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Hibbert) 
if  he  had  read  the  Eeport  of  the  Koyal 
Commission    and    the    evidence    upon 
which  that   Beport  was  based?     He 
would  also  ask  what  was  the  use  of  ap- 
pointing Koyal  Commissions  and  send- 
ing them  to  Ireland  to  report  on  ques- 
tions of  this  kind,  if  then,  after  they 
had  gone  over  the  whole  ground  and 
sat  for  weeks  and  months,  and  given  a 
Beport  to  that  House,  not  a  single  one 
of  their  recommendations  was    to    be 
acted  upon?     He  asked  the  Secretary 
of  the  Lagan  Navigation,  who  was  one 
of  the  witnesses   before  the  Commis- 
sioners, whether  that  nayigation  would 
take  this  Canal,  and  the  Secretary  re- 
plied— **  Not  unless  the  Board  of  Works 
expend  some  £10,000   or  £12,000  in 
putting  it  into  proper  order."     Well, 
why  should  £240,000  of  public  money 
be  handed  over  to  the  Lagan  Naviga- 
tion without  1«.  of  purchase?    He  did 
not  object  to  giving  them  the  Canal; 
but  why  should  that  gift  be  accompanied 
by  £12,000  more  in  money  ?    One  diflfi- 
culty  of  the  Ulster  Navigation  was  that 
the  looks  upon  its  Canal  were  not  of  the 
same    dimensions  or    capacity  as    the 
other  locks  upon  the  Lag^an  or  Tyrone 
Navigation.     He  would   say,  give  the 
Canal  over  to  the  Lagan  Navigation, 
and  so  save  the  expenditure  of  £1,100 
a-year ;  but  they  should  not  throw  away 
£12,000  besides.    They  tried  the  same 
experiment  in  1865,  and  spent  £22,000. 
He  was  quite  certain  that  if  the  Com- 
mittee  considered    this    question  they 
would  reduce  this  Vote  by  £3,000.    He 
had  no  wish  that  this  continued  and 
useless  expenditure  of  £1,200  a-year 
shoidd  go  on  year  after  year.  The  Trea- 
sury should  offer  the  Canal  for   sale. 
They  did  so  before,  as  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  (Colonel   Nolan)   very 
well  knew ;  but  how  did  they  offer  it  ? 
They  embarrassed    it  with   conditions 
which  nobody  would  accept.     If  it  was 
offered  for  sale  to-morrow  uncondition- 
ally, there  would  be  buyers,  and  he 
ventured  to  say  that  £10,000  would  be 
given  for  it  for  the  value  of  the  ground, 
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and  the  houses,  and  the  other  things 
about  it.  But  it  must  be  offered  without 
the  conditions  which  were  imposed  be- 
fore. It  should  be  offered  for  sale  is 
the  open  market,  and  he  would  venture 
to  say  that,  if  the  Lagan  Navigation  did 
not  buy,  private  enterprize  would  step 
in  and  give  a  fair  price  for  it.  But  no* 
thing  could  be  more  insane  than  to  fol- 
low up  the  expenditure  already  incarred 
by  spending  £12,000  more,  when  all  the 
previous  expenditure  had  hitherto  been 
useless.  He  should  certainly  oppose  the 
Vote,  as  he  should  also  oppose  the 
Bill. 

Mb.  TOTTENHAM  said,  that  he  alio 
was  a  Member  of  the  Boyal  CommissieB 
which  had  been  referred  to.  He  was 
not  aware,  until  he  entered  the  Hoose, 
that  this  matter  was  going  to  be  under 
consideration,  and  he  was  rather  in  the 
dark  as  to  what  had  oocurred,  for  he 
had  only  just  come  in.  But  certainlj 
his  recoUection  of  the  matter  agreed  en- 
tirely with  that  of  the  two  hon.  Membcn 
who  had  last  spoken.  The  Commie- 
sioners  were  quite  unanimous  as  to  the 
entire  uselessness  of  the  Canal,  and  thej 
reported  accordingly  that  it  should  be 
given  up.  He  could  not  for  the  life  d 
him  understand  what  the  £12,000  wti 
now  going  to  be  spent  upon  the  GsbiI 
for.  He  should  be  glad  to  hear  whit 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  had  to  say — perhape  there  vai 
some  argument  to  use  which  he  (Kr. 
Tottenham)  had  not  yet  heard — but  if 
that  were  not  the  case,  he  ahoold  oer 
tainly  support  the  reduction  of  the  Tote, 
if  for  no  other  reason  that  thia — ^that  he 
could  not  see  what  was  the  object  d 
getting  a  Boyal  Commission  to  inmsti- 
gate  the  question  of  this  Canal,  and  to 
devote  a  great  deal  of  time  and  attes- 
tion  to  the  matter,  if  all  their  effozti 
and  recommendations  were  to  be  m 
utterly  and  entirely  disregarded  in  the 
end. 

Mb.  BIOGAB  said,  the  Committee 
had  now  been  addressed  by  three  Mcgh 
bers  of  the  Boyal  Commission,  vho 
spoke  of  proceedings  not  at  a  vay  re- 
mote date,  for  it  was  only  some  fovr 
years  since  the  Commissionera  startid 
on  their  labours.  In  point  of  fact,  it 
was  only  about  two  years  ago  that  they 
reported  in  the  most  direct  form  agaiaiit 
this  proposition ;  and  not  only  was  that 
the  case,  but  if  thia  grant  were  nade^ 
and  the  Bill  oonnected  with   it  weft 
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passed,  the  result  would  be  that  it 
would  be  perfectly  impossible  to  lower 
Lough  Neagh  to  such  a  depth  as  would 
be  required.  The  whole  thing  would  be 
a  most  egregious  blunder.  The  Canal 
had  cost  £130,000  of  public  money  al- 
ready, and  what  happened  was  this — 
that  the  parties  who  borrowed  the 
money  did  not  give  any  reasonable  or 
personal  security.  If  they  asked  Mr. 
Kobinson,  one  of  the  Directors  of  the 
Company,  to  give  a  special  guarantee 
for  the  payment  of  the  money,  they 
would  precious  soon  find  that  no  money 
would  be  taken.  This  Canal,  in  times 
past,  had  been  able  to  do  very  little 
work,  and  yet  it  was  a  Canal  on  the 
security  of  which  they  proposed  to  lend 
a  sum  of  £10,000;  and  not  only  that, 
but  the  Ulster  Bailway  was  in  competi- 
tion with  it;  and,  in  addition  to  that, 
there  was  a  Bill  in  Parliament  this  very 
Session,  promoted  by  the  Great  Northern 
Hallway,  by  which  they  hoped  to  be 
able  to  put  themselves  in  communication 
with  this  district,  and  to  take  coals  and 
heavy  goods  at  a  substantially  less  rate 
than  they  were  ever  able  to  do  before, 
for,  formerly,  they  carried  their  goods 
from  the  quays  to  the  goods  station ; 
whereas  now,  if  this  Bill  passed,  their 
trucks  would  go  alongside  the  vessels, 
and  the  result  would  be  that  they  would 
be  able  to  make  the  position  of  the 
Ulster  Canal  much  more  untenable  than 
it  was  at  present.  There  was  another 
canal  in  the  neighbourhood  which  only 
paid  li  per  cent  dividend  to  its  share- 
holders, and  that  not  upon  the  original 
expenditure  upon  the  undertaking,  but 
upon  the  remarkably  small  sum  which 
the  canal  cost  its  present  owners.  What 
really  woidd  happen  if  they  gave  this 
£10,000  now  was  this—that  the  money 
would  be  spent,  and  then  the  people 
would  goto  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
and  they  would  intrigue,  and  they  would 
lie,  and  they  would  get  a  further  credit 
from  a  future  Parliament  upon  the  pre- 
tence of  this  want  of  communication 
in  the  North  of  Ireland ;  while  all  the 
time  they  would  take  very  good  care  not 
to  work  the  Canal  at  all,  and  would 
•imply  pocket  the  money. 

Mb.  COURTNEY  said,  he  thought 
he  might,  perhaps,  be  allowed  to  offer 
an  observation  or  two  upon  this  unfor- 
tunate Canal,  the  misfoitunes  of  which 
would  not  surprise  anybody  who  had 
been  connected  with  the  Treasury.     But 

VOL.  OCXCVn.    [thiep  sebies.] 


he  did  not  recognize,  in  the  statements 
that  had  just  been  made,  any  absolutely 
complete  account  of  the  facts  of  the 
Canal.  It  was  perfectly  true  that  the 
Commissioners  recommended  that  this 
Canal  should  be  sold  ;  but  their  first  re- 
commendation was  that  it  should  be 
sold  as  a  canal;  and  even  as  to  that 
there  was  a  dissentient  member  of 
the  Commission  —  a  gentleman  named 
Dickins. 

Colonel  NOLAN:  Yes;  not  an 
Irishman,  but  representing  the  Trea- 
sury. 

Mb.  COURTNEY:  He  might  not 
have  been  an  Irishman,  but  he  was  not 
officially  connected  with  the  Treasury, 
and  he  was  in  favour  of  the  Canal  beiug 
kept  up.  There  had  of  late  years  been  a 
considerable  modification  of  the  opinion 
which  prevailed  a  few  years  ago  in  re- 
ference to  canals.  At  one  time  there 
was  a  movement  in  favour  of  their  ab- 
sorption by  railways ;  but  nowthey  were 
looked  upon  as  good  checks  upon  rail- 
ways. The  first  recommendation  was 
that  the  Canal  should  be  sold  as  a 
canal.  He  was  aware  that  a  proposition 
had  also  been  made  to  break  up  the 
Canal ;  and  as  to  that,  there  was  a  con- 
siderable objection  made  to  it  by  hon. 
Members  from  Ireland  when  it  was  pro- 
posed. [Colonel  Nolan  :  A  very  small 
body  of  them.]  The  Colleague  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  himself  raised 
an  objection,  and  other  hon.  Members 
did  so  also.  As  to  selling  the  under- 
taking as  a  canal,  that  was  what  the 
Treasury  attempted  to  do  ;  but  they  dis- 
covered that  they  could  not  find  a  pur- 
chaser— nobody  would  make  an  offer. 
Then  came  the  consideration,  should 
they  make  any  other  efforts  to  release 
themselves  from  the  Canal ;  and  the 
Lagan  Company  offered  to  buy  it,  if 
a  certain  sum  were  spent  to  put  it  iato 
a  condition  for  use,  which  sum  they 
agreed  to  pay  by  annual  instalments. 
This  sum,  therefore,  was  not  a  gift — it 
was  a  sum  to  be  repaid  by  the  Lagan 
Company ;  and  it  was,  after  all,  a  good 
bargain  for  the  Treasury,  for  the  money 
would  be  repaid  by  annuity,  and  the 
Treasury,  would  be  relieved  from  all 
further  responsibility.  As  to  the  secu- 
rity of  the  Lagan  Company,  it  was  a 
Company  which  realized  a  dividend. 
[An  hon.  Membeb:  Yes,  of  IJ^  per 
cent.]  He  thought  it  was  2  per  cent ; 
but,   at    all   events,   it  was  sufficients 
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Their  sorplns  was  quite  sufficient  to 
repay  the  annuity  which  they  would 
have  to  repay,  so  that  the  arrangement 
under  the  Bill,  which  would  have  be- 
come law  had  it  not  been  for  the  oppo- 
sition of  Irish  Members  opposite,  would 
have  been  this — that  the  Treasury  would 
have  been  relieved  from  the  expense  of 
£1,100  a-year ;  and  though  they  would 
have  incurred  a  fresh  outlay  to  put  the 
Canal  in  order,  that  amount  woidd  have 
been  repaid.  From  the  point  of  view  of 
Irishmen,  the  Canal  would  have  been 
kept  in  working  order  as  a  check  upon 
the  competition  of  the  railways.  They 
all  knew  the  sort  of  complaints  of  which 
80  much  had  been  heard  of  late  on  the 
subject  of  railway  rates ;  and  it  was  no 
small  gain  to  a  country,  if  they  could 
get  an  independent  Company  to  keep  a 
canal  in  working  order,  and  operating 
as  a  check  upon  the  railways.  From 
the  point  of  view  of  the  present  Com- 
mittee, the  agreement  entered  into  with 
the  Lagan  Company  was  economical, 
and  would  have  been  adopted  but  for 
the  opposition  he  had  described ;  and  in 
that  way  the  Treasury  and  Parliament 
would  have  been  relieved  from  an  an- 
nual charge,  and  the  repayment  of  the 
money  advanced  would  have  been  se- 
cured. He  had  not  heard  anything  to- 
night, nor  did  he  hear  anything  last 
year,  which  really  suggested  a  well- 
founded  doubt  about  the  matter. 

Mb.  ABTHUE  O'CONNOR  said,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down 
fMr.  Courtney)  had  stated  that  the  hon. 
U-entlemen  who  preceded  him  (Colonel 
Nolan,  Mr.  T.  A.  Dickson,  and  Mr. 
Tottenham)  had  given  a  very  incomplete 
account  of  the  proceedings  in  regard  to 
this  matter — that  they  had  left  out  some 
items  in  the  Estimates  which  ought  to  be 
taken  into  consideration.  But  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  himself  given  a  very  in- 
complete account  of  the  scheme  which 
was  proposed.  One  part  of  the  busi- 
ness was  that  there  was  an  annual  sum 
of  over  £1,000  in  connection  with  this 
Canal  taken  under  an  Act  of  Parliament, 
and  it  would  require  another  Act  of 
Parliament  to  alter  the  present  arrange- 
ment. The  Ulster  Canal  was  perfectly 
worthless  as  a  going  concern.  It  in- 
volved a  dead  loss  every  year,  as  had 
already  been  pointed  out.  The  Treasury 
wished  to  get  rid  of  that  annual  charge 
of  over  £1,000,  and  they  proposed  to 
tell  this  Canal  to  the  Lagan  Navigation 
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Company.     But  there  would  be  ibso- 
lutely  no  security  at  all  for  the  £12,000 
which,  in  that  event,  would  have  to  be 
expended  to  enable  the  Lagan  Nivigt- 
tion  Company  to  make  the  Canal  a  pay- 
ing concern ;  and  in  the  very  Bill  wiiidi 
the  Government  last  year  introduced  to 
sanction  the  proposed  arrangement  there 
was  a  provision  Uiat,  in  case  the  £12,000, 
or  any  part  of  it,  was  not  enough,  the 
Treasury  should  again  assume  the  posi- 
tion of  mortgagees  of  the  Canal;  and, 
therefore,  they  had  no  security  at  all, 
except  the  security  of  the  Canal  its^, 
that  the  Lagan  Navigation  Compaoj 
would  ever  repay  the  sum  for  which  they 
became  indebted  to   the  Government 
He  maintained  that  that  was  a  most  ridi- 
culous arrangement.    They  would  get 
rid  of  a  charge  of  over  £1, 100  a-yetr  on 
the  Estimates;  but,  in  order  to  do  that, 
they  would  have  to  undertake  to  make 
an  outlay  of  £1 2,000.    They  affected  to 
consider  that  they  would  have  a  secnritj 
for  that  sum  in  the  Lagan  Navigation 
Company,  which  undertook  to  take  ^e 
Caned  over;  but  the  only  security wu 
this— that  when  they  had  paid  £13,000, 
they  would  have  the  Canal  itself  in  case 
the  mortgagors  failed  to  discharge  their 
liability.     They  would  be  in  a  wone 
position  than  before,  because  they  wonld 
have  expended  £12,000  which  there  was 
no  necessity  for  expending  at  alL  Sinoe 
he  had  had  the  honour  of  a  seat  in  Pu- 
liament,  he  had  raised  his  voice  eveiy 
year  against  the  system  of  these  naviga- 
tion arrangements  in  Ireland.     Hoa. 
Members  might    not  understand  that 
there  was,  from  Coleraine  in  the  North 
of  Ireland,   down  to  Limerick  in  the 
South,  a  system  of  water  conunoniea- 
tion ;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  it  was 
only  nominal,  not  real.     It  was  sop- 

Sosed  to  connect  the  North  with  the 
outh  by  means  of  Lough  Neaghand 
certain  other  loughs  and  canals;  bst» 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  one  canal  in  that 
chain  was  altogether  non-existent.  One 
of  the  so-called  canals  was  not  a  ctaal 
at  all — ^he  doubted  very  much  whethe 
there  was  any  water  in  it,  but  certainly 
there  was  no  boat  at  all  upon  it  Thert 
was  no  system  of  navigation  aloof 
that  line  at  all,  and  the  Ulster  Oanal 
did  not  connect  them.  The  Hon.  Go* 
tleman  who  had  just  sat  down  (Kr. 
Courtney)  said  that  the  first  propotfl 
was  that  the  Canal  should  be  aold  at  a 
canal.    Now,  in  page  14  of  the  B#port 
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of  the  Commission  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  find  it  set  forth  that  in  1861, 
long  before  the  appointment  of  the 
Commission,  Sir  John  Macneil  reported 
that  the  only  plan  he  could  suggest 
by  which  any  return  could  be  made 
for  the  undertaking  was  to  take  up 
the  lock-g^tes  and  drain  the  Canal,  and 
conyert  its  bed  and  slopes  into  grass- 
lands which  could  be  let  for  grazing. 
That  was  after  the  Treasury  had  spent 
no  less  than  £147,767  of  public  money 
on  the  Canal,  with  the  result  that  the 
annual  income  was  £55,  and  the  an- 
nual expenditure  somewhere  about  30 
times  as  much,  the  Government  having 
to  make  up  the  difference.  The  Com- 
missioners went  on  to  say  that  since 
thatBeportof  Sir  John  Macneil,  £22,000 
of  public  money,  in  addition  to  the 
annual  expenses,  had  been  expended 
with  no  substantial  result  in  increasing 
the  traffic.  They  further  pointed  out 
that  for  the  purposes  of  the  navigation 
the  water  had  not  been  shut  ofiP,  nor  had 
the  drainage  area  of  the  country  been 
interfered  with,  and  that  it  was  now 
worked  at  an  annual  loss  of  £1,098  for 
want  of  traffic.  The  Commissioners 
added  that  they  did  not  think  there  was 
a  probability  of  the  Canal  being  profit- 
ably used  within  such  a  time  as  would 
justify  any  immediate  outlay  of  public 
xooney  for  the  purpose  of  putting  it  into 
order.  Now,  in  the  face  of  that  Keport, 
the  Treasury  were  prepared  to  fritter 
away  a  further  sum  of  money.  The 
Commissioners  said — 

"  Nor  do  we  think  there  should  be  any  fur- 
ther outlay  made.     In  our  opinion  no  more 
pnUic  money  should  he  expended  upon  it.    We 
reooQunend  that  the  Canal,  with  all  the  property 
attached  to  it,  should  he  as  soon  as  possible 
offered  for  sale  to  the  public,  for  we  cannot 
doubt  that  if  there  is  really  a  reasonable  pros- 
pect of  ito  becoming  a  profitable  enterprize  as 
a  wAter  communication,  its  value  as  such  will 
be  understood  and  appreciated  in  the  prosperous 
and  wealthy  towns  ox  the  North,  and  it  would 
be  purchased  and   put   into   proper  working 
order. 

Bat  it  should  be  borne  in  mind  that  that 
was  not  a  recommendation  of  its  pros- 
perity. The  Commissioners  merely 
said,  in  effect — **  We  do  not  believe  it  is 


worth  anything  as  a  canal )  but,  if  not, 
those  who  understand  it  may  take  it 
up."  In  any  case  they  recommended 
that  no  further  public  money  should  be 
spent  upon  it.  This  was  all  the  Irish 
Members  had  contended  for;  and,  more- 
oTer,  it  should  be  remembered  by  the 


Government  that,  in  this  instance,  they 
had  the  Irish  Members  asking  them  not 
to  expend  public  money  in  Ireland.  Of 
course,  there  was  a  reason  for  this,  and 
here  the  reason  was  that  instead  of  the 
expenditure  being  a  useful  one  that 
would  do  good  to  Ireland,  it  was  one 
that  produced  no  advantage,  and  really 
did  injury  to  the  country  by  unneces- 
sarily absorbing  in  one  direction  money 
that  would  be  far  better  applied  in  other 
ways.  In  this  way  it  was  an  injury  to 
the  community  at  large.  The  Irish 
Members  wished  to  save  the  pockets  of 
the  people,  and  did  not  want  to  take 
money  from  the  Treasury  which  they 
well  knew  had  to  be  subscribed  to  by 
their  own  countrymen.  To  spend  money 
in  that  wanton  and  reckless  manner  was, 
in  their  opinion,  nothing  but  mere 
jobbery.  The  Treasury  officials  might 
not  be  aware  of  this ;  but,  whether  they 
wore  aware  of  it  or  not,  it  was  so,  and 
those  who  were  committing  the  Treasury 
to  this  expenditure  knew  that  the  only 
advantage  to  be  gained  by  carrying  out 
the  proposal  was  a  present  advantage  to 
certain  individuals,  and  that  it  would  be 
of  no  good  to  the  country  or  to  the 
people  of  Ireland,  or  to  the  district  in 
which  the  money  was  to  be  expended ; 
while,  in  the  end,  the  mortgagees  might 
throw  the  property  on  the  hands  of  the 
Government,  as  the  security  was  a  mere 
nominal  one,  and  was  in  reality  worth- 
less, and  would  prove  a  dead  loss  to 
them  as  it  had  proved  for  the  last  50  or 
60  years.  As  had  been  persistently 
urged  upon  them  for  a  long  time,  the 
best  thing  the  Government  could  do 
would  be  to  sell  the  property  for  what- 
ever it  would  fetch.  He  would  strongly 
urge  on  the  Government  that  they  should 
simply  surrender  the  Canal  to  anyone 
who  would  buy  it,  and  upon  any  terms 
they  could  get ;  for  so  long  as  they  held 
it,  it  could  be  nothing  but  a  loss,  as  they 
would  have  to  spend  more  and  more 
upon  it  without  obtaining  any  return 
for  the  outlay.  They  had  already  wasted 
more  than  £150,000  upon  it  together 
with  the  interest  on  that  sum,  and  had 
done  no  good,  but,  on  the  contrary,  had 
done  a  great  deal  of  harm  to  the  coun- 
try. He  hoped,  therefore,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  Hibbert),  if  he  had  not  fully 
examined  the  Keport  of  the  Commission 
and  did  not  know  the  circumstances  of 
the  country,  would  pause  before  com- 
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mitting  the  House  to  a  sclieme  inyolviDg 
so  utter  a  waste  of  public  money  and  so 
utter  a  defiance  of  the  opinions  enter- 
tained by  the  Irish  people. 

Me.  T.  a.  DICKSON  said,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Liskeard 
(Mr.  Courtney)  had  asked  what  was  the 
recommendation  of  the  Koyal  Commis- 
sion on  this  subject.  The  fact  was  that 
the  Boyal  Commission  had  made  two 
recommendations.  Their  first  recommen- 
dation was  that  the  Ulster  Canal  should 
be  offered  for  sale  as  a  going  concern — 
namely,  as  a  canal.  The  Treasury  had 
adopted  this  recommendation,  and  offered 
the  Canal  for  sale  on  the  stipulated  con- 
dition ;  but  they  could  not  find  a  buyer. 
The  second  recommendation  of  the  Com- 
mission was  that  it  should  be  offered  for 
sale  without  any  stipulation,  and  in  that 
case  there  need  be  no  hesitation  in  dis- 
posing of  all  the  works  and  land  and 
buildings,  so  that  the  undertakii^g  might 
be  converted  into  some  useful  purpose. 
Well,  he  wished  to  know  why  had  not 
the  Treasury  acted  upon  the  Commis- 
sioners' second  recommendation,  and 
offered  the  Canal  for  sale  without  im- 
posing any  stipulations  that  might  have 
the  effect  of  preventing  anyone  from 
purchasing  it?  They  had,  however, 
done  nothing  of  the  kind.  With  regard 
to  the  question  of  railway  competition 
to  which  the  hon.  Member  for  l2skeard 
had  referred,  he  would  place  before  the 
Committee  one  fact  which  was  put  before 
the  Commission  in  the  evidence  they 
had  taken  on  this  question.  He  (Mr. 
T.  A.  Dickson)  had  asked  one  of  the 
witnesses  what  was  the  charge  for  the 
conveyance  of  coal  from  Belfast  to 
Monaghan  by  the  Canal,  and  the  answer 
given  by  the  witness  was  6s.  6d,  He 
then  asked — "What  is  the  rate  by 
rail?"  and  the  answer  was  "4*.  6d, 
Now,  he  would  put  it  to  the  Committee, 
was  there  not  in  this  one  answer  suffi- 
cient evidence  to  show  that  the  Canal 
never  could  be  made  a  paying  concern  ? 
Was  it  not  evident  from  this  state  of 
things  that  it  would  be  utterly  useless 
to  expect  that,  with  a  railway  running 
alongside  it,  the  Ulster  Canal  would 
ever  be  made  to  pay  ?  But,  as  far  as  he 
was  concerned,  he  had  no  desire  to  see 
the  Canal  closed.  He  would  say  let  the 
Lagan  Navigation  Company  take  it  over 
without  any  purchase  all,  but  as  a  free 

fift ;  but  he  was  utterly  opposed  to  its 
eing  handed  over  in  this  way,  and  to 

Mr.  Arthur  0^  Connor 


the  proposed  Vote  of  £3,000  being  also 
made.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Liskeard  had  impressed  on  the 
Committee  the  desirability  of  keeping 
the  Canal  upon ;  but  in  a  clause  con- 
tained in  the  Bill  which  was  to  be 
brought  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House,  it  was  provided  that  subject  to 
any  undertaking  entered  into  by  the 
Navigation  Company,  the  Company 
might  close  the  Ulster  Canal,  and  might 
sell,  lease,  or  otherwise  dispose  of  the 
land  and  other  property  of  the  Canal 
The  Bill  proposed  to  confer  these  powers 
for  the  advantage  of  the  Company; 
why  should  not  the  Gt>vemment  exer- 
cise those  powers  now  ?  If  the  Canal 
need  not  be  kept  open,  why  not  sell 
it  at  once  without  the  stipulation  re- 
quiring it  to  be  kept  open  ?  Did  the 
Committee  believe  for  a  single  moment 
that  if  this  question  were  to  be  referred 
to  the  whole  of  the  Irish  Members,  thej 
would  report  that  the  useless  expendi- 
ture proposed  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment should  be  continued.  Bat  not- 
withstanding the  recommendation  of  tvo 
Irish  Peers — Lord  Monck  and  Lord 
Monteagle,  concurred  in  by  four  Irieh 
Members  of  that  House — this  toggeft- 
tion  had  been  entirely  put  on  one  side. 
It  would  seem  as  if  it  were  thought  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard,  who  had 
occupied  the  position  of  Financial  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury,  and  other  h<HL 
Gentlemen  who  were  also  oonneeted 
with  that  Department,  knew  all  about 
these  questions,  while  the  Irish  Peen 
and  Irish  Members,  who  had  inspected 
the  Canal  and  walked  over  the  ground 
and  had  gone  fully  into  the  whole 
matter,  knew  nothing  about  it.  He 
must  say  that  if  the  recommendation  of 
the  Boyal  Commission  were  not  carried 
out  in  regard  to  the  disposal  of  the  Oanal, 
and  the  proposed  expenditure  of  £1S,000 
was  gone  on  with,  there  would  be  no  nee 
in  again  going  through  the  faroe  of  ap- 
pointing Boyal  Commissions  to  inqmr? 
into  the  mismanagement  of  Irish  awn. 
Mr.  HIBBEBT  said,  after  what  bad 
fallen  fi^m  his  hon.  Friend  behind  him 
(Mr.  Courtney),  who  had  had  a  good 
deal  to  do  with  the  previous  manage- 
ment of  this  matter,  he  should  hare 
been  very  much  inclined  to  listen  and 
act  according  to  his  views ;  but  the  ob- 
servations that  had  been  made  hj  » 
many  hon.  Members  representing  Iw 
constituencies  made  him  feel  tEat  ke 
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ought  to  take  time  to  consider  the  posi- 
tion the  Oovemment  ought  to  take  in 
reference  to  this  Vote.     It  seemed  to 
him,  however,  that  there  were  two  sides 
to  the  question.    If  the  Goyemment  had 
proposed  to  do  away  with  the  Ulster 
Canal,  as  had  been  suggested  during  the 
debate,  and  to  drain  the  Canal  and  sell 
the  land  through  which  it  ran,  they 
might  have  been  met  with  the  complaint 
that  they  were  raising  another  Irish 
grievance  by  seeking  to    deprive  the 
Jjish  farmers  of  an  alternative  route  for 
conveying  their  goods  to  market.     He 
must  say  that  this  was  what  would  have 
been  his  first  idea  in  looking  at  this 
qu.e6tion,  as  he  admitted  that  the  Canal 
was  not  pa  J  in  g.    Well,  then  came  the 
question,    had  the  Government   taken 
what  means  they  could  in  order  to  carry 
out  the  proposal  that  the  Canal  should 
be  sold  ?    The  Committee  had  already 
been  told   that    the    Government   had 
endeavoured  to  sell  the  Canal,  but  that 
they  were  unable  to  find  a  purchaser. 
Then  he  came  to  the  suggestion  that 
they  should  get  rid  of  the  Canal  by 
giving  it  away,  and  not  trying  to  sell  it. 
SevewJ  hon.  Members  had  asked,  **  Why 
do  not  you  give  the  Canal  away  ?  "     The 
answer  to  that  question  was  that  it  ap- 
peared that  no  one  would  have  it.    [Mr. 
biGOAR:  I  will  take  it.]     He  did  not 
think  the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr. 
Bifi^gar)  would  have  a  very  good  bar- 
gain if  he  were  to  take  it  with  the  view 
of  keeping  it  up.     But,  without  going 
further  into  the  matter,  it  appeared  to 
him  that  the  best  thing  they  could  do, 
under  the  circumstances,  after  what  had 
taken  place,  was  to  propose  that  the 
grant  of  £3,000  which  was  then  being 
discussed  should  not  be  made,  unless 
the  Bill  before  the  House,   to  which 
attention  had  been  called,  was  passed. 
Before  that  Bill  was  proceeded  with  he 
would  take  time  to  consider  the  ques- 
tion, and  decide  whether  the  Bill  should 
be  proceeded  with  or  not.    This  was  as 
far  as  he  could  go  on  the  present  occa- 
sion.    He  would  undertake  to  consult 
with  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Childers) 
on  the  question,   and  he  trusted  that 
the  Committee  would,  in  the  meantime, 
allow  the  matter  to  remain  where  it 
was. 

CoLOKEL  NOLAN  said,  his  difficulty 
was  as  to  whether  his  hon.  Friends  be- 
hind Mm  desired  to  press  the  matter  to 


a  division,  in  order  to  show  what  the. 
feeling  of  the  IrishMembers  really  was  in 
regard  to  this  particular  question.  The 
Committee  had  had  the  opinion  of  the 
Eoyal  Commission  upon  it  as  well  as 
that  of  hon.  Members  on  that  side 
of  the  House,  and  he  believed  the 
opinion  of  those  who  represented  Belfast 
was  the  same.  If  the  Treasury  persisted 
in  the  payment  of  the  £12,000  for  the 
purpose  intended,  the  matter  would  not 
end  there,  because,  under  the  Bill  to 
which  reference  had  been  made,  it  was 
proposed  to  give  power  to  the  Naviga- 
tion Company  to  borrow  a  further  sum 
of  £10,000,  which,  added  to  the  £12,000, 
would  make  a  total  of  £22,000.  After 
the  election  of  the  next  Parliament  there 
would  be  an  agitation  among  the  far- 
mers in  the  district  for  lowering  the 
level  of  Lough  Neagh,  and  this  could 
not  be  done  without  some  provision 
being  made  for  payment  of  compensation 
to  the  Navigation  Company.  When  this 
was  done  the  position  of  matters  would 
be  simply  this — that  the  Company  would 
have  £12,000  of  the  public  money  in 
their  pockets;  they  would  have  raised 
another  sum  of  £10,000  under  their 
borrowing  powers  ;  they  would  have  the 
Canal  to  drain  and  break  up  into  land, 
which  they  might  sell  for  £10,000  or 
£15,000  more,  for  it  would  be  worth 
something  like  that  when  capable  of 
being  utilized  for  agricultural  purposes ; 
and  they  would  also  have  a  claim  upon 
the  Treasury  for  compensation  for  the 
stoppage  of  the  Canal.  That  was  what 
would  be  the  result  of  the  passing  of 
the  intended  Bill.  The  Government 
clearly  had  paid  very  little  attention  to 
the  second  recommendation  of  the  Eoyal 
Commission,  and  he  did  not  know  whe- 
ther they  had  consulted  Lord  Monteagle 
or  Lord  Monck  upon  the  matter ;  but  he 
certainly  did  think  they  ought  to  be  glad 
to  get  out  of  the  matter  without  having 
to  pay  the  £12,000.  He  should  feel 
obliged  to  his  hon.  Friends  if  they 
would  not  insist  in  pressing  the  question 
further  on  that  occasion  after  the  pro- 
mise that  had  been  made  on  behalf  of 
the  Government. 

Sir  E.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  said,  he 
had  listened  to  the  discussion  that  had 
taken  place  on  this  subject  with  a  good 
deal  of  interest,  and  he  thought  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
had  come  to  a  very  wise  conclusion  in 
promising  to  take  time  to  consider  the 
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position  in  wliicli  lie  found  himself  with 
regard  to  the  matter.  It  certainly  seemed 
to  him  that  it  would  be  a  perfect  piece 
of  folly  to  go  and  spend  the  proposed 
amoimt  on  the  Ulster  Canal  at  the  pre- 
sent moment.  He  never  knew  a  case  in 
which  all  the  Members  for  Ireland  in 
all  parts  of  the  House  were  so  unanimous. 
This  being  so,  the  Government  ought  to 
attach  the  greatest  weight  to  their  views 
upon  the  question ;  and  unless  he  heard 
very  strong  reasons  why  the  opinion  of 
the  Irish  Members  should  be  passed 
over,  he  should  urge  upon  them  the  ad- 
visability of  giving  to  that  opinion  a 
favourable  consideration. 

Mb.  T.  a.  DICKSON  said,  he  only 
desired  to  say  another  word.  He  was 
very  strongly  opposed  to  this  Vote,  and 
he  thought  the  Government  ought  to 
withdraw  it,  and  agree  to  refer  the  Bill 
which  was  to  deal  with  the  subject  to  a 
Select  Committee  of  the  Irish  Members 
for  them  to  send  in  a  Beport  upon  the 
question.  If  the  Government  would  pro- 
mise to  do  this,  the  time  of  the  Com- 
mittee would  be  saved.  There  would 
be  no  difficulty  in  the  withdrawal  of  the 
Vote,  and  no  hardship  would  be  involved 
in  such  a  procedure,  and  it  would,  he 
thought,  be  much  better  to  let  the  ques- 
tion be  left,  like  so  many  others,  for  the 
House  to  deal  with. 

Thb  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childers)  said,  he  hoped  his 
hon.  Friends  would  not  press  the  matter 
anyfurtheron  that  occasion,  as  he  thought 
it  would  be  quite  sufficient  if  he  pro- 
mised, on  behalf  of  the  Government, 
that  full  consideration  should  be  given 
to  the  Bill,  and  that  the  money  should 
not  be  expended  unless  the  Bill  was 
proceeded  with. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  thought 
there  could  be  no  objection  to  the  course 
proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  be- 
cause the  present  g^nt  was  mixed  up 
with  other  matters  which  might  make  it 
difficult  to  withdraw  it  from  the  Vote. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  asked  for  some  expla- 
nation with  reference  to  the  Vote  for  the 
Lough  Erne  Canal.  He  wanted  to  know 
what  was  to  be  done  with  the  money  ? 

Mr.  HEBBERT  said,  that  was  a  mat- 
ter altogether  separate  from  the  grant 
for  the  Ulster  CanaL 

Mb.  BIGGAR  wished  to  know  what 
the  money  put  down  in  the  Estimate 
for  Xiough  Erne  was  to  be  given  for  ? 

^i>  Ji.  A$$hiton  Cfroti 


Mr.  HIBBERT  said,  the  Tote  wts 
in  connection  with  the  drainage  of  Longh 
Erne.  Last  year  £3,000  was  paid  to- 
wards that  expenditure. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  said,  the  explanation 
was  very  satisfactory,  and  he  was  not 
prepared  to  oppose  any  Yote  of  money 
that  was  to  be  given  for  drainage  pur- 
poses in  Ireland.  Another  matter  he 
wished  to  mention  was  that  he  had 
made  inquiry  of  the  Great  Northern 
Railway  Company  as  to  the  different 
rates  charged  for  the  carriage  of  ootl 
delivered  along  that  line,  and  he  had 
found  that  the  rates  were  quite  as  low 
at  all  the  non-competing  points  as  they 
were  at  the  points  where  the  line  oom- 
peted  with  the  Canal ;  so  that,  as  fur  at 
those  carriage  rates  were  concerned, 
there  was  no  benefit  derivable  from  the 
Canal. 

Mr.  HIBBERT  said,  he  was  quite  of 
opinion  that,  as  far  as  possible,  the  nafi* 
gation  should  be  made  subservient  to 
drainage. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  if 
the  Government  acted  on  the  view  jnit 
expressed  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Hibbert), 
the  Irish  Members  would  have  e?erj 
reason  to  be  satisfied.  Their  complaint 
had  always  been  that  the  rivers  provided 
by  Nature  had  not  been  allowea  by  the 
Government  to  do  the  work  rivers  were 
intended  to  do.  The  business  of  a  rifer 
was  to  carry  the  surplus  water  from  the 
land  to  the  sea ;  but  either  the  Govern- 
ment or  private  Companies  had  inter> 
fered  to  prevent  this,  and  had  erected 
all  sorts  of  artificial  barriers,  so  that  ^ 
rivers  could  not  do  their  legitimate 
work,  and  the  water  was  oonsequentlj 
kept  back  in  many  cases  until  it  flooded 
hundreds  and  thousands  of  acres,  and 
inflicted  a  vast  amount  of  damage  and 
ruin  upon  the  country.  He  wished  tat 
a  few  minutes  to  call  attention  to  an- 
other matter  in  connection  with  this 
Vote — ^namely,  the  sum  put  down  fw 
the  purchase  of  sites  and  for  new  woriD 
and  alterations.  The  sum  for  the  pnr^ 
chase  of  sites  figured  in  that  Vote  at  the 
small  amount  of  £15 ;  but  last  year  it 
was  £620.  The  sum  for  new  woAs  and 
alterations  was  put  down  at  £87,8il, 
which  showed  an  increase  of  £16,3^^ 
on  the  amount  voted  under  the  same 
head  last  year.  In  the  Appropriatiaa 
Account  of  last  year  the  large  sum  voud 
under  Sub-head  B  for  new  worin  and 
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alterations  included  new  post  offices  to 
be  built  or  premises  to  be  converted ,  and 
for  this  purpose  £6,900  was  voted,  of 
which  only  £1,600  was  spent,  so  that 
over  £5,300  had  to  be  returned  to  the 
Treasury,  the  explanation  being   that 
rites  were  not  available.     Then  there 
was  an  item  for  new  barracks  for  the 
Constabulary  in  Galway,  of  which  the 
greater  portion  was  not  spent,  the  ex- 
pknation  in  that  case  also  being  that 
no  site  was  available.  There  were  similar 
items  for  Constabulary  barracks  in  other 
phices,  and  the  money  voted  had,  in  the 
same  way,  remained  unexpended  for  the 
same  reason.    The  Government  had  ob- 
tained money  year  after  year  for  these 
purposes,  and  had  not  been  able  to  erect 
the  intended   buildings,   because  they 
ooold  not  get  land  for  the  sites,  in  con- 
sequence of  which  the  money  had  had 
to  be  returned  to  the  Treasury.    They 
were  now  asking  for  money  again  for 
the  purchase    of  sites,    although    the 
amount  was  small ;  and  what  he  wished 
to  suggest  was  that  the  Gt)vemment 
should  not  ask  for  money  to  purchase 
rites  until  they  had  the  sites  to  purchase. 
What,  he  asked,  was  the  use  of  going 
on  in  such  a  manner  ?    It  was,  in  fact, 
sheer  nonsense  to  submit  to  reasonable 
men  such  Estimates  as  these.    He  would 
ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  he  understood  such  a  mode  of 
doing  business ;  for   he   (Mr.    Arthur 
O'Connor)  confessed  that  he  could  not  ? 
He  had  examined  the  Appropriation  Ac- 
counts and  the  Estimates,  and  he  could 
not  find  out  how  it  was  the  Government 
carried  out  all  the  works  they  proposed. 
The  system  adopted  required  amend- 
mfflit;  as  it  was,  a  large  number  of 
works  were  put  down  every  year  under 
the  head  of  this  Vote,  and  the  money 
was  voted  by  the  House,  but  not  ex- 
pended, while  there  were  a  large  num- 
ber of  other  works  that  were  never  sub- 
mitted or  mentioned,  and  he  supposed 
the  money  was  expended  in  that  way. 
On  page  69  of  the  Estimates  there  was 
a  long  detailed  accoimt,  from  which  it 
would  be  seon  that  sums  varying  from 
£20  to  £1,800  had  been  expended  on 
matters  that  were  never  even  mentioned 
in  the  Estimates,   and  of   which    the 
House  of  Commons  never  knew  any- 
thing.    He  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to 
explain  how  it  was  that  the  Government 
spent  money  they  never  asked  for  ? 


Mb.  HIBBEET  said,  the  sites  for 
which  the  money  was  asked  in  the  Vote 
had  already  been  arranged  for.  He  very 
much  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  in  some  of  the 
remarks  he  had  made.  When  the  Esti- 
mates were  in  course  of  preparation,  he 
had  struck  out  certain  amounts  that  were 
proposed  for  new  barracks  in  various 
places  for  which  the  sites  had  not  been 
already  obtained,  because  he  thought 
the  money  should  not  be  put  down  in 
the  Votes  if  the  money  was  not  to  be 
expended. 

Mb.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  asked 
if  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  explain 
how,  if  this  Vote  were  passed,  it  was 
possible  for  the  Board  of  Works  to  ex- 
pend in  the  purchase  of  land  so  small  a 
sum  as  £15  ? 

Mb.  HIBBEET  said,  that  sum  was 
merely  wanted  for  the  purpose  of  com- 
pensation, and  was  not  for  the  purchase 
of  sites. 

Mb.  T.  a.  DICKSON  said,  he  agreed 
with  hon.  Members  opposite  in  the  hope 
which  they  had  expressed  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  would  not  incur  any 
further  expenditure  in  connection  witn 
the  Ulster  Canal  Navigation,  seeing  that 
the  weirs,  locks,  headings,  and  other 
things  which  impeded  the  drainage 
ought  to  be  swept  away.  If  the  hon. 
(Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  Hibbert)  would  read  the  evidence 
given  before  the  Eoyal  Commission 
which  sat  to  inquire  into  this  question 
by  the  people  of  Antrim,  he  would  per- 
ceive that  they  contributed  annually  a 
large  sum  towards  the  expenses  of  the 
Canal — that  was  to  say,  that  the  farmers 
who  lived  towards  the  lower  part  of  the 
district  had  to  pay  from  £1,000  to  £1,200 
per  annum  as  taxation  for  the  purpose 
of  keeping  up  this  perfectly  useless 
navigation.  It  had  been  shown  that  the 
tolls  charged  on  the  Canal  did  not  pro- 
duce more  than  an  average  amount  of 
£50  annually.  The  £1,100  or  £1,200 
a-year  was  a  very  considerable  tax  upon 
the  farmers  of  the  district ;  and  espe- 
cially so,  when  it  was  considered  that  it 
went  for  the  purpose  of  keeping  up  a 
system  of  navigation  on  which  there  was 
no  traffic.  But  that  was  not  the  sole 
objection  to  the  Canal.  Not  only  had  the 
farmers  to  pay  the  sum  mentioned,  but 
they  lost  several  hundred  pounds  per 
annum  in  consequence  of  the  damages 
sustained  from  the   floods  caused   by 
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keepinpf  up  weirs  that  ought  to  be  con- 
demned. He  thought  that  a  promise 
that  no  more  money  should  be  spent  on 
the  Canal  would  be  satisfactory  to  the 
people  of  the  district. 

Mb.  HIBBEET  said,  he  was  some- 
what surprised  that  the  opposition  to 
the  Vote  should  continue,  because  he 
had,  on  the  part  of  the  Treasury,  ex- 
pressed almost  the  same  views  with 
regar  i  to  the  Ulster  Canal  Navigation 
as  had  been  expressed  by  hon.  Gentle- 
men in  the  course  of  this  discussion.  He 
had  replied  to  the  objections  raised  by 
hon.  Members  for  Ireland  by  saying  that 
the  best  thing  probably  that  could  be 
done  under  the  circumstances  was  that 
the  Vote  shoidd  be  allowed  to  paas,  and 
that  the  £3,000  now  asked  for  should 
not  be  used,  unless  the  Bill  already 
before  the  House  was  passed .  As  he  had 
said,  he  was  prepared  to  give  an  under- 
taking that  that  Bill  would  not  be  pro- 
ceeded with  without  very  careful  conside- 
ration. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  said,  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Queen's  County  (Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor)  had  pointed  out,  with 
regard  to  the  money  voted  by  Parlia- 
ment, that  if  there  was  any  portion  of  it 
not  applied  to  the  purposes  for  which  it 
was  intended,  it  should  be  returned  into 
the  Exchequer.  There  was  a  question 
which  presented  itself  to  him  in  con- 
nection with  this  Estimate  to  which  he 
desired  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee and  the  hon.  Gentleman  in  charge 
of  the  Estimates.  The  question  he  de- 
sired to  put  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  was  this — 
Was  it  a  fact  that  sites  had  been  ob- 
tained for  the  erection  of  public  build- 
ings on  account  of  which  the  sums  that 
appeared  on  this  Estimate  were  asked  ? 
If  so,  he  would  then  ask  from  what 
source  the  money  was  derived,  because, 
as  he  had  said,  he  understood  from  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Queen's 
County  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  that 
money  not  spent  on  the  purchase  of 
sites  as  intended  by  Parliament  was  re- 
turned to  the  Exchequer  ?  If  no  money 
had  been  obtained  since  the  money  for- 
merly voted  was  unavailable,  he  ad- 
mitted that  he  was  quite  unable  to 
understand  how  the  Board  of  Works  in 
Ireland  could  obtain  funds  for  the  pur- 
chase of  sites  for  the  new  buildings 
proposed  to  be  erected.  For  these  rea- 
sons he  appealed  to  the  hon.  Gentleman 

2fr,  T.  A.  Dickson 


the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  for  in- 
formation with  regard  to  thu  matter, 
and  he  certainly  thought  that  be- 
fore the  Vote  was  passed  by  ths 
Committee  a  clear  explanation  ought 
to  be  forthcoming  from  the  Treasuy 
Bench  on  the  subject  of  the  purchase 
of  sites. 

Mr.  HIBBEET  said,  with  referenos 
to  the  question  of  the  hon.  Membw  for 
King's  County  (Mr.  MoUoy)  as  to  this 
item  in  the  Estimate,  he  regretted  that 
he  was  not  at  the  moment  able  to  gift 
the  cases  in  which  sites  had  been  ob- 
tained for  new  building^.  But  he  migM 
say  with  regard  to  coastguard  statMoi 
that  one  or  two  works  were  in  ^rogrem, 
and  that,  therefore,  sites  most  have  beea 
obtained  for  those  works.  With  regaid 
to  the  Eoyal  Irish  Constabulary  bar- 
racks, he  was  unable  to  state  what 
works  were  in  progress,  and,  conBe- 
quently,  what  sites  had  been  obtained; 
but  he  would  make  inquiries  into  tht 
matter,  and  give  the  information  asked 
for  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Kisg't 
County. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  there  was  ai 
item  of  £1,800  for  estimated  cost  oft 
new  post  ofiice  at  Gal  way,  and  he  would 
ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretaiyto 
the  Treasury  if  he  was  in  a  position  to 
give  him  any  information  with  regard 
to  that  proposed  new  building?  He 
would  like  to  know  whether  the  arrange- 
ments for  the  purchase  of  a  site  iat  the 
building  had  been  completed,  beoeatt 
he  was  certain  that  any  number  of  suit- 
able sites  could  be  obtained  in  Galwaj? 
Was  any  progress  being  made  with  the 
work  at  Galway?  He  observed  thel 
part  of  the  total  estimated  sum  of  £1,800 
—that  was  to  say,  £900 — ^was  called  t 
He- Vote  in  the  Etstimate.  He  woddbf 
glad  to  know  if  there  was  to  be  a  aev 
site  for  the  post  office  ? 

Mr.  HIBBEET :  Yes,  I  think  so. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  said,  in  page  56  d 
the  Estimates  there  was  an  item  on  which 
he  desired  to  have  some  infonnatiaa 
before  the  Vote  was  agreed  to.  Usd« 
the  heading  "  State  and  Official  Br 
sidences  in  Phoenix  Park  and  Dabfia 
Castle,"  there  was  a  charge  to  the 
amount  of  £5,000  for  sanitary  improfv- 
ments.  As  the  Estimate  gave  no  aeUik 
of  the  improvements  in  queetioii,  he 
thought  that  before  the  Vote  paieed  oat 
of  the  hands  of  the  Committae»  boa- 
Members  were  entitled  to  reoeive  an  ex- 
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planation  from  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  with  regard 
to  the  nature  of  those  sanitary  works. 

Mb.  HIBBERT  said,  that  the  Vote 
on  which  the  hon.  Member  for  King's 
County  asked  for  information  related  to 
Dublin  Castle  and  the  Viceregal  Lodge. 
It  had  been  found  that  the  whole  of  the 
sanitary  arrangements  there  were  in  a 
bad  Rtate,  and  it  was  accordingly  thought 
desirable  that  they  should  be  placed  in  a 
more  satisfactory  condition.  He  might 
mention  that  the  reason  why  attention 
had  been  called  to  this  matter  was  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Northamp- 
tonshire (Mr.  Spencer)  had  suffered 
from  typhoid  fever  at  the  Castle.  An 
inquiry  had  been  afterwards  made  into 
the  state  of  the  buildings,  and  it  was 
then  discoTered  to  be  necessary  for  the 
health  of  public  servants  and  others  that 
improved  sanitary  arrangements  should 
be  carried  out. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  said,  there  were  a 
number  of  items  in  connection  with  the 
State  and  Official  Besidences  and  Depart- 
ments in  Dublin  to  which  he  felt  it  his 
duty  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee and  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury.  He  found  on 
pag^  59  of  the  Estimates  charges  amount- 
ing to  a  very  large  sum — ^no  less  than 
£15,000 — on  account  of  maintenance 
and  repairs  in  the  course  of  the  year  at 
the  official  residence  of  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  at  the  Viceregal 
Lodge  and  Gardens,  and  at  the  Chief 
Secretary's  Lodge  and  the  departments 
connected  with  the  Office  of  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land. If  so  large  a  sum  were  pro- 
posed to  be  spent  by  the  Treasury 
on  the  maintenance  and  repair  of  the 
official  residence  of  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter, or  any  other  official  in  England, 
he  asked  what  would  be  said  ?  The 
Committee  must  bear  in  mind  that  these 
charges  were  for  the  maintenance  and 
repair  of  the  private  residences  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  and  the 
Chief  Secretary,  as  distinguished  from 
their  public  offices,  for  which  there  was 
a  large  Vote  presently  coming  forward. 
They  had  to  deal  with  the  fact  that  they 
were  now  asked  for  a  sum  of  no  less 
than  £14,000  for  painting,  papering, 
mending  window-s&ls,  and  such  like 
matters,  at  the  private  residences  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  and  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary. 


Mb.  HIBBERT:  I  think  the  hon. 
Member  is  taking  the  total  brought  for- 
ward from  the  previous  page. 

Mb.  MOLLOT  said,  that  was  not  so. 
The  particular  items  he  was  referring  to 
were  all  stated  separately  on  page  59, 
and  they  were  as  follows  : — Dublin 
Castle]  Eesidences,  £5,971 ;  Under  Se- 
cretary's House,  £198;  Viceregal  Lodge, 
Gardens,  &c.,  £3,808 ;  Private  Secre- 
tary's Lodge,  £312;  Chief  Secretary's 
Lodge,  Gardens,  &c.,  £1,607 ;  Under 
Secretary's  Lodge  and  Demesne,  £1,000  ; 
Chief  Secretary's  Office  and  Branches, 
£1,174.  The  total  of  these  sums 
amounted,  as  he  had  already  pointed 
out,  to  about  £15,000,  or,  to  speak  with 
accuracy,  £14,070.  Now,  the  sum  in 
question  was  so  very  large  that  he  con- 
sidered the  Committee  were  fairly  en- 
titled to  ask  for  some  of  the  details  of 
the  maintenance  and  repairs  of  the  resi- 
dences of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  and  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.  He  would 
draw  attention  particularly  to  one  of  the 
items  relating  to  the  Dublin  Castle  Ee- 
sidences. The  Committee  would  observe 
under  the  general  head  of ' '  Maintenance, 
Bepairs,  Fittings,  &o.,  by  Servants  of 
the  Board  of  Works,"  that  there  was  in 
column  E  a  charge  of  £39  for  materials 
used  by  them.  Without  the  attention 
of  the  Committee  being  drawn  to  the 
circumstcmce,  he  believed  hon.  Members 
would  hardly  imagine  the  amount  of 
the  charge  for  labour  in  using  up  the 
materials  supplied  to  the  servants  of  the 
Board  of  Works.  It  was  no  less  than 
£1,080 — the  cost  of  the  materials,  as  he 
had  already  pointed  out,  being  £39 
only.  Then,  again,  if  the  Committee 
would  refer  to  the  charge  on  account  of 
the  Chief  Secretary's  Lodge,  Gardens, 
&o.,  it  would  be  found  that  the  amount 
of  payment  for  labour  was  £300,  while 
the  charge  for  the  materials  used  by  the 
servants  of  the  Board  of  Works  was 
£10  only.  Now,  without  the  details,  it 
was  impossible  for  the  Committee  to  see 
how  these  large  amounts  were  arrived 
at ;  and,  in  the  absence  of  such  details, 
he  was  obliged  to  say  that  the  whole 
thing  had  very  much  the  appearance  of 
a  job. 

Mr.  SEXTON  said,  there  were  a 
number  of  questions  arising  on  this 
Vote  in  which  hon.  Gentlemen  on  those 
Benches  took  a  strong  interest ;  and  at 
that  point  of  the  discussion  he  thought 
it  might  be  convenient  if  he  stated  what 
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course  he  and  liis  hon.  Friends  proposed 
to  take  with  reeard  to  it.  His  hon. 
Friend  the  Meniber  for  Wioklow  (Mr. 
W.  J.  Corbet)  desired  to  refer  to  the 
subject  of  the  harbour  at  Arklow,  and 
to  raise  the  question  as  to  the  manner 
in  which  that  harbour  had  been  dealt 
with.  The  vital  question  would  also  be 
raised  as  to  the  way  in  which  the  Office 
of  Works  in  Ireland  were  in  the  habit 
of  dealing  with  the  piers  and  harbours 
in  the  country  generally.  Under  the 
circumstances,  therefore,  and  seeing  that 
the  discussion  of  the  points  referred  to 
were  likely  to  occupy  some  time,  he 
would  put  it  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Hibbert) 
to  consider  whether  it  would  not  be 
conyenient  to  postpone  the  further  dis- 
cussion of  the  vote,  and  to  proceed  with 
Totes  No.  21  and  22 — that  was  to  say, 
the  Votes  for  the  Eoyal  University,  Ire- 
land, Buildings,  and  the  Science  and  Art 
Buildings,  Dublin.  He  thought  those 
Votes  might  be  passed,  if  his  suggestion 
that  the  present  discussion  should  deter- 
mine were  agreed  to. 

Mb.  hibbert  said,  a  Eeport  would 
be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House  with 
reference  to  Piers  and  Harbours,  and 
he  thought  that  discussion  of  the  ques- 
tion had  better  await  the  publication  of 
that  Eeport.  He  did  not  think  the 
policy  of  the  Board  of  Works,  Ireland, 
could  be  discussed  on  this  Vote.  He 
asked  that  they  might  be  allowed  to 
proceed  with  the  Vote  for  Public  Build- 
ings that  evening,  and  take  the  discus* 
sion  on  the  Arklow  Harbour  when  hon. 
Members  were  in  possession  of  the  Be- 
port  he  had  mentioned. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  he  could  assure 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  that  the  suggestion  he  had 
made  for  the  postponement  of  the  Vote 
was  for  the  purpose  of  meeting  the  con- 
venience of  the  Committee ;  if,  however, 
the  Government  insisted  on  the  discus- 
sion of  the  Vote  continuing,  all  he  could 
say  was  that  he  and  his  hon.  Friends 
would  proceed.  The  discussion  of  the 
question  that  would  be  raised  by  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Wicklow 
(Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet)  would  occupy  a 
considerable  portion  of  time;  and 
if  the  Government  desired  to  get  on 
with  other  Business,  he  thought  their 
general  plan  would  be  served  by  fall- 
ing in  with  the  suggestion  he  had 
thrown  out 


Sib  GEOBGE  CAMPBELL  said,  wilk 
regard  to  the  Begistration  of  Voten 
(Scotland)  Bill,  it  had  been  expected  bj 
hon.  Members  for  Scotland  that  the  Mo- 
tion for  going  into  Committee  on  the 
Bill  would  come  on  at  a  reasonable  hour 
of  the  evening,  and  therefore  they  had 
not  thought  it  necessary  to  block  the 
Bill. 

Mb.  HIBBEET  said,  he  should  be 
glad  to  agree  to  an  arrangement  which 
would  be  convenient  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wicklow  (Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet); 
but  he  doubted  whether  it  would  be  ri^ 
to  raise  the  question  of  the  policy  of  ths 
Board  of  Works,  Ireland,  with  respect  to 
fishery  piers  on  this  point.  There  was 
no  money  taken  for  fishery  piers  in  tho 
Estimate. 

The  CHAIBMAN  said,  it  would  not 
be  in  Order  to  discuss  the  action  of  tho 
Board  of  Works,  Ireland,  with  xefer- 
ence  to  fishery  piers  on  this  Vote.  Ho 
gave  no  opinion  as  to  the  other  point 
with  regard  to  the  harbour  at  Arkbv; 
but  the  discussion  on  fishery  piers  couU 
not  be  taken  on  the  Estimate  before  tko 
Committee. 

Mb.  AETHUE  O'CONNOR  said,  ht 
would  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  8e- 
cretary  to  the  Treasury  if  he  woold 
consent  to  postpone  the  Vote  until  after 
the  discussion  suggested  on  the  poliejof 
the  Board  of  Works,  Ireland,  had  bM 
taken  on  the  Vote  for  the  Board  of 
Works  ? 

Mb.  HIBBEBT  assented. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

(8.)  £29,000,  to  complete  the  sua 
for  Scienoe  and  Art  Buildings,  Dnblii. 

(4.)  £23,428,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Boyal  University,  Ireland,  BoiU* 
ings. 


Mb.  sexton  said,  there 
question  that  presented  itself  in  oomB«^ 
tion  with  this  Vote.  The  sum  asM 
for  was  for  the  Eoyal  University  Bind- 
ings, the  foundation  stone  of  wludi  had 
recently  been  laid  by  a  distinguiAs' 
Person.  He  would  point  out  that  tbt 
ffross  Estimate  for  the  buildings  had 
been  £74,000,  that  the  gross  expeofi- 
ture,  actual  and  estimated  up  to  thi 
31st  of  March  last,  had  bean  aboit 
£42,000,  and  that  the  amoimt  of  tbt 
Vote  now  asked  for  was  somethtny  ovtf 
£27,000,  leaving  a  further  a»oiDt  d 
between  £4,000  and  £5,000  to  be  voAei 
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to  complete  the  work.  As  this  matter 
bad  occupied  some  years,  he  urged  that 
it  should  be  concluded  without  delay, 
and  with  that  view  he  would  suggest 
that  the  balance  of  about  £4,000  left 
oyer  for  next  year  should  be  added 
to  the  current  Vote,  and  that  an  effort 
should  be  made  to  close  the  work  in  the 
current  financial  year. 

Mb.  HIBBEHT  said,  it  was  con- 
sidered impossible  to  complete  the  work 
this  year,  and,  therefore,  the  Vote  had 
been  proposed  as  submitted,  and  could 
not  conveniently  be  altered. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  rose  to 
Order.  It  appeared  that  the  question 
which  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  had  been  discussing 
was  that  of  the  Royal  University,  Ire- 
land, Buildings ;  but  he  was  under  the 
impression  that,  before  the  Chairman  put 
that  Vote,  he  had  read  the  heading  of 
the  Vote  for  Science  and  Art  Buildings, 
Dublin. 

The  CHAIRMAN  said,  he  had  put 
the  Vote  for  Science  and  Art  Buildings, 
Dublin,  first. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said, 
that  was  his  impression,  whereas  the 
Vote  for  the  Royal  University,  Ireland, 
Buildings,  came  first  in  order,  and  the 
Vote  for  the  Science  and  Art  Buildings, 
DubUn,  afterwards.  He  had  been  turn- 
ing over  the  pages  of  the  Estimates,  and 
had  never  contemplated  that  the  Chair- 
man had  come  to  the  Royal  University 
Vote. 

The  CHAIRMAN  said,  he  was  going 
somewhat  on  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton),  who 
had  suggested  to  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  that  the  two  next  Votes  should 
be  taken,  and  the  discussion  on  the  Vote 
for  Public  Works  and  Buildings,  Ire- 
land, postponed.  Having  put  the  Sci- 
ence and  Art  Buildings  Vote,  and  seeing 
00  one  rise,  he  had  passed  it. 

Vote  agreed  to 

(6.)  £16,398,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Lighthouses  Abroad. 

(6.)  £25,103,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Diplomatic  and  Consiilar  Buildings. 

Committee  report  Progress. 
Besolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow  ; 
Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 


REGISTRATION  OF  VOTERS  (SCOT- 
LAND)  BILL.— [Bill  132.] 
(The  Lord  Advocate^  Mr.  Solicitor  General  for 

Scotland.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  :  In  moving  that  you.  Sir,  do 
leave  the  Chair,  I  will,  as  requested  by 
some  hon.  Members,  explain  the  pur- 
poses and  objects  of  the  Scottish  Begis- 
tration  Bill.    I  may  say  that  I  do  not 

Sropose  to  ask  that  anything  more  be 
one  than  that  the  Committee  be  set 
up  to-night,  so  that  there  shall  be  time 
for  the  Bill  to  be  circulated  in  Scotland, 
and  the  clauses  taken  not  sooner  than 
next  week.  In  regard  to  the  Bill,  I 
may  say  that  there  is  one  clause  in  it 
which  has  a  similar  object,  and  is  ana- 
logous to  a  clause  in  the  English  and 
Irish  BiUs.  I  mean  the  5th  clause, 
which  contains  a  special  provision  as  to 
voters  in  1885,  which  provides  that — 

"Any  person  deemed  to  be  an  inhabitant 
occupier,  under  section  3  of  the  Representation 
of  the  People  Act,  1884,  shall  be  registered  in 
like  manner  as  though  the  Representation  of 
the  People  Act  had  been  in  existence  through- 
out the  year  1834,  and  had  been  duly  earned 
into  effect." 

That  clause  is  framed  to  meet  the  pos- 
sibility of  its  being  held  that  the  service 
franchise  could  be  defeated  by  saying 
that,  inasmuch  as  it  was  created  for  the 
first  time  by  Section  ?  of  the  Act  of 
1884,  there  had  not  been  the  requisite 
period  of  possession.  The  person  en- 
titled to  the  service  franchise  is  to  be 
deemed  to  be  an  inhabitant  occupier 
of  such  dwelling-house  for  the  creation 
of  the  new  qualification ;  and  in  case  it 
should  by  any  possibility  be  held  that 
that  is  a  new  qualification,  this  clause 
has  been  introduced  for  the  like  reason 
as  the  corresponding  clauses  in  the 
English  and  Insh  Bills.  With  respect 
to  the  rest  of  the  Bill,  I  may  say  it  is 
directed  substantially  to  obtain  an 
amendment  of  the  Valuation  Eoll, 
which,  as  is  well  known  to  the  Scotch 
Members,  is  the  basis  of  the  voters'  list, 
and  there  are  various  particulars  in 
which  there  seems  to  be  room  for 
amendment  of  that  Eoll,  and  obtaining 
a  simpler  and  speedier  method  of  mak- 
ing out  the  voters'  lists.  Under  the 
Valuation  Act  of  1854,  comparatively 
simple  forms  of  Schedule  were  provided. 
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The  forms  of  Schedule  there  provided, 
and    the    enactments   regarding  them, 
were  repealed  by  the  County  "Voters* 
Act  of  1861 ;  and  somewhat  more  elabo- 
rate forms  of  Schedule  were  there  pro- 
yided,  containing  some  things  which  we 
regard  as  unnecessary,  and  not  contain- 
ing certain  things  which  are  now  essen- 
tial to  meet  the  requirements  of  the 
existing  law.    I  may  mention,  for  ex- 
ample,  that  in  the  form  of  Schedule 
provided,  the  heading  "  Tenant "  was 
divided  into  three  classes — tenants  under 
19  years,  tenants  between  19  and  57, 
and  tenants  over  57  years.    It  appears 
to  us  that  that  was  an  unnecessary  sub- 
division, and  we  propose  to  simplify  it 
by  simply  making  one  class  of  tenant. 
There  was  another  entry  in  the  Boll 
which  I  think,  by  almost  imiversal  con- 
sent, is  unnecessary.     I  refer  to    the 
head  which  deals  with  the  matter  of  feu- 
duties.    Now,  feu-duties  are  no  longer 
a  qualification  for  voting  as  regards  the 
future.    As  regards  the  past,  of  course, 
there  is  already  the  information  con- 
tained in  the  existing  Bolls.    And  the 
requisite  information  can  now  be  ob- 
tained without  encumbering  the  Boll, 
which  will  now  be  a  much  longer  docu- 
ment than  it  was  formerly,  by  keeping 
up  that  heading ;  and  so  we  propose  no 
longer  to  continue  it.    There  are  various 
other  matters  with  regard  to  which  we 
think  that  the  present  Boll  has  been 
simplified.    We  propose  by  one  of  the 
sections   here   to   allow   an    Order    in 
Council  to  vary  from  time  to  time  the 
forms  of  the  Boll,  and  to  obviate  the 
necessity  of  any  Parliamentary  sanction 
being  obtained  for  that  end.    That,  I 
think,  is  common  to  this  Bill  with  the 
English  and  Irish  Bills.     Then,  in  re- 
gam  to  Clause  4  of  the  Bill,  I  may  ex- 
plain that  that  has  been  introduced  with 
the  object  of  providing  certain  addi- 
tional means  of  obtaining  the  requisite 
information  to  those  provided  by  the 
Act  of  1884,  which  has  been  represented 
by  many  experienced  assessors  as  scarcely 
applicable,  and  scarcely  so  simple  as 
might  be  desired;  and,  accordingly,  we 
have  provided  certain  additional  means 
for  obtaining  that  information.    As  re- 
gards Section  6,   it  has  been  thought 
necessary  to  provide  for  each  dwelling- 
house  having  a  separate  entry,  inasmuch 
as  each  dwelling-house  may  be  the  sub- 
ject of  a  separate  qualification.    It  has 
been  thought  right  that  a  separate  entry 
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of  it  should  be  made.  No  doubt,  it  may 
sometimes  happen  that  the  whole  of  a 
dwelling-house  may  be  occupied  by  a 
person  not  a  voter,  possibly  by  a  woman, 
or  by  a  minor;  but,  still,  that  ia  by 
common  consent  ag^reed  to  be  a  useful 
entry,  as  well  for  rating  as  for  ereij 
other  purpose.  Then,  as  regards  Sec- 
tion 7,  that  is  directed  to  provide  tHat, 
where  the  parish  is  divided  into,  or 
forms  part  of,  more  than  one  poUiiig 
district,  the  register  of  voters  in  aach 
parish  shall  be  made  up  separately  far 
each  polling  district.  In  regard  to  Sec- 
tion 8, 1  may  say  that  if  there  had  beea 
no  question  except  that  of  Parliamen- 
tary registration,  it  would  probably  have 
been  unnecessary;  but  then,  even  in 
the  case  of  burghs  which  under  the 
Bill  now  going  through  Parliament — 
I  mean  the  Parliamentary  Electioiis 
(Bedistribution)  Bill — may  cease  to  re- 
turn, or  may  continue  to  return,  a  Mon- 
ber  to  Parliament,  they  will  oontiniie  to 
have  a  municipal  registrar,  and,  conse* 
quently,  it  has  been  thought  rigkt  to 
preserve  the  separate  entity  of  tlw 
burgh,  rather  for  municipal  than  for 
Parliamentary  purposes.  In  regard  to 
Section  9,  that  has  oeen  directed  to  pro- 
viding a  simple  and  cheaper  form,  ol 
advertisement  than  formerly  existed. 
There  was  great  complaint  that  tbe 
method  of  advertising  was  unsatiafac- 
tory  and  very  expensive,  and,  accord- 
ingly, Section  9  is  directed  to  a  cheaper 
method  of  making  the  requisite  publi- 
cation. Section  10  is  quite  an  execntiw 
clause,  intended  to  provide  for  the  ap> 
pointment  of  assessors  to  oounties  tbai 
are  divided,  and  I  scarcely  think  that 
any  explanation  is  required  in  regard  to 
it.  With  regard  to  Section  11,  it  ia» 
probably,  enough  to  say  that  it  has  bc«« 
suggested  from  various  parts  of  tbi> 
country,  and  I  think  with  very  good 
reason,  that  it  is  better  that  the  aseenor 
should  not  hold  some  of  the  offices  wbatk 
are  mentioned  in  this  section.  We  pro- 
pose that  he  should  not  be  employed 
as  a  collector  of  poor  ratea,  or  ae  a 
factor  or  labour  agent.  That  will  meet 
with  the  general  sense  of  the  Hoose,  I 
think.  With  respect  to  the  13th 
tion,  I  may  simply  say  that  it  ia 
to  provide  for  the  case  of  police 
Under  the  Valuation  Act  there 
only  Parliamentary  and  Boyal 
provided  for ;  but  in  many  eaaei 
present  law,  the  police  burgh  it 
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an  important  community  that  it  seems 
reasonable  to  provide  for  a  separate 
valuation  of  the  accounts  of  property, 
which  have  previously  been  provided  for 
in  the  case  of  Boyal  and  Parliamentary 
burghs.  I  have  gone  through  all  the 
clauses  in  a  very  few  words,  because  I 
do  not  propose  that  they  should  be  con- 
sidered now ;  but  I  think  any  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  are  familiar  with  the  work  of 
making  up  the  register  in  Scotland  will 
see  that  the  various  provisions  here  are 
all  directed  to  simplify  and  make  more 
effective  the  provisions  of  the  existing 
law.  I  do  not  say  that  the  Bill  is  not 
susceptible  of  amendment,  and  between 
now  and  the  time  when  we  come  to  con- 
sider the  clauses  hon.  Members  will 
have  an  opportunity  of  suggesting  any 
Amendments  that  may  occur  to  fiiem. 
But  what  I  have  said  will,  I  think,  make 
plain  the  objects  with  which  we  have 
introduced  the  Bill  in  its  present  form. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Caiair."— (2%<>  Lord  Advocate.) 

Mb.  WAETON  said,  he  wished  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
particular  form  of  this  Bill.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate  would 
pardon  him  (Mr.  Warton)  for  saying  so; 
but  he  had  noticed  all  through  the 
speech  they  had  just  listened  to  that  the 
word  '^  section  "  had  been  used  instead 
of  ''clause,''  which  it  was  usual  to 
adopt  in  connection  with  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment. He  (Mr.  Warton)  did  not  know 
whether,  in  this  matter,  there  was  a 
difference  between  Scotch  and  English 
law ;  but,  according  to  ordinary  Parlia- 
mentary proceeding,  it  was  customary 
to  use  die  word  "  clause."  So  far  as  the 
5th  dause  was  concerned,  it  seemed  to 
him  (Mr.  Warton)  an  extraordinary 
proposition,  that  after  they  had  solenmly 
arranged  the  date  at  which  the  Fran- 
chise Bill  should  come  into  force  as  an 
Act — that  it  should  not  come  into  force 
until  1st  January  this  year — they  should 
aaaame,  under  this  clause,  that  the 
Franchise  Act  had  been  in  existence 
daring  the  whole  of  1884.  It  seemed 
most  absurd  that,  after  all  the  discus- 
aion  which  had  taken  place  on  the  sub- 
jecty  and  the  serious  Amendments  which 
had  been  moved — notably  the  Amend- 
ment moved  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Soath  Northumberland  (Mr.  Albert 
Grey) — as  to  the  date  at  which    the 


Franchise  Act  should  come  into  ope- 
ration, they  should  pass  a  measure  which 
assumed  that  it  had  come  into  force 
a  year  before  it  did.  With  regard  to 
the  service  franchise,  in  respect  of 
which  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord 
Advocate  had  inserted  this  5th  clause, 
he  (Mr.  Warton)  remembered  moving 
an  Amendment  to  the  proposal  in  the 
Bill  to  provide  that  the  service  fran- 
chise was  only  to  come  into  operation  in 
the  event  of  a  contract  entered  into  be- 
tween the  master  and  servant,  and  re- 
quiring evidence  df  the  contract.  This 
singular  and  new  kind  of  franchise  was 
very  undefined  as  compared  with  every 
other  kind.  It  was  difficult  to  see  ser- 
vice in  the  same  way  as  one  could  see  a 
house  that  a  man  was  occupying.  He 
had  moved  an  Amendment  so  as  to 
secure  a  starting  point  in  the  case  of  the 
service  franchise ;  but  he  had  been  met 
by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
Gladstone),  and  other  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite,  with  the  statement  that 
it  was  not  at  all  necessary.  Now,  they 
saw  the  result  of  his  Amendment  beine 
refused.  They  found  that  there  would 
be  all  sorts  of  doors  open  to  fraud  and 
imposture.  Persons  would  be  coming 
forward  on  all  hands,  saying  they  had 
been  occupying  the  relative  positions  of 
master  and  servant,  and  arrangements 
patched  up  in  a  few  days  for  a  political 
purpose  would  be  declared  in  the  coolest 
manner  possible,  and  would,  under  this 
5th  clause,  stand  as  if  they  had  existed 
during  the  whole  of  1884.  This  seemed 
to  him  a  most  extraordinary  provision, 
and  he  was  not  all  sure  that  tne  House 
would  consent  to  it  when  it  came  to 
consider  it  in  Committee.  He  anticipated 
that  if  it  were  passed  it  would  lead  to  a 
wholesale  manufacture  of  service  quali- 
fications, and  would,  consequently,  be- 
become  a  prolific  producer  of  fagot 
votes.  He  hoped  the  5th  clause  would 
be  rejected.  He  did  not  intend  to  follow 
liie  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advo- 
cate through  the  other  clauses  of  the 
Bill. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  said,  they  were  all 
indebted  to  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Lord  Advocate  for  his  clear  statement 
with  regard  to  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
before  them.  They  were  especially  in- 
debted to  him  for  making  his  speech  to- 
night, because  they  were  all  anxious  that 
the  Bill  should  be  pushed  forward  with 
the  least  possible  delay.    It  seemed,  so 
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far  as  he  was  able  to  judge,  that  it 
would  effect  a  substantial  improyement 
in  the  Eegistration  Law  of  Scotland. 
They  had  the  advantage  at  present  |of  a 
more  simple  system  of  registration  than 
either  England  or  Ireland,  and  the  Bill 
would  still  further  simplify  that  system. 
It  would  have  the  further  advantage  of 
putting  the  counties  more  on  a  level 
with  the  boroughs  in  this  respect — that 
the  county  assessors  would  have  the 
obligation  laid  on  them  of  making  up 
the  voters'  list  more  rapidly  than  they 
were  obliged  to  do  at  present.  He  hoped 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advo- 
cate would  take  care  that  they  should 
have  sufficient  time  for  the  due  con- 
sideration of  the  clauses.  He  did  not 
wish,  at  this  moment,  to  go  into  the 
details  of  the  Bill;  but  seeing  that  it 
was  only  put  into  their  hands  this  morn- 
ing, and  that  those  interested  in  the 
subject  had  not  had  sufficient  time  to 
consider  it,  he  would  ask  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Lord  Advocate  to  take  care 
that  sufficient  time  was  given  for  the 
due  consideration  of  the  clauses. 

SiE  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
agreed  with  what  had  fallen  from  the 
last  speaker  (Mr.  Buchanan),  that  the 
registration  system  of  Scotland  was  better 
than  that  of  England,  and  much  more 
self-acting.  They  had  not  the  worry 
and  expense  of  looking  after  the  regis- 
tration as  in  England,  where  candidates 
for  seats  in  this  House  were  put  to  great 
trouble  and  expense — in  addition  to 
their  other  numerous  troubles  and  ex- 
penses— ^in  looking  after  the  voters  on 
the  list.  He  thought  it  should  be  a 
public  burden,  and  not  a  burden  on  the 
candidates ;  and  he  was  confident  that 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advo- 
cate would  do  his  best  to  maintain  and 
improve  the  good  registration  which 
prevailed  in  Scotland.  He  (Sir  George 
Campbell)  only  wished  to  express  a  hope 
that  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man would  take  very  great  care  that,  in 
extending  the  system  to  the  counties — 
which  would  be  a  delicate  and,  per- 
haps, a  somewhat  difficult  task — he  did 
not  throw  on  the  candidates  similar 
burdens  to  those  imposed  by  the  English 
law.  His  experience  in  England  was 
that  whenever  duties  of  this  kind  were 
to  be  performed,  under  statutory  obli- 
gation, by  people  who  held  their  office 
for  life,  they  were  performed  extremely 
ill,  and  to  that,  he  believed,  was  due  aU 
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the  trouble  and  expense  candidates  in 
England  were  obliged  to  incur  in  regard 
to  the  registration  of  voters.  His  atten- 
tion had  been  called  to  the  unsadsfactorj 
way  in  which  jury  lists  were  prepared 
in  England,  and  he  trusted  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate  ironld 
take  care  to  maintain  the  superior  sys- 
tem which  existed  in  Scotland.  Xo 
doubt  it  would  be  difficult  to  bring  thm 
new  voters  thoroughly  and  efficientlj 
upon  the  Eoll.  His  own  experience  was 
that  in  Scotland,  under  the  new  systmn, 
there  was  a  danger  of  the  compound 
voting  system  prevailing  in  England 
coming  in  by  superiors  undertaking  to 
pay  the  public  rates,  and  still  more 
would  it  be  so  with  regard  to  the  Berriee 
franchise,  and  he  had  no  doubt  greet 
care  would  require  to  be  taken  in  that 
respect.  He  was  sure  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Lord  Advocate  woold  do 
his  best,  and  consult  the  best  authoritiei 
in  Scotland,  and  give  a  reasonable  in- 
terval for  the  consideration  of  the 
clauses.     

Mb.  sexton  said,  he  had  under- 
stood, at  Question  time  to-day,  that  as 
soon  as  Mr.  Speaker  left  the  Chair,  ihm 
Government  would  agree  to  report  Pro- 
gress, and  would  &c  some  day  nest 
week  for  proceeding  with  the  daneea. 
He  would  ask  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Lord  Advocate,  if  he 
would  be  kind  enough  to  say,  before  ^m 
Question  was  put,  when  he  propoeed  to 
go  on  with  the  clauses  ? 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  said,  it  would  be  either  Taee- 
day  or  Wednesday;  he  was  not  qniti 
sure  which.  It  would  probablj  1» 
Tuesday ;  but  it  might  be  Wedneeday. 
He  proposed  to  put  it  down  for  TaeedaV. 

Mb.  DICK-PEDDIE  trusted  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would  aaC 
take  the  Committee  stage  on  Taeedar. 
The  Bill  came  out  only  last  nighty  aad 
it  was  quite  impossible  that  the  conid- 
tuents  could  communicate  with  Ibm- 
bers  before  that  time.  He  trusted  that 
Wednesday  would  be  the  day. 

Mb.  WAETON  said,  he  wished  to 
point  out  that  Beport  of  the  Parlij 
tary  Elections  (Bedistribution)  Bill 
down  for  Tuesday  next.    If  the 
tration  Bill  were  put  down  for  the 
day,  there  would  be  two  Bills  fixed^ 
having  precedence  over  all  other 
sures.    There  would  then  arise  a  oaae- 
tion  as  to  which  oould  be  taken  snt> 
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each  having  precedence  over  the  other. 
He  could  not  understand,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, how  the  Gk>yemment  could 
think  of  putting  these  two  Bills  down 
for  the  same  day.  Which  Bill  would 
have  precedence  r 

Thb  lord  advocate  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoitb):  The  Parliamentary  Elec- 
tions (Bedistribution)  Bill. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  The  Parliamentary 
Elections  (Bedistribution)  Bill  was  in- 
troduced first  and  obtained  its  pre- 
cedence first. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub):  Yes;  that  is  the  senior  Bill. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  eontidered  in  Committee. 

Committee  report  Progress. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  To  sit  again— on 
what  day  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfottb)  :  Monday  next ;  but  not  with 
tiie  intention  of  proceeding  with  it  on 
fhat  day.  We  will  announce  then  when 
it  will  be  taken. 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  object  to  Monday. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
a  short  time  ago  distinctly  declared  that 
it  was  proposed  to  take  the  Bill  on 
Tuesday. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  :  Monday  is  fixed,  not  with 
the  intention  of  proceeding  with  the  Bill 
on  that  day,  but  of  announcing  when  it 
win  be  proceeded  with. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Very  well ;  but  I  can- 
not help  thinking  it  would  be  much 
more  satisfactory  if  original  promises 
were  kept. 

Mb.  W  ARTON  said,  he  thought  they 
were  not  guarding  themselyes  with  suf- 
ficient care  against  possible  contingen- 
des.  They  had  already  put  down  the 
Pariiamentary Elections  (Redistribution) 
Bill  for  Monday;  but  they  were  told 
that  it  might  not  be  taken  on  that  day, 
as  they  would  be  engaged  then  in  con- 
sidering the  Vote  of  Cr^it.  But  it  was 
possible  that  the  Vote  of  Credit  might 
not  last  long.  The  policy  of  the  Go- 
Temment  in  that  respect  might  be  con- 
sidered wise,  and  the  Vote  of  Credit 
might  not  take  long  to  consider.  In 
that  case  they  would  have  two  Bills 
down,  each  taking  precedence  of  the 
other,  and  in  all  probability  they  would 

Ct  into  a  mess.     They  had  better  not 
re  down  for  the  same  day  two  Bills, 


each  of  which  was  entitled  to  be  taken 

first  on  the  day  it  came  on. 

LoBD  RICHARD  GROSVENOR  said, 
that  if  the  Bill  were  put  down  for  Tues- 
day or  Wednesday  it  would  immediately 
take  precedence,  and  that  the  Gevem- 
ment  did  not  wish  at  present.  If  it 
were  put  down  for  Monday,  it  could  be 
placed  for  any  other  day  when  they  saw 
what  arrangements  could  be  made  for 
the  Business. 

Committee  to  sit  again  upon  Monday 
next. 

EAST  INDIA  UNCLAIMED  STOCKS  BILL. 
{Mr,  Kynaston  Crot»,  Mr,  Eibbirt,) 

[bill  125.]    SECoin>  beading. 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Mb.  WARTON:  I  rise  to  Order. 
This  is  not  a  Money  Bill  in  the  proper 
sense  of  the  word,  and,  therefore,  is 
subject  to  the  half-past  12  o'clock  Rule. 
The  second  reading  has  been  chal- 
lenged, and  I  ask  your  opinion  on  the 
point,  Mr.  Speaker  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  This  Bill,  under  the 
Standing  Order,  is  the  same  as  an  ordi- 
nary Money  Bill.  It  is  essentially  a 
Money  Bill. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Monday  next. 

MOTIONS. 


SCHOOL  BOARD  ELECTIONS  (VOTING). 

ADDITION  TO   SELECT  GOiaOTTEE. 

Select  Committee  on  School  Board  Elections 
(Voting)  to  conmst  of  Twenty  •three  Members  : 
— ISir,  John  Morlbt  and  Mr.  Gobst  added  to 
the  Committee. — (Mr,  DiUwyn,) 

Mr.  sexton  :  This  is  a  most  ob- 
jectionable and  surprising  Motion.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  charge  of  the 
matter  is  not  here,  and  be  is  perfectlj 
aware  that  the  subject  is  one  of  conten- 
tion and  of  difference  of  opinion  in  tbe 
House.  I  respectfully  ask  the  noble 
Lord  whether  it  is  necessary  to  go  on 
with  the  matter  now  ? 

LoED  MOHAED  GEOSVENOE: 
The  hon.  Member  made  no  objection, 
otherwise  I  should  not  have  proposed  to 
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go  on  with  tlie  Motion.  The  Motion  is 
merely  a  formal  one. 

Mb.  DILLWYN  said,  there  was  no 
objection  taken  to  the  Motion. 

Mr.  BIGtOAB  asked  where  the  first 
meeting  of  the  Committee  would  be  ? 

LoED  RICHAED  QROSVENOR :  I 
am  not  a  Member  of  it. 

Mb.  WARTON  thought  the  Motion 
was  in  rather  a  peculiar  form.  There 
was  nothing  to  show  from  the  Notice  given 
that  the  C^nmiittee  was  now  composed 
of  21  Members.  They  could  only  guess 
or  assume  that  it  was. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  number  21 
were  originally  nominated,  and  now  two 
have  been  added. 

HETBOPOLIS  MAKAOEMENT  ACTS  AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Yiscoont  Lbttisham,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Metropolis  Management  Act,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Viscount  Lbwisham,  Sir 
Chablbs  Mills,  Sir  Tretor  Lawrbncb,  Mr. 
James    Stuart,    Mr.     Grantham,    and    Mr. 

BOORD. 

BiHpreunted,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  138.] 

7BIENDLY  SOCIETIES  ACT  (1875)   AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Tomlinsok,  Bill  to  de- 
clare the  true  meaning  of  section  twenty-two 
of  **  The  Friendly  Societies  Act,  1875,"  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Tomlikson,  Mr.  Stan- 
hope, Mr.  Whitley,  and  Captain  Atlmer. 

BiHpretenied,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  139.] 

MBTBOPOLITAN  8TBEBTS  ACT  (1867) 

EXTENSION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hbnrt  H.  Fowler,  BUI 
to  extend  the  area  to  which  **  The  Metropolitan 
Streets  Act,  1867,'*  applies,  orderedio  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Henuy  J3.  Fowler  and  Secretary 
Sir  William  Harcourt. 

BiSl presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  137.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  One  o'clock. 
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GoYemment  (Ireland)  ProTiaooal  Oiden 
(Labourers  Act)  (Ko.  3)  •  (84) ;  Arlntntiaa  • 
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Second  Readiny^Beferred  to  Select  dwrnittm — 
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Committee — Report^DninageBnd  ImproreBiait 
of  Lands  (Ireland)  Provisional  Orders*  (70)  ; 
Local  Goremment  Provisional  Orders  (Poor 
Law)  (No.  2)*  (71);  Local  Oovemment 
Provisional  Orders  (Poor  Law)  (No.  3)* 
(72);  Boval  Irish  OmsUbulary  Bedistribo- 
tion*  (75j  ;  Egyptian  Loan*  (74). 
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Orders  *  (66) ;  Local  Grovemment  Proviaiopal 
Orders  (Poor  Law)*  (67);  SoUciton  (Ix*- 
land)  *  (53),  and  jMUMf. 

BURGH  POLICE  AND  HEALTH  (SCXXT- 

LAND)  BILL.— (No.  57.) 

(The  Earl  of  Dedhoutie.) 

8E00ND  BSADIHG. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead* 
ing,  read. 

The  Eabl  of  DALHOXTSIE,  in  mov- 
ing that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  Beoond 
time,  said,  that  about  a  week  ago  a  Me- 
morandum was  circulated  among  their 
Lordships  describing  the  genenu  scope 
and  operation  of  the  Bill.  That  state- 
ment contained  a  very  concise  and  lucid 
description  of  the  provisions  of  the  Bifl, 
and  as  he  presumed  that  those  of  their 
Lordships  who  were  interested  in  the  sub- 
ject had  read  the  document,  they  would 
not  expect  him  to  enter  into  the  matter  at 
such  length  as  would  have  been  necee- 
sary  if  that  Memorandum  had  not  been 
issued.  He  would,  noTerthlees,  saj  a 
few  words  as  to  the  reasons  which  had 
induced  the  Government  to  deal  with 
the  subject  in  this  particular  form.  In 
the  first  place,  he  would  remind  their 
Lordships  that  this  Bill  was  no  new  mea- 
sure. It  had  already  been  before  the 
House  of  (Dommons,  and,  in  fact,  had 
passed  through  a  Select  Committee  of 
the  House  last  year.  The  Bill  was  now 
before  their  Lordships  precisely  in  ^e 
shape  in  which  it  left  the  Select  Oom- 
mittee  of  the  House  of  Commona  Ia«t 
year,  with  the  exception  of  a  few  verbal 
changes.  The  Bill  dealt  with  the  whole 
municipal  administration  of  towns.  It 
consolidated  and  amended  the  eTJating 
legislation.  It  covered  the  same  grooM 
as  was  covered  by  the  Police  Bills  of  18SS 
and  1850,  and  the  Qeneral  Police  Act  of 
1862.  Theseriesof  enactments  had  a  two- 
fold object.  In  the  first  place,  they  pre- 
vided  a  municipal  government  for  popa- 
lous  places  which  had  grown  up  without 
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haying  any  constitution  granted  tliem 
by  Eoyal  Charter,  or  any  other  form 
of  municipal  govemmeot.  And,  se- 
condly, they  conferred  upon  the  autho- 
rities of  the  existing  Boyal  burghs  and 
other  burghs  such  additional  powers  as 
they  did  not  then  possess.  These  burghs 
had  already  a  constitution  of  Magis- 
trates, of  Councillors,  and  other  officers. 
The  Magistrates  exercised  considerable 
jurisdiction,  both  criminal  and  civil ;  but 
under  their  constitution  the  powers  of 
assessment  which  they  possessed  were 
of  a  very  limited  character.  They  had 
no  means,  and,  indeed,  it  was  not  their 
duty  by  statute,  to  support  any  regular 
Police  Force.  Neither  had  they  the 
means  of  making  improvements  of  any 
kind — of  providing  for  a  water  supply, 
or  of  taking  any  effective  measures  in 
reference  to  public  health.  These  serious 
defects  it  was  intended  to  remedy  by 
these  several  Acts.  The  previous  Acts 
of  1850  and  1862,  were  permissive  in 
their  character.  They  could  be  adopted 
either  in  whole  or  in  part;  but,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  they  generally  were 
adopted  by  a  great  majority  of  the 
towns.  The  last  Act,  that  of  1862,  was 
adopted  by  a  very  large  majority  of  the 
burghs  of  Scotland.  That  Act  was  passed 
five  years  before  the  present  I'uhlic 
Health  Act,  and  it  dealt  with  various 
topics  relating  to  public  health.  Some  of 
these  matters  were  afterwards  dealt  with 
by  the  Public  Health  Act,  such  as  cleans- 
ing of  streets,  the  ventilation  of  build- 
ings, the  management  of  public  sewers, 
the  management  of  slaughterhouses,  and 
many  other  matters  of  that  kind.  But 
it  was  a  matter  for  serious  consideration 
whether  these  subjects  should  be  left 
out  of  this  Bill,  in  order  to  be  dealt 
with  by  some  future  measure  as  an 
amendment  of  the  Public  Health  Act, 
or  whether  the  Municipal  Code,  which 
was  already  provided  by  the  series 
of  Police  Acts,  should  in  these  matters 
as  well  as  in  other  respects  be  brought 
up  to  the  present  day.  After  much 
consideration  the  latter  course  appeared 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  be,  on 
the  whole,  the  best  course  to  pursue. 
In  the  first  place,  the  Public  Health 
Act  was  a  general  Act,  and  applicable 
not  merely  to  the  urban,  but  also  to  rural 
communities.  Any  amending  Act  would 
also  have  to  be  general  in  its  character, 
and  would  have  to  apply  to  all  sanitary 
matters  in  urban  as  well  as  in  rural  dis- 

VOL.  CCXOVII.    [thibd  sebies.] 


tricts.  It  appeared  to  the  Government 
that  any  such  general  measure  of  amend- 
ment ought  to  be  followed  by  a  reform 
of  local  county  government.  The  Go- 
vernment were  already  pledged  to  deal 
with  that  question;  but  the  period  at 
which  they  could  hope  to  deal  with  it 
was  still  distant,  and  the  matters  requir- 
ing to  be  dealt  with  were  of  most  urgent 
importance.  The  second  reason  was, 
that  the  municipal  burghs  of  Scotland 
were  taking  a  great  interest  in  this 
Bill,  and  were  very  anxious  that  their 
sanitary  provisions  should  be  incorpo- 
rated in  a  Burgh  Police  Code.  In  proof 
of  this,  he  might  mention  that  the  largest 
towns  in  Scotland  had  private  Police 
Acts  of  their  own,  and  that  most  of 
these  had  been  passed  subsequent  to 
the  passing  of  the  General  Public 
Health  Act.  The  Convention  of  Boyal 
Burghs,  to  whom  the  Government  were 
very  much  indebted  for  their  careful 
consideration  of  this  Bill,  had  unani- 
mously approved  of  this  manner  of 
dealicg  with  the  subject.  In  fact,  the 
opinion  of  Scotland  was  unanimous, 
with  the  exception  of  the  Police  Com- 
missioners of  Glasgow.  Their  objec- 
tions, however,  were  only  recently  raised, 
and  until  quite  lately  this  Bill  had  the 
absolute  and  unanimous  approval  of  the 
burghs  of  Scotland.  As  he  had  already 
said,  the  previous  Acts  were  permissive  in 
their  character ;  but  after  an  experience 
of  50  years  of  nearly  all  the  towns  of 
Scotland,  it  was  thought  that  probably 
the  right  principle  of  dealing  with  the 
municipal  administration  in  Scotland 
ought  to  be  pretty  nearly  settled.  The 
great  majority  of  the  existing  police 
burghs  and  the  inhabitants  of  those 
populous  places  which  had  no  previous 
municipal  constitution  of  their  own, 
having  adopted  the  Permissive  Bills,  the 
provisions  of  the  present  Bill  were  made 
compulsory!  But  there  was  a  partial 
exception.  Six  of  the  largest  towns  in 
Scotland  had  obtained  in  recent  years 
private  Police  Acts  of  their  own.  These 
Acts  had  been  found  to  meet  the  pecu- 
liarities of  each  case.  These  Acts,  con- 
sequently, the  towns  themselves  were 
very  anxious  to  retain  so  far  as  they 
possibly  could.  It  seemed  reasonable, 
however,  that  those  provisions  in  the 
Bills  which  applied  to  certain  matters 
pertaining  to  the  public  law  should  be 
made  compulsory  in  all  towns — such 
provisions,   for  example,  as  the  estab- 
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lisbment  and  regulation  of  the  Police 
Force.  The  Police  Force  was,  of  course, 
supported  in  great  part  by  the  Imperial 
Government  of  the  State.  That  alone 
was  some  reason  for  dealing  with  it 
in  a  compulsory  manner.  But  it  was 
desirable  that  the  case  should  be  dealt 
with  by  one  uniform  system.  The 
second  matters  which  were  compulsory 
were  those  portions  of  the  Bill  which 
related  to  public  health,  and  also  mat- 
ters pertaining  to  the  Criminal  Law. 
While  all  these  portions  of  the  Bill 
would  be  compulsory,  the  remainder 
would  be  optional  to  the  large  towns. 
Therefore,  while  the  Bill  provided  for  a 
general  repeal  of  the  Police  Acts,  those 
parts  of  the  private  Police  Acts  which 
dealt  with  other  matters  which  the  Bill 
did  not  make  compulsory  wore  saved; 
while  the  other  parts  of  the  private 
Police  Acts  dealing  with  matters  which 
were  dealt  with  compulsorily  by  this 
Bill  were  repealed.  This  might,  per- 
haps, seem  rather  a  complicated  ex- 
planation; but  the  Bill  itself  was  as 
dear  and  as  well-arranged  as  the  com- 
plicated nature  of  the  subject  admitted 
of.  The  complication  was  in  the  sub- 
ject, and  not  in  the  Bill.  To  sweep 
away  all  existing  Private  Acts,  as  was 
suggested,  and  to  substitute  a  General 
Act  of  Parliament  to  simplify  the  law, 
would  be  a  very  unpopular  measure, 
and  would  meet  with  considerable  op- 
position. An  objection  to  this  Bill  was 
that  it  had  a  somewhat  grandmotherly 
tendency.  To  that  he  would  reply  that 
there  was  scarcely  anything  in  the  Bill 
that  was  not  already  contained  in  Private 
Acts  of  Parliament.  There  was  very  little 
new  matter  in  the  Bill,  and  certainly 
it  contained  no  new  principle.  There- 
fore  the  Government,  in  asking  the 
House  to  pass  the  measure,  were  not 
asking  their  Lordships  to  take  a  leap  in 
the  dark.  An  experience  of  20  years,  it 
seemed  to  them,  oueht  to  suffice  to  dis- 
cover the  right  method  of  dealing  with 
municipal  matters.  If  their  Loi^ships 
sanctioned  the  second  reading,  he  would 
move  that  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  8e- 
lectOommittee  of  their  Lordships'  House. 
It  was  a  very  long  measure,  and  one 
which  the  House  would  hardly  care  to 
deal  with,  except  by  a  Select  Committee. 
He  begged,  therefore,  to  move  the  second 
reading,  on  the  understanding  that  it 
would  be  afterwards  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee  of  their  Lordships'  House. 

2%4  £arl  of  Dalkm$u 


Moved,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»." 
^{TAe  Earl  of  DalhouiU.) 

LoBD  BALFOUE  said,  he  was  glad 
to  hear  from  the  noble  Earl  that  he 
proposed  to  move  that  the  Bill  be  re- 
ferred to  a  Select  Committee  of  their 
Lordships'  House.  When  their  Lord- 
ships considered  that  there  were  52il 
clauses  in  the  Bill,  besides  50  pages  of 
Schedules,  they  would  probably  be  of 
opinion  that  that  was  the  right  way  of 
dealing  with  it.  At  the  same  time,  there 
were  one  or  two  matters  of  general  prin- 
ciple in  the  Bill  to  which  he  wished  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  before  the 
Bill  went  to  a  Select  Committee— chiefly 
some  of  the  provisions  in  regard  to  the 
police  administration,  and  as  to  the  eiuR*- 
mous  powers — he  believed  the  uoprece- 
dentedly  large  powers — ^given  to  magi*- 
trates  in  burghs  to  deal  with  offeoce% 
many  of  which  were  of  the  most  petty 
kind,  and  which  he  could  not  help  think- 
ing would  be  much  better  left  to  the 
general  good  sense  of  the  commanitr. 
With  regard  to  the  administratian  of 
the  police,  the  present  state  of  the  lav 
was  this — that  all  burghs  of  7,000  in- 
habitants or  more  mijpht,  if  they  chose, 
maintain  their  own  police.  The  proposal 
in  the  Bill  was  that  all  burghs  c^  20,000 
inhabitants  should  do  so,  and  that  all 
burghs  which  had  more  than  6,000  ia- 
habitants,  and  which  at  present  maiB- 
tained  their  own  police,  should  ocntiaae 
to  do  so.  He  thought  it  would  be  miieh 
more  satisfactory  if  this  Bill  had  goae  a 
little  further  in  abolishing  independcst 
jurisdiction  in  the  matter  of  police.  TW 
Bill  itself  admitted  this  principle, 
cause  it  said  that  in  future  no  more 
independent  jurisdictions  of  this 
would  be  created,  and  it  just  continacd 
those  which  were  at  present  in 
He  did  not  think  he  shoald  be 
dieted  when  he  said  that  it  was  in 
formity  with  the  general  policy  of  ] 
liament — and  it  was  a  sound  pdieT — 
that  these  small  independent  jimsdifr> 
tions  in  the  matter  of  police  ahonld  be 
as  far  as  possible  abolianed ;  and  be  Tea* 
tured  to  express  the  opinion  that  no  b«x^ 
which  had  less  than  10,000  or  12.000  in- 
habitants was  large  enough  to  TWAi<rt*i« 
its  own  police.  It  was  the  ezperieaos  of 
everybody  connected  with  the  adaiiais- 
tration  of  police  matters  in  HmClsad 
that  these  small  jurisdictions  were  vsty 
prejudicial  to  the  efficient  aenrioe  of  tbs 
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police ;   that  in  many  cases  in  small 
oarghs  there  were  constant  complaints 
that  the  discipline  of  the  police  was  not 
so  efficient  as  in  the  counties ;  and  there 
were  also  frequent  complaints  that  in 
the  small  independent  jurisdictions  ob- 
stacles were  raised  to  prompt  apprehen- 
sion of  criminals  who  had  committed 
crime  within  the  bounds  of  tbeir  juris- 
diction.   In  a  small  community  of  5,000 
or  6»000  inhabitants  it  was  impossible 
to  expect  that  the  authorities  would  be 
able  to  engage  a  Chief  Constable  of  the 
same  education,  efficiency,  and  ability 
as  was  the  case  in  a  larger  community. 
There  was  not  scope  for  the  energies 
of  an  energetic    and    efficient    public 
servant  in  such  a  small  district.     He 
wished  to   call  their  Lordships'  atten- 
tion to  some  of  the  large  powers  which  the 
Bill  proposed  to  confer  on  magistrates. 
He  did  not  think  it  would  be  possible  for 
the  State  regulation  of  individual  con- 
duct to  go  further  than  this  Bill  pro- 
posed.   There  were  pages  upon  pages 
dealing  with  some  of  the  most  minute 
offences.     How    far    these    provisions 
were  in  advance  of  some  of  the  Private 
Acts  of  burghs  he  was  not  able  to  say ; 
but  thishe  would  say — that  if  the  present 
Code  as  it  stood  was  to  be  extended  to  all 
the  burghs  in  Scotland,  it  would  cause  a 
very  great  deal  of  inconvenience  and 
heartburning,  and  it  would  be  a  great 
surprise  to  the  population,  because  he 
did  not  believe  that  one-half  of  them 
knew  what  was  being  proposed  in  their 
name  by  the  magistrates  and  Commis- 
sioners of  Burgl^.     He  would  like  to 
mention  one  or  two  of  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill  by  way  of  illustration.    It  was 
provided   that  no  refreshment  of  any 
kind  might  be  sold  after  12  o'clock  at 
night,  not  even  in  a  baker's  shop,  un- 
der a  penalty  of  £5.  A  chimney  sweeper 
might  not  walk  on  the  footpath,  and 
you  might  not  carry  a  bundle  on  the 
footpath  if  it  incommoded  anyone  else. 
There  waa  no   definition  of  a  bundle, 
and  he  believed  this  would  be  a  fruitful 
cause  of  litigation.    If  anyone  had   a 
spite  against  a  person,  he  might  jostle 
against  that  person  when  he  was  carry- 
ing a  bundle,  and  that  person  might  be 
taken  before  a  maffistrate  and  accused 
of  '* incommoding.''    Then  there  was  a 
proviaion  that  no  colourable  imitation 
of  a  bank  note  was  to  be  made  or  ex- 
hibited.   That  was  a  reasonable  pro- 
vision; but  he  did  not  see  why  there 


should  be  any  further  regulations  as  to 
a  forged  bank  note  in  a  burgh  than  in  a 
country  district.  Then  there  was  a  pro- 
vision against  unlawful  games,  and  a 
person  could  be  find  40«^  for  playicg 
any  unlawful  game  in  the  streets.  But 
there  was  no  definition  of  an  unlawful 
game.  All  tables  for  billiard  playing 
were  to  be  licensed ;  and  if  they  were  kept 
open  and  anyone  was  found  playing 
upon  them  between  12  o'clock  at  night 
and  8  in  the  morning,  they  were  to 
be  fined  40*.  or  £5 — he  forgot  which. 
Just  to  show  their  Lordships  how  very 
far-reaching  this  Bill  was,  he  would  tell 
them  what  it  was  thought  necessary  not 
to  make  an  offence.  Sub-section  36  of 
Section  393  provided  that — 

'*  It  shall  not  be  deemed  an  offence  to  lay 
sand  or  other  materials  in  any  street  in 
time  of  frost  to  prevent  accident,  or  litter,  or 
other  suitable  materials,  to  prevent  the  freezing 
of  water  in  pipes,  or,  in  case  of  sickness,  to 
prevent  noise,  if  the  person  laying  such  things 
causes  them  to  be  removed  as  soon  as  the  occa- 
sion for  them  cases." 

When  anything  of  that  sort  bad  to  be 
specially  exempted,  it  showed  how  far* 
reaching  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  were. 
There  were  provisions  which  were  ex- 
tremely onerous  upon  another  matter. 
As  had  been  shown  more  than  once 
on  the  Criminal  Law  Amendment 
Bill,  there  was  a  difference  of  opinion 
as  to  the  clauses  anent  the  keeping 
of  disorderly  houses;  and  he  thought 
a  very  general  opinion  had  been  ex- 
pressed in  the  House,  or  a  very  con- 
siderable body  of  opinion,  that  many  of 
these  clauses  were  not  in  conformity 
with  public  policy.  They  would  find 
all  these  clauses  embodied  in  this 
Bill.  He  knew  what  the  answer  would 
be.  Some  large  towns  had  got  Acta, 
such  as  Edinburgh  and  Glasgow  and 
Dundee,  and  he  thought  Greenock,  in 
which  these  clauses  were  incorporated, 
and  the  surrounding  districts  and  other 
burghs,  such  as  Leith  and  other  places, 
complained  of  the  effect  of  these  clauses 
in  Private  Acts  for  large  towns.  Houses 
which  these  clauses  were  intended  to 
suppress  simply  migrated  beyond  the 
bounds  of  these  large  towns,  and  went  to 
the  country  district ;  and  if  they  ex- 
tended all  these  clauses  to  other  parts 
of  Scotland  round  the  outskirts  of  every 
town,  the  same  class  of  houses  would 
grow  up,  and  there  would  be  no  proper 
supervision.    There  would  not  be  even 
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the  same  amount  of  possibility  of  deal- 
ing with  these  matters  as  in  towns.  He 
thought  it  would  be  better  if  these  mat- 
ters should  be  dealt  with  comprehen- 
sively in  one  general  Bill  for  the  whole 
country.  As  the  noble  Earl  had  said, 
this  Bill  was  now  compulsory.  For- 
merly any  burgh  might  or  might  not 
adopt  the  measure  if  it  wished  it,  accord- 
ing to  a  plebiscite  of  the  inhabitants ; 
but  under  this  Bill,  in  any  burgh  of 
2,000  or  more  inhabitants,  any  seven 
ratepayers  might  present  a  petition  to 
the  8herifE,  aod  the  other  inhabitants  of 
the  burgh  would  have  no  option  but 
that  the  Act  should  be  adopted.  Surely 
the  1,993  other  inhabitants  might  be 
allowed  to  have  some  say  in  the  matter 
as  to  whether  this  Bill  was  or  was  not 
to  be  adopted.  There  were  also  some 
provisions  as  to  the  compulsory  taking 
of  land  which  he  should  certainly  like  to 
have  explained.  He  did  not  know  how 
far  they  came  in  advance  of  the  -present 
law;  but  there  were  provisions  in  the 
Bill  to  enable  the  Commissioners  of  any 
burgh  to  take  land  compulsorily  for 
the  purpose  of  storing  manure,  and 
for  making  gasworks  and  waterworks. 
They  had  not  to  go  to  Parliament  for 
the  powers,  but  might  go  to  the  local 
Sheriff-substitute,  whose  judgment  was 
final.  It  seemed  to  him  that  this  was  a 
provision  which  should  be  yery  care- 
fully considered  by  Parliament  before  it 
was  allowed  to  pass.  Then  there  were 
yarious  other  matters  of  detail ;  but  he 
thought  he  had  said  enough  to  show 
that  this  Bill  required  most  careful  con- 
sideratioD,  and  that  the  Select  Com- 
mittee upon  it  should  be  a  strong  and 
representative  one,  and  that  plenty  of 
time  should  be  given  for  its  considera- 
tion. He  might  yenture  to  make  a 
suggestion.  Me  had  a  strong  impres- 
sion that  before  such  a  Bill  was  passed 
affecting  Scotland  everybody  should  be 
made  thoroughly  aware  of  its  provisions, 
and  he  would  not  be  sorry  to  see  the 
Select  Committee  sitting  in  public.  He 
had  no  intention  of  opposing  the  second 
reading ;  but  the  subsequent  stages  of 
the  Bill  would  require  most  careful  con- 
sideration. 

The  Eahl  op  WEMTSS  said,  from 
the  speech  which  the  noble  Lord  bad 

i'ust  delivered,  their  Lordships  must  see 
LOW  desirable  it  was  that  a  measure  of 
this  character  should  be  carefully  con- 
sidered before  it  became  law.    The  Bill 
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embodied,  in  a  compulsory  general  Act, 
all  those  different  provisions  intefering 
with  men  in  their  private  business ;  and 
it  confirmed,  he  thought  unnecessarily, 
those  provisions  which  had  already  beea 
passed  by  both  Houses  of  Parliament  in 
Private  Bills.  When  clauses  sucb  mm 
these  were  inserted  in  Private  6ills» 
those  who  were  opposed  to  them  had  an 
opportunity  of  appearing  by  counsel  or 
otherwise  in  opposition.  It  became, 
therefore,  more  necessary,  when  all  tbese 
provisions  were  to  be  embodied  in  a 
general  Bill,  to  carefully  consider  how  far 
they  should  apply.  Under  the  provisions 
of  this  Bill  tlie  municipal  authorities 
could  regulate  the  size  of  every  room 
and  of  every  window  in  every  dwelling 
house,  and  the  ventilation  of  eTerj 
dwelling  house.  It  imposed  heavy  fines 
on  omnibuses  that  were  not  in  a  proper 
state  of  repair ;  and  if  the  horaes  were 
not  properly  trained  there  was  a  heavy 
penalty.  There  was  a  penalty  of  £2  or 
£5  if  a  slow  vehicle  did  not  immediately 
get  out  of  the  way  of  a  faster  veliMls 
passing.  But  he  thought  the  most  ex- 
traordinary provision  of  all  was  one 
dealing  with  morals.  The  object,  no 
doubt,  was  that  everyone  should  live  in 
the  Palace  of  Truth.  It  was  provided  tlist 
anyone  who  attempted  to  commit  a  false- 
hood would  be  liable  toapenaltyof  £  loor 
two  months'  imprisonment.  What  they 
were  fast  coming  to,  if  this  kind  of  legisla- 
tion was  about  to  pass,  was  a  state  of 
things  where  every  citizen  would  only  he 
able  to  live  and  move  and  have  his  beia^ 
by  the  favour  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  or 
of  some  municipal  authority.  He  hoped 
their  Lordships  would  pat  their  £>ot 
down  on  this  kind  of  legislation,  and 
that  the  Bill  would  come  out  of  the 
Committee  yery  different  to  what  it  wss 
now. 

The  Duke  of  AEGYLL  said,  this  was, 
no  doubt,  a  very  important  Bill.  Hav- 
ing devoted  weeks  to  the  oonsideratka 
of  the  measure,  he  had  tried  to  under- 
stand it,  but  had  failed  to  do  so. 
whole  principle  upon  which  the  Bill 
drawn  up  was  most  iaoonveoient.  It 
was  partly  a  mere  condensation  of  tlie 
existmg  law,  and  it  was  partly  an  ad^ 
tion  to  the  existing  law.  It  i 
difficult  to  make  out  what  clauses 
new  legislation  and  what  danses 
old  legislation.  He  suggested  that  wbst 
was  a  mere  re-enactment  should  hsve 
been  treated  in  one  type,  and  what  was 
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now  in  anotlier  type.  His  noble  Friend 
who  had  charge  of  the  Bill  (the  Earl 
of  Dalhousie)  said  there  was  very 
little  in  it  that  was  new ;  but  he  (the 
Duke  of  Argyll)  could  not  believe 
that  all  the  provisions  that  had  been 
detailed  could  be  found  in  existing 
Statutes.  Certainly,  he  had  never  heard 
any  such  powers  in  regard  to  the  classes 
of  offences  which  had  been  mentioned 
being  exercised  by  magistrates,  al- 
though he  had  no  objection  to  sweeps 
being  prevented  from  walking  on  the 
footpath.  There  were  one  or  two  clauses 
in  the  Bill  with  respect  to  which  he 
had  heard  very  serious  remonstrances. 
One  in  particular  was  a  very  important 
one — that  was  the  power  given  to  popu- 
lous places  to  annex  parts  of  counties 
with  the  view  to  include  them  in  the 
rates.  That  was  a  very  important  ques- 
tion. He  had  heard  contests  on  behalf 
of  his  own  tenants  and  feuars,  who  ob- 
jected to  be  included  in  towns  or  cities 
that  wanted  to  annex  them.  As  he  un- 
derstood the  Bill,  this  power  of  annexa- 
tion was  carried  much  further  than 
under  the  existing  law.  Under  the  Bill, 
not  only  great  cities  and  important 
towns,  but  populous  places,  constituted 
into  police  burghs,  would  have  the  power 
of  annexing  parts  of  neighbouring  coun- 
ties at  the  discretion  of  the  Sheriff  of 
that  part  of  the  district  which  had  the 
majority  of  ratepayers,  which  was,  of 
course,  the  populous  place  itself.  There- 
fore, the  Sheriff  had  the  power  of  an- 
nexing new  land  to  these  populous 
places;  and  if  the  Sheriff  of  the  less 
populous  place  objected  to  the  annexa- 
tion he  would  have  no  power  to  resist 
it.  He  had  heard  remonstrances  on 
these  points  from  persons  well  versed  in 
the  law.  It  would  be  absurd  to  oppose 
such  a  Bill  as  this  on  the  second  read- 
ing ;  but;  it  was  one  that  would  require 
the  very  close  attention  of  their  Lord- 
ships. 

The  Earl  op  EOSEBERY  said,  it 
might  be  as  well  to  state,  with  reference 
to  the  expression  ''falsehood,"  which 
had  a  somewhat  ridiculous  appearance, 
that  the  Scotch  law  phrase  "commit 
falsehood,  fraud,  and  wilful  imposi- 
tion/' was  a  synonym  for  the  old  Eng- 
lish word  "swindling." 

Motion  agrMd  to ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. 


INFANTS  BILL.-(No.  78.) 

(The  Lord  Fitzgerald,) 

EBFORT. 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order). 

Clause  3  (Mother  may  appoint  guar- 
dian). 

The  Earl  of  LIMERICK  said,  he 
objected  to  the  provision  in  the  clause 
which  gave  the  mother  of  the  infant 
power  to  appoint  and  nominate  a  guar- 
dian by  deed  or  will.  Whatever  was  to 
be  done  on  behalf  of  the  wife  ought  to 
be  done  openly  during  her  lifetime.  It 
ought  not  to  be  possible  for  her  to  make 
an  arrangement  in  secret,  which  should 
be  kept  secret  until  after  her  death.  It 
was  a  dangerous  and  invidious  power  to 
give  to  enable  a  wife  to  appoint  a  guar- 
dian by  will.  He,  therefore,  proposed 
to  amend  the  sub -section  of  the  clause 
by  providing  that  the  Court  might,  upon 
the  application  of  the  mother  of  an  in- 
fant, appoint  a  person  or  persons  to  act 
as  guardian  or  guardians  jointly  with 
the  father  if  the  Court  was  satisfied  that 
this  was  necessary  or  desirable. 

Amendment  moved. 

In  Sub-section  2,  line  22,  leave  out  from 
(**The")  to  end  of  sub-section  and  insert 
('*  court  may,  upon  the  application  of  the 
mother  of  any  infant,  appoint  some  fit  person 
or  persons  to  act  as  guardian  or  guardians  of 
such  infant  after  her  death,  jointly  with  the 
father  of  such  infant,  if  satisfied  that  such  ap- 
pointment is  necessary  or  desirable  for  the 
welfare  of  such  infant."— (7'A0  £arl  of  ZtW- 
riek.) 

Lord  FITZGERALD  said,  the  objec- 
tions of  the  noble  Earl  would  in  some 
respects  apply  to  any  appointment  of  a 
guardian  by  will,  for  until  the  death 
of  the  testator,  if  it  was  the  testator's 
wish,  the  provisions  of  a  will  must  be 
kept  secret.  As  the  clause  stood,  it  was 
the  clause  of  Lord  Cairns ;  and  the 
Amendment  would  restore  the  clause  to 
its  original  form.  There  might  be  cases 
in  which  the  wife  had  the  strongest 
reason  for  believing  that  her  husband 
was  not  a  proper  person  to  be  intrusted 
with  the  charge  of  their  children  after 

hop  flAs.th 

LottD  INCHIQUIN  said,  he  could 
not  agree  with  either  the  Amendment  or 
with  the  clause  as  it  stood.  The  noble 
and  learned  Earl  (the  late  Earl  Cairns) 
said  that  in  case  of  a  temporary  differ* 
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enoe  between  the  husband  and  wife  the 
latter  might  make  an  application  to  the 
Court  to  annoy  him  and  put  him  upon 
his  defence.  In  any  case  the  clause 
would  be  a  fruitful  source  of  iuconve- 
nience.  The  person  or  persons  ap- 
pointed by  will  would  most  likely  be 
hostile  to  the  husband,  and  even  if  not 
hostile  could  scarcely  assert  a  claim  to 
act  without  offending  the  father.  The 
father  might  say  that  if  he  was  to  be 
interfered  with  the  children  might  be 
taken  from  him  altogether,  and  he 
would  not  leave  them  any  of  his  pro- 
perty. There  might  be  individual  cases 
m  which  the  father  should  be  interfered 
with ;  but  for  that  the  law  already  pro- 
vided. He  should,  therefore,  move  that 
the  sub-section  of  the  clause  be  omitted. 

Amendment  movedy  to  leave  out  Sub- 
section 2. — {The  Lord  Inchiquin.) 

Lord  WATSON  said,  he  approved 
of  the  clause  as  it  stood  rather  than  of 
the  proposed  Amendment.  The  clause 
could  have  no  operation  until  it  was 
proved  that  the  father  was  not  a  fit 
person  to  have  the  control  of  the  chil- 
dren, and  that  the  person  nominated  was 
a  fit  person.  A  person  nominated  as 
guardian  would  have  to  make  up  his 
mind  before  applying  to  the  Court 
whether  he  was  likely  to  obtain  the  con- 
firmation of  his  appointment.  He  would 
enter  the  Court  with  the  responsibility 
that  the  case  for  his  appointment  must 
be  proved. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said, 
there  was  some  inconvenience  in  having 
two  Motions  before  the  House  at  once. 
He  had  already  explained  that  the  law 
at  present  was  very  different  from  what 
it  would  be  under  that  clause.  It  was 
true  that  the  Court  had  power  to  take 
children  from  their  father,  either  in  the 
lifetime  of  the  mother  or  at  any  other 
time,  for  causes  which  the  precedents 
had  established  as  sufficient.     But  that 

J»ower  was  circumscribed  by  the  rules 
or  its  application  laid  down  by  Lord 
Eldon  and  other  Judges,  and  was  never 
exercised  save  in  the  most  extreme 
cases,  not  only  of  immorality  or  pro- 
fligacy on  the  part  of  the  father,  but  of 
such  immorality  as  was  proved  to  be 
likely  to  directly  influence  or  affect  the 
child.  Even  ii  the  father  was  living 
in  Boandaloas  profligraoy,  but  did  not 
bring  his  children  into  the  society  of  his 
paramonr,  or  did  not  deprave  the  child 

Lord  Tnehiquin 


by  wicked  teaching,  the  Court  wofold 
not  interfere.  The  cases  chiefly  meant 
to  be  provided  for  by  the  sub-sectioii 
were  those  in  which,  in  the  opinion  of 
all  reasonable  persons,  it  must  be  mlto- 
gether  wrong  to  allow  the  child  to 
fall  back  under  the  power  of  the  father. 
Take  an  extreme  case.  When  thefKther 
and  mother  were  living  apart,  and  wluii 
there  were  young  children,  g^ris,  living 
under  the  care  of  ,the  mother  during*  her 
life.  In  such  cases,  after  the  moth^s 
death  the  children  fell  back  under  ^e 
power  of  the  father,  however  undesirahle 
such  a  result  might  be,  and  even  if  the 
mother,  herself  beingpureand  blameleea, 
had  obtained  adivorcefrom  her  husband. 
In  such  a  case  as  that,  this  daose  would 
enable  the  wife  to  anticipate  and  make 
provision  for  the  event  of  her  own 
death,  and  to  name  the  person  wluxa 
she  would  wish  to  succeed  to  her  ova 
place,  so  far  as  that  was  possible.  Bat 
the  clause  as  framed  by  his  lamaoted 
Friend  Lord  Cairns  did  not  give  her 
an  absolute  power,  or  enable  her  to  do 
even  this,  for  any  reasons  which  v^ete 
not  grave  reasons.  The  Court  conld  only 
confirm  the  exercise  of  the  power  ia 
cases  where  it  was  absolutely  tn 
to  do  so  for  the  benefit  of  the  child. 
The  Marquess  of  8ALI8BUBY 
he  must  protest  against  the  nae  which 
had  been  made  of  the  name  of  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  the  late  Earl  Gaima^ 
whose  authority  was  so  great  in  that 
House.  He  knew  that  at  the  end  of  last 
Session  his  late  noble  and  learaed 
Friend  bad  expressed  himself  priTatalj 
as  perfectly  horrified  with  this  BaD, 
and  his  wonder  that  it  had  ever  heea 
allowed  to  pass  the  House  of  Oooh 
mons.  What  Earl  Cairns  might  haw 
said  to  the  Committee  to  mitigate 
lation  which  he  did  not  feel 
strong  enough  to  avert  in  the  waj  o# 
compromise  he  did  not  know ;  bat  aa  the 
noble  and  learned  Earl  was  now  no  morc^ 
he  asked  their  Lordships  to  dismiss  &tm 
their  mind  any  prejudice  in  favoor  of 
this  Bill  which  might  be  raised  by  < 
the  name  of  Earl  Cairns.  It 
possible  to  exaggerate  the  im[ 
of  the  decision  at  which  they  had 
rived,  because  it  was  a  decisi 
might  afPect  the  happineee  of  may 
ried  man  who  had  the  misfbrtone  to  W 
a  widower.  A  man  might  be 
to  interference  to  which  he  had 
been  exposed  before.    It  becaaie  ihmm. 
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therefore,  to  watch  whether  the  securi- 
ties were  sufficient  to  save  a  father 
against  whom  there  might  be  no  com- 
plaint from  undue  and  improper  inter- 
ference. The  language  of  tiie  noble 
and  learned  Lords  who  had  spoken  was 
very  different  from  that  of  the  Bill. 
They  said  it  was  necessary,  where  a  wife 
was  living  separate  from  her  husband, 
and  the  father's  influence  would  be  dan- 
gerous to  the  children,  that  they  should 
be  saved  from  his  influence ;  but  there 
was  nothing  of  that  kind  in  the  Bill.  If 
their  language  could  be  imported  into  the 
Bill  he  should  not  have  so  much  objec- 
tion to  it.  The  Bill  said  nothing  of  the 
cases  to  which  the  Lord  Ohancellor  had 
referred,  or  of  a  father  who  wilfully 
corrupted  his  children's  mind.  It  allowed 
a  wife,  by  a  will  secretly  made  and 
locked  up  in  her  desk,  to  appoint  any 
guardian  or  guardians,  male  or  female, 
no  matter  what  their  character  or  capa- 
city as  guardians,  who  were  to  have 
equal  power  with  the  father;  and  if 
there  were  two  of  them  they  could  out- 
rote  the  father  in  everything  which 
appertained  to  the  bringing  up  and 
management  of  his  own  children.  What 
security  was  there  that  the  wife  would 
exercise  such  a  power  wisely?  None 
whatever.  Of  course,  in  a  vast  number 
of  instances  the  power  would  not  be 
exercised  at  all,  or  if  it  were  it  would 
be  rightly  exercised ;  but  there  might  be 
a  case  where  a  woman,  living  in  loneli- 
ness, subject  to  the  influence  of  mis- 
chievous or  gossiping  persons,  misled 
by  false  stories,  or  guided  by  mistaken 
spiritual  advisers,  might  exercise  this 
power  in  circumstances  which  would 
make  it  improbable  that  she  was  exer- 
cising it  wisely.  The  mother  would 
have  the  power  of  projecting  into  the 
family  of  the  father  two  representatives 
of  her  own,  who  would  have  the  right 
of  determining  how  the  children  should 
be  educated.  Let  their  Lordships  con- 
sider what  cases  might  arise.  There 
might  be  the  case  of  a  Catholic  or  a 
Protestant  mother,  the  father  being  of 
the  opposite  religion.  Or  there  might 
be  a  very  Low  Church  father  and  a  very 
High  Church  wife,  and  the  latter  might 
appoint  two  High  Church  guardians, 
who  would  proceed  to  bring  up  the 
children  in  a  manner  wholly  opposed  to 
the  wishes  of  the  father.  The  Bill 
would  enable  the  wife  to  exercise  after 
her  death  a  power  which  she  could  not 


have  exercised  while  living.  The  two 
guardians  appointed  by  her  would  ob- 
tain a  power  which  she  never  possessed, 
and  however  odious  they  might  be  to 
the  father,  she,  being  dead,  would  be 
incapable  of  retracting  what  she  had 
done.  Keeping  cases  of  scandal  out  of 
view  altogether,  they  would  wreck  hun- 
dreds of  households  if  they  were  to  allow 
guardians  to  be  forced  into  a  family  at 
variance  with  the  opinions  of  the  father. 
The  father  might  be  a  man  who  took  an 
old-fashioned  view  as  to  the  way  his 
daughters  should  be  educated.  The 
wife  might  be  a  strong-minded  woman, 
and  appoint  as  guardian  a  woman  with 
a  taste  for  male  studies  and  occupations. 
They  might,  on  the  other  hand,  have  a 
father  with  an  austere  view  of  the  duties 
of  life,  and  wished  to  bring  up  his  sons 
in  virtue  and  frugality,  and  perhaps  an 
undue  abstinence  from  the  amusements  of 
the  world ;  and  the  friends  of  the  wife 
might  be  of  an  opposite  character.  They 
might  be  persons  who  had  a  great  love 
of  amusement,  who  might,  perhaps, 
attach  an  exaggerated  importance  to 
our  great  national  sports  at  Epsom  and 
Newmarket.  What  would  be  the  effect 
on  the  children?  It  was  bad  enough 
for  the  father,  for  he  could  not  imagine 
anything  more  deplorable  to  a  father 
than  having  his  children  wrested  from 
him  in  this  way,  and  brought  up  in  a 
manner  he  did  not  approve  of.  But 
what  would  be  the  effect  on  the  children? 
There  would  be  constant  squabbling  be- 
tween the  father  and  the  guardians  as 
to  what  kind  the  religious  teaching 
should  be — what  morality  should  be 
considered  right  or  wrong.  It  would 
completely  wreck  the  morals  and  the 
faith  of  the  children,  who  would  see 
those  who  had  the  bringing  of  them  up 
differ  on  every  point  on  which  their 
bringing  up  depended.  He  was  aware 
the  answer  would  be  that  this  was  not 
to  take  place  unless  a  Court  deemed  it 
necessary  and  desirable.  No  doubt, 
there  was  a  great  deal  of  majesty  in  a 
Law  Court,  and  his  noble  Friend  thought 
he  had  disposed  of  every  question  when 
he  said  it  would  be  decided  by  a  Court. 
For  his  own  part,  however,  he  was  not 
an  absolute  believer  in  the  divinity  of  a 
Court.  He  was  not  prepared  to  give 
that  absolute  confidence  to  the  Court 
except  under  well-defined  conditions. 
Under  the  Bill,  if  only  a  single  Judge 
thought    it  desirable    not  to  interfere 
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with  the  dying  wishes  of  a  wife,  the 
guardians  she  appointed  would  be  thrust 
•  upon  the  father. 

TheLOED  CHANCELLOR:  No,  no. 
The  burden  of  proof  was  the  other  way. 

The    Marquess    of    SALISBURY: 

The  words  of  the  Act  were — 

*'  The  court,  after  her  death,  if  satisfied  that 
such  appointment  is  necessary  or  desirahle  for 
the  welfare  of  the  children,"  &c. 

He  did  not  say  that  in  a  considerable 
number  of  cases  the  Judge  would  not 
insist  on  coufining  the  confirmation  to 
cases  of  proved  incapacity  or  unfitness 
of  the  father ;  but  they  had  no  security 
whatever  that  that  would  universally  be 
the  case.  If  they  laid  down  in  an  Act  of 
Parliament  what  they  required  to  be 
done,  no  doubt  the  Judges  would  give 
effect  to  their  wishes;  but  if  a  Judge 
were  to  decide,  without  any  guidance 
whatever,  whether  he  would  set  aside 
the  nomination  of  guardians  by  the 
mother,  the  decision  would  be  left  abso- 
lutely to  the  accidents  of  his  own  indi- 
vidual disposition.  The  Judge's  inten- 
tions might  be  good,  but  then  he  might 
be  a  man  with  peculiarities.  For  in- 
stance, he  might  think  that  religion  was 
not  of  much  importance.  He  had  been 
treating  the  matter  on  the  supposition 
that  the  High  Court  would  have  to 
decide  the  question ;  but,  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill,  a  County  Court 
Judge  would  have  the  power  of  forcing 
guardians  into  a  family  at  the  will,  per- 
haps, of  a  wicked,  an  infamous,  or  a 
frivolous  wife.  He  could  not  conceive 
that  their  Lordships  would,  with  light 
hearts,  make  such  a  revolution  in  all 
English  families  as  was  shadowed  forth 
by  this  Bill.  If  words  were  introduced 
to  supersede  the  father,  where  he  was 
shown  unfi.t  to  have  the  guardianship, 
he  would  not  resist  any  such  proposal ; 
but  the  Bill,  as  it  stood,  seemed  to  him 
to  be  the  greatest  interference  with  the 
rights  and  privileges  which  men  valued 
more  than  they  did  their  own  lives,  on 
the  mere  opinion  of  a  County  Court 
Judge.  To  oust  the  father  from  all  care 
of  his  own  children  seemed  to  him  so 
unwise,  and  so  unlike  anything  ever 
done  in  legislation  before,  that  he 
earnestly  hoped  the  House  would  pause 
before  agreeing  to  it.  He  thought 
the  best  plan  would  be  not  to  divide, 
but  to  bring  up  a  clause  dealing  with 
those  cases  on  whioh  they  were  all 
agreed. 

Th$  JIarQU€99  of  Salitbury 


Eabl  GRANVILLE  said,  the  noUe 
Marquess  had  spoken  in  an  impassioned 
way  against  reference  to  the  opinion  of 
the  late  Earl  Cairns,  and  had  called  on 
their  Lordships  not  to  allow  their  miDds 
to  be  biassed  by  what  had  been  said  in 
that    connection,  and    then   the  noble 
Marquess    proceeded    to    give    a  Tery 
strong  expression  of    opinion   on    the 
part  of  Earl  Cairns  against  the  Bill, 
which,  it  appeared,  had  been  confided 
to  the  noble  Marquess  last  year.     He 
(Earl  Granville)  thought  it  better  to  be 
guided  by  the  public  utterances  of  Cari 
Cairns ;  and,  so  far  as  he  knew,  £arl 
Cairns  had  never  expressed  hie  opposi- 
tion to  this  Bill,  though  he  had  said  it 
was  a  Bill  which  required  great  care 
and  attention  with  regard  to  its  details. 
Acting  upon  that  opinion.  Lord  Cairns 
suggested  that  the  Bill  should  be  referred 
to  a   Select    Committee,*  and    in    Uiat 
Select    Committee    he    took    immense 
pains  himself.    It  was  an  extraordinary 
thing  for  the  noble  Marquess  to  ask  tlui 
House  to  vote  against  a  clause  on  the 
authority  of  Lord  Cairns,  which  Xjord 
Cairns  himself  had  framed.     The  noble 
Marquess  went  further,   and  made 
speech  in  which  he  spoke  of  the  ~      _ 
of  giving  a  posthumous  power  to  a  wife 
to  overrule  her  husband  in  respect  of 
guardians,  and  then,  at  the  end,   the 
noble  Marquess  anticipated  what  their 
answer  would  be — namely,   that   thej 
should  read  the  words  of  the  clanae, 
which  showed  that  there  was  no  snch 
power  given.     The  Bill  provided  siaiplj 
that  the  Court  should  have  power  to 
intervene,    and  if   it   thought   proper, 
might  confirm  the  appointment  of  the 
guardians  so  nominated.    But  if    the 
noble  Marquess  was  right,  the  argomeiit 
was  strong  against  the  power  which  the 
Court  of  Chancery  possessed  in  regard 
to  children.    Then  he  said  he  was  pot- 
ting his  case  too  weakly ;  this  decistoa 
was  to  be  taken,  not  by  a  Court  of  Chan- 
cery, but  by  a  County  Court  Judge. 

LoBD  ELLENB0R0U6H:  Hear, 
hear !  

Eabl  GBANYILLE  :  Of  eonrte  the 
noble  Lord  was  quite  right  to  cheer  his 
Leader,  whatever  he  might  say.  Bat  he 
was  going  to  state  what  was  in  the  BiU 
itself.  If  the  noble  Marquess  had  rred 
the  Bill,  he  would  have  found  that  it  was 
in  the  option  of  either  of  the  parties  %• 
go  to  the  County  Court  Judge  or  rsqaite 
the  case  to  be  taken  to  a  higher  Coart, 
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and  if  first  decided  by  the  County  Court 
Jadg;ey  there  was  a  right  of  appeal  to 
the  highest  Court  in  the  Kingdom.  He 
really  never  saw  a  case  which  more 
completely  disposed  of  the  arguments 
of  the  noble  Marquess  than  the  pre- 
sent.   

LoBD  BRAMWELL  pointed  out  that 
by  the  5th  clause  of  the  Bill  the  wife 
would  have  the  power  to  go  to  the  Court 
in  the  lifetime  of  her  husband ;  and  it 
occurred  to  him  that  unless  some  such 
provision  as  that  under  consideration 
were  inserted,  the  wife,  if  she  had 
reason  to  be  dissatisfied  with  her  hus- 
band, would  be  almost  driven  to  go  to 
the  Court  in  his  lifetime  to  get  the 
power  to  appoint  guardians,  and 
acaodals  would  thereby  arise  which 
otherwise  would  never  be  made  public. 

Amendment  negatived. 

On  Question,  That  Sub- section  2  stand 
part  of  the  Bill  ? 

Viscoim'  CRANBROOK  said,  he 
hoped  the  clause  would  not  be  struck 
out  altogether,  as  he  felt  the  force  of 
the  remarks  of  the  noble  and  learned 
LfOrd  who  had  just  sat  down,  as  the 
wife  might  be  driven  into  Court  to  do 
what,  under  the  Bill,  she  could  do  in 
private.  He  thought  it  would  be  most 
undesirable  to  drive  the  husband  and 
wife  into  a  quarrel.  There  were  many 
cases  in  which  a  wife  would  endure  a 
great  deal  for  the  sake  of  the  children 
rather  than  raise  a  scandal. 

Thb  Dxtke  of  RICHMOND  and 
(K)RDON  suggested  that  it  would  be 
well  to  strike  out  this  particular  clause 
then,  and  to  bring  up  another  clause 
which  would  more  completely  meet  the 
views  of  noble  Lords  on  the  third 
reading.  He  thought  the  power  of  the 
wife  in  respect  to  appointing  guardians 
to  act  after  her  death  should  be  confined 
to  cases  in  which  the  husband  had  been 
guilty  of  misconduct  as  to  make  him  an 
improper  persen  to  have  the  absolute 
control  of  his  children.  What  was 
desired  was,  the  introduction  of  words 
which  would  set  out  the  cases  in 
which  it  would  be  desirable  the  wife 
should  have  the  power  to  appoint  guar- 
dians. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  hoped 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  would  not 
agree  to  the  suggestion.  It  would  be 
better  to  amend  the  clause  on  the  third 
reading  if  thought  necessary. 


On  Question?  Their  Lordships  <fn;t(^(^: 
— Contents  42 ;  Not-Contents  28  :  Ma- 
jority 14. 

Amendment  disagreed  to. 
Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  5  (Court  may  make  orders  as 
to  custody). 

Earl  BEAUCHAMP  moved  an 
Amendment  limiting  the  power  of  the 
Court  to  make  an  order  to  cases  in 
which  the  father  and  mother  are  sepa- 
rated by  deed  or  decree  of  a  Court  or 
otherwise.  He  explained  that  the 
Amendment  was  drafted  and  proposed  by 
the  late  Lord  Cairns,  when  the  Bill  was 
before  the  Select  Committee.  If  some 
such  alteration  were  not  introduced 
into  the  clause  a  mother  would  be  able 
to  make  an  application  to  the  Court 
upon  any  frivolous  pretext.  To  prevent 
such  occurrences  the  power  of  applying 
to  the  Court  ought  to  be  limited  to  cases 
where  the  parents  had  separated.  Under 
the  clause  as  it  stood  husbands  would 
be  at  the  mercy  of  their  wives,  should 
the  latter  choose  to  carry  their  domestic 
quarrels  into  Court. 

Amendment  moved. 

In  page  2,  line  12,  to  insert  at  the  beginning 
of  the  clause  ( **  Where  the  father  or  mother  of 
any  infant  are  living  separate  under  a  separa* 
tion  by  deed  or  decree  of  the  Court  or  other- 
wise.")—(TA*  Earl  Beauchamp.) 

Lord  FITZGERALD  opposed  the 
Amendment.  There  was  no  public  ex- 
pression on  the  part  of  Lord  Cairns  as 
to  the  proposal  contained  in  the  clause. 
Was  it  not  a  shocking  thing  that  this 
right  should  not  be  given  to  the  wife 
unless  she  was  divorced  or  lived  sepa- 
rately from  her  husband  ? 

Lord  BRAMWELL  said,  that  by  the 
clause  as  it  stood  when  the  husband  and 
wife  were  living  together  the  wife  might 
require  the  Court  to  make  an  order,  the 
effect  of  which  would  be  to  transfer  the 
control  of  the  children,  which  the  father 
now  rightly  possessed,  to  both  father 
and  mother.  That  would  be  a  Dual 
Control  of  the  most  vicious  kind.  The 
reason  why  this  right  should  be  given, 
to  the  wife  when  living  separately  was 
that  she  was  no  longer  a  member  of 
the  household,  and  then  it  might  be 
proper  that  she  should  have  a  voice  in 
the  management  of  the  children.  When 
husband  and  wife  were  separated  in 
that  way  there  was  no  increase  of  scandal 
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in  her  going  to  the  Court.  What  he  re- 
membered that  great  lawyer  and  con- 
summate Judge,  whose  loss  he  so  much 
regretted,  did  when  he  dealt  with  this 
provision  was,  he  objected  to  it  on  the 
ground,  among  others,  that  every  little 
quarrel  between  husband  and  wife, 
which  might  otherwise  be  easily  made 
up  would  enable  her  to  rush  off  to  the 
Court. 

LoBD  BEABOUKNE  said,  that  whUst 
the  Law  Lords  on  the  Select  Committee 
had  differed  upon  this  Amendment,  the 
three  Lay  Lords  had  all  voted  against 
it ;  and  as  he  had  the  honour  to  be  one, 
he  wished  to  say  why  he  had  ventured 
to  dissent  from  Lord  Cairns's  opinion. 
Li  most  cases  of  husband  and  wife  dis- 
agreeing, the  wife  would  never  desire  to 
apply  to  the  Court,  and  the  question 
would  never  arise.  But  there  might  be 
cases — as  for  instance,  when  it  had  been 
agreed  before  marriage  that  the  children 
of  one  sex  should  be  brought  up  in  one 
religion,  and  those  of  the  other  sex  in 
another — in  which  the  wife  might  desire 
so  to  apply.  If  this  Amendment  were 
carried,  she  could  not  do  so  whilst  she 
lived  with  her  husband ;  but  the  moment 
she  separated  from  him,  **  either  by  the 
decree  of  a  Court  or  otherwise,"  she 
could  make  the  application.  Therefore, 
this  Amendment  would  offer  a  direct 
premium  to  the  wife  to  separate  from 
her  husband,  by  making  that  separation 
the  only  way  by  which  she  could  acquire 
a  right  which  it  was  generally  conceded 
that  she  ought  to  have.  His  (Lord 
Brabourne's)  noble  and  learned  Friend 
(Lord  Bramwell)  said  that  the  clause 
without  the  Amendment  would  strike  at 
the  supremacy  of  the  husband  ;  but  he 
shoula  recollect  that  the  whole  of  this 
Bill  was  based  upon  the  desire  to  elevate 
the  status  of  the  mother,  and  give  her  a 
greater  right  over  her  children  than  she 
had  hitherto  possessed,  and  if  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  wished  to  maintain 
unimpaired  the  entire  supremacy  of  the 
husband,  he  should  have  opposed  the 
Bill  upon  its  second  reading. 

On  Question?  Their  Lordships  di- 
vided  .-—(Contents  28 ;  Not-Contents  30 : 
Majority  2. 

Amendment  disagreed  to. 

Clause  agr$0d  to. 

Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Thursday  next. 


PUBLIC  HEALTH— CEEMATI05- 

QTTESnON. 

The  Eabl  of  ONSLOW  said,  ha 
wished  to  call  attention  to  the  erection 
of  a  public  crematorium  at  Woking,  and 
the  cremation  of  a  body  there  on  the 
26th  of  March  last,  and  to  inquire,  Whe- 
ther Her  Majesty's  Government  would 
use  whatever  powers  they  had  in  the 
matter  for  the  discouragement  of  the 
practice  ? 

The  Eabl  of  DALHOTJSIE  asked 
what  powers  the  noble  Earl  referred  to  ? 

The  Earl  of  ONSLOW  said,  he 
understood  the  Home  Secretary  to  8tat« 
in  '^  another  place  "  that  Her  Majeety'a 
Government  had  power  to  disooura^  Uie 
practice. 

The  Eabl  of  DALHOTJSIE  said,  he 
was  not  aware  of  the  existence  of  such 
power.  Some  time  ago  the  GK>veniinent 
was  asked  to  legislate,  with  a  view  of 
surrounding  the  practice  by  certain  safe- 

fuards.  The  reply  of  the  Secretaxy  of 
tate  was  that  the  people  of  this  country 
were  not  in  the  least  inclined  to  adopt 
cremation  as  an  ordinary  mode  of  de- 
posing of  the  dead.  He  would,  how* 
ever,  endeavour  to  ascertain  what  tb« 
views  of  the  Home  Secretary  were  upas 
the  subject,  so  that  he  might  be  able  to 
give  the  noble  Earl  a  more  satisfactoiy 
answer  if  he  desired  it. 

The  Eabl  of  ONSLOW  said,  ht 
would  repeat  the  Question  on  a  fatnrt 
occasion. 


METBQPOLIS     ^TABABD     STBEXT, 

ton)  pbovisional  oedeb  coxratXA- 

TION  BILL   [h.L.]   (no.    81.) 

A  Bill  to  confirm  a  Provisioiial  Ordflr  of  sa* 
of  iler  Majesty^s  Principal  Setretarioa  of 
for  the  imnrovement  of  an    nnheslthy 
Bitoated  at  Newington,  within  the  "' 
And 


METBOPOLIS   (hughes  FIELDS, 

PBOYISIOXAL     OBDEE      CONTOUCATlOS' 

BILL  [h.L.]   (no.  82.) 

A  Bill  to  confirm  a  Provisional  Ordo*  of  o 
of  Her  Majesty's  Principal  Secretaries  cf 
for  the  improvement  of   an  unhealthy 
situated  at  Deptf ord,  within  the  Ketfopofia . 

Were  prutnttd  hy  The  Eari  of  DAUtocsix 
read  1*  ;  and  n/srred  to  the 


Lord  Bramwell 


I 


LOCAL       QOVBBNHXNT       (IBXLAKD) 
VISIONAL  OBDEBS  (PUBUC  HXALTX 
(no.    2.)   BILL  [H.L.]    ^NO.    8*,; 

A  BiU  to  confirm  certain  Ph>Tiiiooal  Ok^^ 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  for 
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Uting  to  the  Bramcondra,  Glonliffe,  and  Glas- 
nerin  Township,  and  to  waterworks  in  the  town 
of  Gavan :  And 

UOCJlL       OOVEKNMENT       (IRELAIO))       PRO- 
VISIONAL   ORDERS    (labourers    ACT) 

(no.  3)  BILL  [h.l.]  (no.  84.) 

A  Bill  to  confirm  certain  Provisional  Orders 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  for  Ireland 
under  the  Labonrers  (Ireland)  Act,  1883,  re- 
lating to  the  Ball3rmahon,  Carrick-on-Shannon, 
JSnnisoorthv,  Gorey,  Kanturk,  Longford,  Wex- 
fordy  and  Youghal  unions : 

Were  presented  by  The  Lobd  President  ;  read 
1*  ;  and  re/erred  to  the  Examiners. 

ARBITRATION  BILL  [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  consolidate  the  law  relating  to 
arbitration — ^Was  presented  by  The  Lord  Bram- 
WELL :  read  I*.     (No.  85.) 

House  adjourned  at  Seven  o* clock,  to 

Monday  next,  a  quarter  before 

Eleven  o*clock. 


HOUSE     OF    COMMONS, 

Friday,  24th  April,  1885. 


MINXJTES.]— Supply— <ro«*i<fer«d  tit  Committee 
— Reeolutioni  [April  23]  reported. 

ParvATB  Bill  \hy  Order) — Second  Reading  — 
London  Street  Tramways  (Extensions). 

Public  Bills  —  Ordered  —  Water  Provisional 
Orders.* 

Ordered  —  Firet  Reading  —  Sunday  Closing 
(Wales)  Act (1881)  Amendment*  [141]. 

Second  Reading— Gtia  Provisional  Orders  ♦  [126]. 

MUpori  of  Select  Committee — Registration  (Occu- 
pation Voters)  ♦  [No.  162]. 

C^mittee — Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland) 
[110]— B.P. 

Committee — ^J2<fpor<— Highways  •  [89]. 

Sspori — Local  Oovemment  Provisional  Orders 
(Ko.  2)*  [120];  Local  Government  Pro- 
Tisional  Orders  (Poor  Law)  (No.  6)  •  [1 17] ; 
Local  Grovemment  Provisional  Orders  (Poor 
Law)  (No.  6)*  [1181;  Local  Government 
Provisional  Orders  (roor  Law)  (No.  7)  • 
[119]. 

PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 

LONDON  STREET  TRAMWAYS  (EXTEN- 
SIGNS)   BILL  [by  Order). 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
<<  TSiat  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (ifr.  Dodie.) 


Mb.  GREGORY,  in  moving  the  rejec- 
tion of  the  Bill,  said,  he  desired  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  im- 
portant nature  of  the  provisions  of 
the  measure  and  the  very  considerable 
powers  which  it  proposed  to  take.  A 
measure  very  similar  was  introduced  by 
the  London  Street  Tramways  Company 
last  year,  but  was  rejected  by  the  Select 
Committee  to  which  it  was  referred.  As 
originally  introduced  in  the  present  year, 
it  was  a  very  large  scheme,  which  would 
have  materially  affected  an  Institution 
with  which  he  had  the  honour  to  be 
connected  —  the  Foundling  Hospital ; 
but  that  part  of  the  scheme  had  been 
dropped,  and  therefore  he  did  not  speak 
on  behalf  of  that  Institution,  which  was 
satisfied  with  the  course  which  had  been 
taken.  He  was  authorized,  however,  to 
speak  on  behalf  of  other  persons  who 
opposed  the  scheme  in  the  last  Session 
of  Parliament,  and  who  succeeded  in 
getting  a  decision  of  the  Committee  in 
their  favour.  The  Bill  consisted  of  se- 
veral parts,  and  proposed  to  authorize 
the  Company  to  construct  additional 
tramways,  and,  in  connection  therewith, 
to  improve  certain  streets  in  the  Metro- 
polis ;  and  he  would  deal  with  it  as  the 
promoters  themselves  dealt  with  it.  In 
the  first  place,  the  measure  comprised 
some  small  extensions  in  the  neighbour- 
hood of  the  Fleet  Road.  He  did  not 
know  whether  there  was  any  objection 
to  those  extensions;  his  own  objection 
related  not  so  much  to  them  as  to  other 
parts  of  the  Bill.  The  measure  further 
comprised  extensions  down  the  Chalk 
Farm  Road,  down  a  road  called  Crown- 
dale  Road,  and  also  a  considerable  ex- 
tension down  King's  Cross  Road.  Hav- 
ing had  some  personal  experience  in  the 
matter,  he  deemed  it  necessary  topoint 
out  to  the  consideration  of  the  House 
the  objections  to  the  scheme  of  the  Com- 
pany which  that  personal  experience 
enabled  him  to  mention.  In  regard  to 
what,  for  the  purposes  of  argument,  he 
would  call  scheme  No.  1 — the  extension 
down  Chalk  Farm  Road — it  was  a  road 
upon  which,  as  many  Members  of  the 
House  would  be  aware,  there  was  a 
very  considerable  traffic,  and  a  main 
road  running  as  far  as  Hampstead 
Heath.  Many  omnibuses  passed  along 
it,  and  in  parts  the  traffic  was  of  a  very 
congested  and  difficult  nature.  An  iron 
bridge  carried  it  over  the  Regent's 
Cand  in  Camden  Town,   and  along  a 
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portion  of  the  road  which  was  ap- 
proached by  gradients  of  considerable 
steepness.  The  bridge  was  a  girder 
bridge,  which  only  admitted  of  one  car- 
riage with  two  lines  of  passage,  one  up 
and  the  other  down,  which  were  only 
wide  enough  to  admit  of  one  carriage 
passing  to  or  fro  at  the  same  time.  It 
was  proposed  by  the  Tramway  Company 
that  they  should  have  the  power  of 
passing  over  that  narrow  bridge,  and  up 
and  down  that  incline,  without  any  al- 
teration of  the  gradient  or  any  lateral 
extension  of  the  bridge.  The  conse- 
quence would  be  that  under  the  powers 
which  the  street  tramways  usually  pos- 
sessed they  would  have  complete  control 
over  the  traffic.  They  talkea  themselves 
of  '*  marshalling  the  traffic,"  which  he 
presumed  to  mean  that  they  would  stop 
all  other  traffic  until  their  own  tram- 
cars  had  passed ;  and  as  it  would  be  im- 
possible for  any  other  carriages  to  pass 
at  the  same  time,  the  rest  of  the  traffic 
along  the  road  would  be  completely  at 
the  mercy  of  the  Tramway  Company. 
It  was  quite  evident  that  such  powers 
would  be  highly  inconvenient,  and  might 
be  exercised  very  much  to  the  detriment 
of  the  general  public.  He  could  not 
find  that  there  was  any  great  reason  for 
this  extension,  and  it  would  only  be 
necessary  for  the  tramway  to  make  a 
small  detour  in  order  to  reach  the  same 
point,  and  the  traffic  was  already  abun- 
dantly provided  for.  So  much,  then, 
for  the  proposed  extension  along  the 
Chalk  Farm  Eoad.  He  now  came  to 
scheme  No.  2,  by  which  it  was  proposed 
to  extend  the  tramway  system  down  the 
road  from  King's  Cross,  where  the  Great 
Northern  Eailway  Station  was  situated, 
so  as  to  carry  on  the  traffic  down  the 
Farringdon  Eoad  to  Blackfriars  Bridge, 
along  and  across  roads  upon  which  there 
was  also,  at  the  present  moment,  a  con- 
siderable amount  of  traffic.  This  road 
would  be  carried  along  the  whole  line 
of  the  old  Fleet  Ditch,  following  pretty 
closely  the  valley  through  which  the 
ditch  formerly  ran,  and  having  on  each 
side  very  steep,  sloping  streets.  In 
one  instance  a  street  ran  down  to 
the  valley  at  a  gradient  of  something 
like  1  in  13.  There  were  streets  on 
both  aides  along  which  the  traffic  was 
very  considerable.  It  would,  there- 
fore, be  pretty  well  imagined  that  the 
running  of  tramcars  along  this  route 
would  be  a  source  of  great  danger  to 

Mr.  Gregory 


the  traffic  coming  down  at  right  angles 
from  the  steep  roads  on  each  side.  That 
fact  was  felt  to  be  a  strong  ground  of 
objection  to  the  Bill  when  it  was  before 
the  Select  Committee  last  year ;  but  they 
were  told  now  that  it  was  proposed  to 
undertake  certain  engineering  works  in 
the  neighbourhood  of  King's  Cross  which, 
in  future,  would  obviate  the  difficulty. 
The  nature  of  the  ground,  however, 
would  render  it  almost  impossible  to 
construct  a  tramway  with  safety  to  the 
ordinary  traffic,  because,  as  he  had 
pointed  out  already,  the  streets  on  both 
sides  of  the  valley  sloped  down  to  the 
centre  upon  very  steep  gradients*  and 
unless  the  banks  were  dealt  with  it 
would  be  impossible  to  obviate  the  diffi* 
culty  at  all.  The  provisions  of  the  Bill 
were  fully  considered  by  the  Oomaiittee 
last  year ;  and  it  was  for  the  House  to 
consider  whether  by  allowing  the  Bill  to 
pass  now  they  would  reverse  the  deci- 
sion then  arrived  at,  and  also  whether 
they  would  sanction  the  principle  ol 
allowing  the  promoters  of  Private  Bilk 
to  come  before  Parliament,  year  after 
year,  with  the  same  scheme,  in  the  hope, 
in  the  end,  by  the  enormous  expenses 
incurred,  of  wearing  down  their  oppo- 
nents. It  would  be  manifest  that  a 
powerful  Company  like  this,  ooming  be- 
fore Parliament  year  after  year,  woinld 
gradually  wear  down  any  power  of  reeaai- 
ance  on  the  part  of  their  less  wealthy  op- 
ponents. It  must  be  borne  in  mind  thai 
Parliament  had  already  intimated,  >• 
plainly  as  possible,  that  tramways  would 
not  be  allowed  to  be  constructed  in  the 
centre  of  London.  There  could  only  b« 
one  object  in  promoting  this  Kiagfi 
Cross  extension — namely,  to  bring  & 
system  of  tramways  which  now  existed 
in  the  outskirts  on  the  Northern  side  of 
the  Metropolis  into  the  heart  of  Lniidiwi 
As  the  scheme  was  now  presented,  it 
terminated  in  nothing  —  indeed,  these 
was  no  terminus  indicated  at  all; 
but,  no  doubt,  the  object  of  the  Cbs- 
pany  was  to  connect  the  system  Ihtv- 
after  with  Blackfriars  Bridge  and  tk» 
tramways  now  existing  on  the  Soalh 
side  of  the  river,  so  as  to  cany  tW 
tramways  across  the  Thames,  and  plw 
the  lines  on  the  North  and  South  stdsef 
London  in  immediate  conneetioa  vish 
each  other.  He  ventured  to  aabmit  this 
he  had  shown  sufficient  grounds  to  ia- 
duce  the  House  to  refuse  to  read  th» 
Bill  a  second  time ;  but  hii  hon. 
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the  Member  for  West  Essex  (Sir  Henry 
Selwin-Ibbetson)  would  probably  state, 
by-and-bye,  what  the  views  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  last  year  were.  Even  without 
takiog  into  consideration  the  grounds 
upon  which  the  Oommittee  threw  out 
the  Bill,  he  thought  he  might  safely  ap- 
peal to  the  House,  on  public  grounds, 
not  to  permit  these  tramways  to  find 
their  way  into  the  heart  of  London. 
They  were  already  able  to  reach  the  City 
by  means  of  the  City  Eoad,  and  they 
should  be  kept  to  that  perfectly  clear  and 
well-defined  line.  There  already  existed 
sufficient  means  of  communication  be- 
tween the  North  side  of  London  and  the 
City  ;  and  while  the  Northern  tramways 
were  restricted  to  the  North  side  of 
London,  those  on  the  South  side  of  the 
Thames  should  be  kept  to  the  South 
Bide  as  they  now  were.  He  begged  to 
move  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time 
on  that  day  six  months. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  *'now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  ''  upon  this 
day  six  months." — {Mr,  Gregory,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
'  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question.'' 

Mb.  W.  M.  TOKBENS  said,  that  in 
sapportinfc  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill  he  wished  to  express  his  regret  at 
the  course  which  his  hon.  Friend  had 
taken.  There  were  a  great  number  of 
provisions  contained  in  the  Bill  to  which 
biJB  hon.  Friend  took  no  objection  at  all ; 
and  it  would  be  a  departure  from  the 
ordinary  and  almost  uniform  practice 
of  the  House,  where  a  Bill  contained 
provisions  of  a  separate  and  distinct 
eharacter,  not  to  send  that  Bill  to  a  tri- 
bunal upstairs  specially  appointed  to 
decide  upon  its  merits.  If  the  House 
consented  to  depart  from  that  rule 
now,  there  could  be  no  doubt  that 
they  would  be  called  upon  to  do 
BO  in  other  cases;  and  their  deci- 
aions  in  reference  to  Private  Bills 
would  hereafter  depend  upon  the  chance 
of  bringing  up  a  certain  number  of 
Members  to  support  or  reject  a  mea- 
sure without  the  possibility  being  af- 
forded of  entering  into  the  merits  of  any 
case  of  the  kind.  There  was  one  ground 
which  might  induce  the  House  to  take 
a  favourable  consideration  of  the  present 
measure  which  he  thought  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  Member  for  West  Essex,  who 
preaided  oyer  the  Oommittee  last  year, 


would  be  the  last  person  to  disregard 
when  his  attention  was  called  to  the  mat- 
ter. He  (Mr.  Torrons)  had  now  been  for 
12  months  engaged  upon  a  Boyal  Com- 
mission appointed  to  investigate  the 
cause,  and  to  suggest  remedies  to  get 
rid  of  the  overcrowding  of  the  popula- 
tion in  the  centre  of  large  towns ;  and  he 
would  be  guilty  of  no  violation  of  confi- 
dence, although  the  Eeport  of  the  Com- 
mission had  not  yet  been  laid  upon  the 
Table,  if  he  said  that  the  Commissioners 
were  in  absolute  despair  where  to  find 
sufficient  remedies  for  the  cruel  pressure 
which  now  existed.  Not  only  was  the 
pressure  seriously  felt,  but  it  was  posi- 
tively detrimental  to  the  health  of  the 
whole  community ;  and  yet  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  said  that  Parliament 
ought  to  keep  these  tramways  from 
getting  into  the  centre  of  the  Metro- 
polis. He  (Mr.  Torrens)  frankly  avowed 
that  his  object  was  to  bring  them  as 
close  as  possible  to  the  centre  of  the 
town,  and  he  took  that  course  for  the 
sake  of  the  community  at  large,  because 
it  was  impossible  at  present  to  find  vents 
enough  to  relieve  the  pressure  which 
now  existed — a  pressure  full  of  future 
danger,  and  calculated  to  produce  ulti- 
mately every  evil  that  could  be  enume- 
rated. He  regretted  that  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  East  Sussex  (Mr.  Gregory) 
had  not  been  a  Member  of  the  Commis- 
sion, so  that  he  might  have  been  able 
to  bring  his  great  knowledge  and  saga- 
city to  bear  upon  its  deliberations ;  but, 
owing  to  the  fact  that  his  hon.  Friend 
was  not  upon  it,  he  was  unable  to  ap- 
preciate the  pressing  necessity  for  relief, 
and,  by  the  action  he  was  now  taking, 
was,  in  point  of  fact,  attempting  to  get 
rid  of  a  source  of  relief.  He  (Mr.  Tor- 
rens) contended  that  the  first  duty  of  the 
House  was  to  consider  the  interests  and 
welfare  of  the  community  at  large.  What 
was  the  case  of  those  who  objected  to 
this  tramway  line?  His  hon.  Friend 
said  he  appeared  there  to  advocate  the 
claims  of  certain  persons  who  opposed  a 
similar  scheme  when  it  was  introduced 
last  Session.  About  210  owners  of  pro- 
perty along  the  proposed  route  were  in- 
terested in  the  matter,  and  of  that  num- 
ber about  60  had  petitioned  against  the 
Bill.  Surely  the  House  of  Commons 
were  not  to  be  bound  by  one-fourth 
against  the  other  three*fourths.  Con- 
sidering the  matter  upon  that  ground, 
he  entirely  denied  that  there  was  any 
case  for  the  opposition.    No  doubt  the 
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Bill  of  last  Session  was  rejected  by  the 
Committee ;  but  that,  he  thought,  did 
not  bind  the  House  in  regard  to  a  new 
Bill,  and  it  would  be  very  unfair  to 
prevent  the  promoters  from  going  be- 
fore a  Committee  again.  A  Committee 
upstairs,  after  the  Bill  had  been  read  a 
second  time,  would  fully  inquire  into  all 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  and  would  be 
able  to  say  whether  the  question  of  the 
narrow  bridge  referred  to  by  his  hon. 
Friend  ought  to  be  regarded  as  a  valid 
objection  to  a  particular  clause  of  the 
measure.  It  would,  however,  be  no 
reason  for  throwing  out  the  whole  Bill, 
which  was  a  measure  of  many  clauses, 
which  clauses,  for  the  most  part,  were 
imopposed.  He  asked  the  House,  there- 
fore, not  to  depart  from  their  usual  prac- 
tice, but  to  repose  confidence  in  the  tri- 
bunal to  which  they  were  accustomed  to 
intrust  these  questions.  Seeing  that  the 
House  itself  was  altogether  unfit  to  dis- 
cuss such  questions,  let  them  hesitate 
before  they  usurped  the  functions  of 
their  ordinary  tribunal.  They  had 
hitherto  found  their  Committees  tho- 
roughly reliable ;  but  that  was  no  rea- 
son why  they  should  be  bound  by  a 
single  decision,  and  for  all  future  time 
refuse  to  reopen  a  question  which  had 
been  once  decided.  The  promoters  be- 
lieved they  would  now  be  able  to  re- 
move the  physical  objections  which  were 
raised  against  their  scheme  last  year, 
and  that  their  new  proposals  would  meet 
with  the  approval  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  West  Essex,  who  presided 
over  the  Select  Committee.  The  pro- 
moters had  displayed  every  willingness 
to  show  deference  to  the  opinions  of  the 
Committee;  but  the  House  had  some- 
thing even  more  than  that  to  consider — 
namely,  the  interests  and  welfare  of  the 
people  of  London  generally.  He  trusted 
the  House  would  not  be  led  away  by  the 
objections  which  had  been  raised  by  his 
hon.  Friend,  and  which  were  very  small 
indeed  when  compared  with  the  general 
public  advantages  which  would  be  con- 
ferred by  the  Bill,  which  advantages 
were  of  a  nature  that  could  scarcely  be 
realized  by  those  who  had  not  served 
upon  the  Commission  of  which  he  had 
the  honour  to  be  a  Member. 

Sib  henry  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
said,  he  would  much  rather  not  have 
taken  any  part  in  this  discussion ;  but 
as  he  was  Chairman  of  the  Conmiittee 
which  considered  what  waa  practically 

*  Mr.  TTNJf.  Torrens 


the  present  Bill  as  it  stood,  with  a  vecj 
slight  alteration,  he  felt  bound  to  saj  a 
few  words,  and  to  put  before  tiie  Hoofie, 
in  the  first  place,  the  reasons  which  in- 
duced the  Committee  last  year  to  dedda 
unanimously  to  reject  the  Bill  as  it  wu 
then  promoted,  and  the  difference  whidi 
existed  between  the  present  measure  and 
that  of  last  year.    The  principal  object 
of  the  Bill  of  last  year  was  identical 
with  that  of  the  measure  now  under  tht 
consideration  of  the  House — namely,  the 
construction  of  a  system  of  tramwajs 
along  the  Northern  road  by  the  extea- 
sion  of  existing  tramway  lines  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  Camden  Town  and 
Chalk  Farm  Eoad,  and  a  proposal  to 
carry  those  tramways  on    by  way  cf 
King's  Cross  Boad  to  Faraingdon  Street 
There  was  also  a  further  proposal  to 
connect  two  existing  tramways  nmniog 
down  the  Crowndale  Boad,  which  was 
not  in  the  Bill  of  last  year ;  but,  witk 
that  exception,   his    hon.    Friend   the 
Member   for    Finsbury  (Mr.  Torresi) 
would  not  be  able  to  diow  that  this 
Bill  differed  in  any  material  point  from 
the  one  which  was  carefully  conaidezcd 
by  the  Committee  last  year,  and  ato 
that  careful  consideration  thrown   oat 
upon  public  grounds.    The  CommittM 
took  considerable  pains  to  make  tham- 
selves  masters  of  all  the  engineeiiag 
details  of  the  Bill ;  they  visited  the  sites 
in   each  instance,  and  bad  thoee  sites 
fully  explained  to  them,  as  well  aa  the 
engineering  difficulties.    In  dealing;  fo 
instance,  with  the  Chalk  Farm  Boad 
route,  they  inspected  the  bridge  ovei 
the  Begent's  Canal  and  the  gradieati 
of  the  road  leading  to  the  bridge,  aad 
the  proposals  contained  in  the  uieawie 
with  regard  to  that   bridge  oeataiiily 
formed  one  of  the  chief  objectiona  thef 
took  to  the  measure.    The  bridge  itNlf 
was  divided  into  two  narrow  oampnt- 
ments  sufficient  for  the  passing  ef  a 
single  carriage  each  way,  and  the  gm- 
dients  of  the  approaches  were  nnasuOy 
steep.   In  these  respects  the  preeent  Bil 
did  not  propose  to  alter  the  proviMaae 
of  the  measure  of  last  year,  and  if  tka 
tramway  were  constnicted  the  ^lii^'f 
traffic   must  necessarily  be  matsridlf 
impeded.      As    many  hon.     Membsis 
knew,  the  traffic  was  at  the  presod 
moment  very  much  congested ;  lml»  ky 
making  a  detour,  a  delay  of  eone 


or  five  minutes  only  would  take  pksei 
although  he  admitted  that  the  amia 
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tion  would  involye  a  change  of  carriages. 
But  the  whole  saving  which  the  proposed 
scheme  would  effect  really  would  not 
amount  to  more  than  that ;  and  at  the 
preseot  moment  there  existed  a  tramway 
line  running  along  part  of  nearly  the 
same  route  as  the  projected  extension, 
which  was  utilized  for  the  conveyance 
of  the  same  people  which  the  new  line 
was  intended  to  serve.     Consequently, 
the  masses  of  the  population,  which  his 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Torrens)  was  desirous 
of  serving,    would    sustain  no  serious 
injury ;  and  he  (Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbet- 
aon)  was  quite  as  anxious  of  providing 
them  with  every  facility  for  getting  to 
and  from  their  daily  labour  as  his  hon. 
Friend.    The  length  of  the  line  would 
be  a  little  shorter,  he  admitted;  but, 
practically,  the  persons  whom  the  pre- 
sent Bill  was  intended  to  serve  would 
be  placed    at   no    disadvantage,    and 
the  connection    between  two  existing 
tramway  lines  could  be  made,  and  one 
route  formed  at  the  present  moment  by 
going  a  little  further  round.    The  en- 
^oeering  difficulties  involved  in  ceury- 
mg  out  the  proposed  scheme  were  very 
great,  and  the  construction  of  a  tram- 
way line  would  inflict  considerable  in« 
jury  upon  the  public  by  blocking  up  the 
already  crowded  traffic  along  the  Chalk 
Farm  Eoad.    Both  the  goods  traffic  and 
the  passenger  traffic  by  omnibus  would 
be  impeded,  and  it  was  upon  that  ground 
mainly  that  the  Bill  of  last  year  was  re- 
jected.    The   scientific  men  who  were 
examined  before  the  Committee  were 
entirely  agreed  as  to  the  engineering 
difficulties ;  bat,  beyond  that,  the  Com- 
mittee examined  the  line  of  route,  and 
were  able  to  form  their  own  opinion  as 
to  the  inconvenience  and  confusion  which 
a  block  at  the  Canal  Bridge  would  occa- 
sion.   By  the  other  part  of  the  scheme, 
the  Tramway  Company  sought  power  to 
construct  a  line  running  from  King's 
Cross  to  Farringdon  Eoad,  and  in  that 
case  the  danger  to  the  traffic  would  even 
be  still  greater  than  it  was  on  the  other 
line.  As  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
£ast  Sussex  (Mr.  Ghregoiy)  had  pointed 
out,  the  road  along  which  it  was  pro- 
posed to  carry  the  tramway  occupied 
the  site  of  the  old  Fleet  Ditch,  and  ran 
down  from  the  Pentonville  Boad  to  a 
street  called  Wharton  Street,  the  gra- 
dients along  the  whole  line  being  ex- 
ceedingly steep.  Not  only  would  a  block 
there  be  extremely  dangerous,  as  his 


hon.  Friend  suggested,  but  several  acci- 
dents had  taken  place  quite  recently, 
before  the  visit  of  the  Committee,  in 
consequence  of  horses  getting  the  better 
of  their  drivers,  and  galloping  down  the 
street  at  a  pace  which  rendered  it  im- 
possible to  stop  them.  The  footway  was 
consequently  rendered  exceedingly  un- 
safe ;  and  he  might  add  that  the  footway 
which  ran  upon  one  side  of  these  in- 
clined streets,  along  the  whole  of  that 
part  of  King's  Cross  Boad,  was  most 
dangerous  even  at  the  present  moment, 
and  would  be  infinitely  more  so  if  this 
tramway  were  constructed.  Indeed,  the 
present  Bill  would  increase  the  danger, 
as  it  would  be  impossible  to  diminish 
the  levels,  and  it  was  proposed  to  in- 
crease the  height  of  the  road.  There- 
fore, all  the  dangers  which  were  pointed 
out  to  the  Committee  last  year  would  be 
retained,  and,  to  his  mind,  would  even, 
if  possible,  be  increased.  His  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Finsbury  had 
spoken  in  the  interests  of  the  working 
classes;  but  it  so  happened  that,  al- 
though this  tramway  line  would  be 
dangerous  if  it  were  allowed  to  be  con- 
structed, there  did  exist  in  the  Metro- 
politan Bailway,  along  the  whole  line 
of  the  contemplated  tramway,  that  cheap 
means  of  conveyance  which  his  hon. 
Friend  would  like  to  see  established  for 
the  working  population.  They  practi- 
cally had  at  their  disposal  now,  by  the 
Underground  Bailway,  and,  in  the 
Northern  part  of  the  district,  by  exist- 
ing tramways,  although  in  one  instance 
for  a  shorter  distance,  a  double  means 
of  conveyance,  without  any  of  the  dan- 
gers involved  in  the  construction  of  the 
proposed  line,  which  dan&^ers,  although 
they  induced  the  Committee  to  reject 
the  Bill  last  year,  did  not  appear  to 
have  been  obviated  in  the  least  degree. 
He  certainly  thought  the  Committee 
were  right  in  the  decision  at  which  they 
arrived  last  year,  and  that  it  ought  to 
be  maintained  in  the  present  instance. 
In  conclusion,  he  would  merely  point 
out  to  the  House  that,  although  he 
would  be  the  last  person  to  advocate 
that  the  House  should  take  into  its 
own  hands  the  decision  of  questions  in- 
volved in  Private  Bills,  which  were  far 
better  threshed  out  before  a  Committee 
upstairs,  yet  he  did  think  that  when 
the  same  Bill  was  brought  forward  year 
after  year  without  any  material  altera- 
tion, notwithstanding  the  fact  that  the 
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reasons  for  rejecting  the  measure  were 
the  engineering  difficulties  and  the 
danger  to  the  public,  the  House,  in 
this  instance,  would  be  perfectly  justi- 
fied in  supporting  the  conclusion  come 
to  by  the  Committee  of  last  year,  and  in 
rejecting  the  Bill. 

Mb.  GORST  said,  he  thought  that  the 
principle  laid  down  by  the  hon.  Baronet 
was  a  rather  objectionable  one,  because 
It  amounted  to  this — that  if  people  went 
before  a  Committee  with  certain  evi- 
dence, the  decision  of  the  Committee 
upon  that  evidence  was  to  be  a  decision 
for  all  time,  which  was  never  to  be  upset 
hereafter  upon  any  additional  evidence 
or  consideration.  He  had  no  doubt  that 
the  Committee  last  year  came  to  a  per- 
fectly legitimate  decision  on  the  Bill 
then  placed  before  them;  and  if  the 
House  were  now  asked  to  support  them 
in  that  decision  he  should  certainly  feel 
inclined  to  do  so.  But  circumstances  had; 
changed,  and  in  the  present  year  an- 
other scheme  was  brought  before  Par- 
liament, and  it  would  be  stretching  the 
procedure  of  that  House  to  a  very  un- 
warrantable extent  if,  because  the  Com- 
mittee decided  against  the  Bill  of  last  year, 
the  House  were  to  refuse  to  read  the 
present  Bill  a  second  time  now.  What 
was  the  Manchester  Ship  Canal  Bill  but 
a  great  scheme  which  came  before  Par- 
liament year  after  year.  So  far  from 
finding  the  decision  of  one  Committee 
rigidly  adhered  to,  it  was  notorious  that 
in  the  case  of  that  Bill  both  the  House 
of  Commons  and  the  House  of  Lords 
had  in  each  successive  year  reversed  the 
decision  given  in  the  preceding  year.  It 
was  generally  admitted  that  this  scheme, 
if  carried,  would  be  an  enormous  boon 
to  the  Metropolis ;  and  Parliament  had 
long  been  attempting  to  find  a  remedy, 
in  the  interests  of  the  working  classes, 
for  the  congested  condition  of  certain 
districts.  The  answer  of  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet was  that  there  was  provision  al- 
ready ;  that  the  passenj^ers  could  get  out 
of  the  tramcars  at  King's  Cross  and 
get  into  a  train  on  the  Metropolitan 
Kailway  which  would  take  them  on  to 
Farringdon  Street.  Was  that  a  reason- 
able proposal  ?  Was  it  more  convenient 
to  go  the  whole  way  by  a  tramcar,  or  to 
go  part  by  tramcar  and  the  rest  by  the 
Metropolitan  Eailway?  He  certainly 
thought  that  when  the  hon.  Baronet 
mentioned  the  Metropolitan  Bailway  he 
really  let  the  cat  out  of  the  bag,  and 

Sir  Hgnry  Selwin-Hhetton 


that  the  opposition  which  was  that  day 
directed  against  the  second  reading  ol 
the  Bill  was  not  the  opposition  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  forEast  Sus- 
sex (Mr.  Gregory),  or  of  the  landownen 
and  frontiers  who  could  not  afford  to 
come  there  to  oppose  the  Bill  year  after 
year,  but  the  op(>08ition  of  the  Metro- 
politan Bailway  Company,  and  an  ex- 
pression   of   the    determination   of   a 
powerful  and  influential  body  to  pre- 
vent a  scheme  for  the  cheap  convejanct 
of  the  people  to  and  from  their  dailj 
labour  from  being  heard  in  the  usoid 
way  before  the  ordinary  tribunaL  Hav- 
iog  listened  carefully  to  the  discussioa, 
and  especially  to  the  speeches  of  the 
hon.   Baronet  the    Member    for  Wect 
Essex  (Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson),  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Sussex,  he 
had  arrived  at  the  conclusion  that  the 
whole  question  was  one  of  engineering, 
which  it  was  quite  impossible  for  the 
House  to  settle  offhand  m  half-an-hoor. 
According  to  the  practice  and  procedore 
of  Parliament  it  was  eminently  a  qoee- 
tion  which  ought  to  be  submitted  to  the 
consideration  of  a  Committee  upstain, 
who  would  come    to  a  decision  after 
hearing  the  engineering  evidence  whidi 
would  be  laid  before  them.     For  theee 
reasons  he  should  support  the  seooad 
reading  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  PULESTON  said,  lie  bad  cdj 
one  remark  to  make  in  reference  to  the 
opposition  which  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  West  Essex  had  given  to  the 
Bill ;  and  it  was  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  a  curious  fact  which  occmred 
the  other  day.  On  the  occasioa  to 
which  he  referred  there  was  a  simDff 
discussion  on  another  measure,  and  ft 
would  be  found  that  the  hon.  BaroMi 
strongly  supported  the  second  reading 
urging  as  a  reason  that  the  second  rciwt 
ing  of  a  Private  Bill  waa  very  wM<m 
refused  in  the  House  itself,  and  pointia^ 
out  that  if  the  Petitioners  could  i^kcf€ 
any  case  against  the  Bill,  they  wooU 
have  full  opportunity  of  beinj^  heard  be- 
fore the  Committee.  [Sir  HxaraT  Sn- 
win-Ibbbtson  :  Hear,  hear !]  His  boa. 
Friend  said  '<  Hear,  hear ;  ^^  bat  he  dad 
not  think  that  cheer  was  quite  conMteat 
with  the  course  taken  by  nis  hon.  FziMd 
in  regard  to  the  present  Bill. 

Sib  HENEY  SELWIN-IBBETSOy 
said,  the  circumstances  were  alto^ct^ 
different.  In  the  one  case  it  was  a  mtm 
Bill ;  but  in  the  other  they  were 
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to  read  a  second  time  a  Bill  which  had 
aheadyheen  considered  by  a  Committee 
and  rejected. 

Mb.  PULESTON  said,  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Chatham 
(Mr.  Gorst)  had  already  pointed  out 
that  the  Manchester  Ship  Canal  Bill 
was  a  case  strictly  in  point.  In  that 
case  the  engineering  evidence  had  been 
rejected  by  one  House  one  year,  and  by 
the  other  in  the  next  year ;  and  although 
the  question  was  entirely  one  of  engi- 
neering difficulties,  the  Bill  was  still 
brooght  forward  this  year  and  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee.  Then  upon  what 
ground  were  they,  in  this  instance,  to 
reverse  the  usual  practice  of  the  House, 
and  to  come  to  the  conclusion  that  be- 
cause a  Bill  had  been  thrown  out  one 
year  it  must  not  be  introduced,  even  in 
another  form,  in  a  following  year  ?  So 
far  as  he  was  acquainted  with  the  pro- 
cedure of  the  House  that  would  be  an 
entirely  new  practice.  There  was  also 
another  ground  for  referring  the  Bill  to 
a  Committee  upstairs.  Last  year  the 
promoters  had  no  reason  to  expect  that 
they  were  going  to  have  any  opposition, 
and  they  were  not  prepared,  as  they 
were  now,  to  bring  forward  rebuttiog 
testimony.  They  would  be  able  to  do 
so  this  year,  and  they  believed  they 
would  be  able  to  give  a  complete  an- 
swer to  the  engineering  difficulties  which 
were  urged  against  the  Bill  last  year. 
He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the  House, 
duly  considering  the  importance  of  the 
Bill  to  the  public,  and  the  fact  that  on 
some  of  the  proposed  tramway  exten- 
sions all  the  persons  interested  in  the 
property,  who  were  the  only  persons 
who  ought  to  be  consulted,  were  almost 
unanimously  in  favour  of  the  Bill,  while 
on  the  remaining  sections  of  the  line 
the  Petitioners  only  represented  one- 
fourth  or  one-£fth  of  the  owners  and 
occupiers  of  property,  would  allow  the 
measure,  as  the  least  thing  they  could 
do,  to  go  before  a  Select  Committee. 

Sir  AETHUR  OTWAY  said,  he  had 
brought  a  yery  open  mind  to  the  con- 
sideration of  this  question ;  but  he  must 
say  that  the  speeches  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  West  Essex  (Sir  Henry 
Selwin-Ibbetson),  and  his  hon.Friend.the 
Member  for  East  Sussex  (Mr.  Gregory), 
had  convinced  him  that  the  Bill  was  one 
whidi  ought  to  be  read  a  second  time 
in  order  that  it  might  be  inquired  into 
by  a  Committee.    His  hon.  Friend  the 
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Member  for  East  Sussex  said  that  his 
desire  was  to  keep  the  tramways  out  of 
the  heart  of  London.  That  was  quite  an* 
other  question.  Tramways  might  be  a 
very  desirable  thing,  or  they  might  be 
objectionable ;  but  this  was  not  the  case 
of  an  encroaching  railway  sending  out 
its  feeders  much  to  the  detriment  of 
other  persons.  It  appeared  to  him  that 
the  construction  of  this  tramway  would 
be  of  great  advantage  to  the  public 
and  to  the  poorer  classes  of  the  commu- 
nity. These  tramways  were  used  mainly 
by  the  working  classes ;  and  the  ques- 
tion he  asked  himself  was  whether  this 
extension  was  desirable  or  not,  and  whe- 
ther it  was  likely  to  confer  benefit  upon 
those  classes  ?  In  passing,  he  might  say 
that  it  was  very  much  to  be  regretted 
that  other  subjects  had  been  imported 
into  the  consideration  of  a  question  of 
this  kind,  such,  for  instance,  as  engi- 
neering questions,  which  were  clearly 
matters  to  be  decided  by  a  Committee 
after  investigation  and  the  hearing  of 
evidence.  He  quite  accepted  the  state- 
ment of  his  hon.  Friend  who  presided 
60  ably  over  the  Committee  last  year. 
There  might  have  been  reasons  then 
upon  which  it  was  thought  desirable  not 
to  pass  the  Bill ;  but  those  reasons,  as 
far  as  he  was  informed,  did  not  6xist  to 
the  same  extent  this  year.  As  he  un- 
derstood the  project,  it  was  that  of  a 
Tramway  Company  already  in  possession 
of  some  considerable  tramway  lines  not 
in  a  part  of  London  where  their  exist- 
ence was  considered  objectionable,  but 
in  a  part  of  London  crowded  with  work- 
ing classes,  and  leading  from  their  doors 
to  the  nearest  place  where  they  could 
really  obtain  fresh  air — namely,  Hamp- 
stead.  What  was  the  object  of  the 
Tramway  Company  in  this  instance? 
So  far  as  he  was  able  to  judge,  it  was 
to  shorten,  as  an  examination  of  the 
map  would  show  that  it  did,  the  time 
occupied  in  the  journey  to  Hampstead 
by  about  ten  minutes.  It  was  true  that 
another  matter  had  been  referred  to  by 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West 
Essex  ;  but  it  was  entirely  an  engineering 
difficulty  which  could  not  be  discussed  in 
the  House  itself,  but  must  be  investi- 
gated by  a  Select  Committee,  and  dealt 
with  by  them  in  such  a  way  as  to  pro- 
vide for  the  general  traffic  without  de- 
triment to  the  public.  These,  however, 
were  essentially  matters  for  the  con- 
sideration of  a  Committee,  because  such 
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details  could  never  be  discussed  in  the 
House,  nor  could  it  be  of  advantage  that 
^uch  questions  should  be  decided  in  the 
House.  To  his  mind,  the  principle  on 
which  the  Bill  was  founded  was  one  of 
public  advantage — to  give  the  general 
public  a  better  and  cheaper  means  of 
locomotion  which  all  desired  to  see  car- 
ried out.  The  means  by  which  effect 
was  proposed  to  be  given  to  that  desire 
were  questions  entirely  for  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Committee  upstairs.  For 
these  reasons,  and  for  higher  reasons 
still,  he  thought  the  House  would  act 
most  unwisely  if  it  were  to  reject  the 
measure  ;  and  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  advise 
the  House  to  pass  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill. 

Mb.  GILES  said,  that  when  the  first 
tramway  was  laid  in  London  it  was 
generally  objected  to,  and  was  very  soon 
taken  up.  We  had  become  wiser  since, 
and  had  discovered  that  tramways  were 
a  great  benefit  to  the  working  classes. 
London  was  now  so  well  provided  with 
tramways  that  the  working  classes  were 
enabled  to  get  into  the  country  when 
they  desired  to  do  so,  and  to  obtain  not 
only  cheaper  rents,  but  purer  air.  It 
would,  therefore,  be  very  much  to  be 
regretted  if  the  House  were  at  this 
stage  to  throw  out  the  Bill.  He  thought 
that  the  engineering  difficulties  could 
be  much  better  settled  by  a  Select  Com- 
mittee than  in  the  House  itself;  and  he 
trusted  that  the  House  would  assent  to 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommitted. 

MERSEY  RAILWAY  BILL. 

KEFESEKOB  OF  PETITION. 

BESOLUnON. 

Sm  JAMES  CLAEKE  LAWEENCE, 

in  moving — 

<<That  the  Petition  of  Peter  Williamson 
Dumville  and  Henry  Daniel  DayieSi  presented 
on  the  17th  instant,  be  referred  to  the  Examiners 
of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  with  an  Instruc- 
tion to  report  whether  Standing  Order  62  has 
been  complied  with," 

said,  that  the  Petition  complained  of  a 
grievance ;  and  he  did  not  know  upon 
what  ground  the  Motion  could  be  re- 
sisted, seeing  that  the  House  had  al- 
ways been  willing  to  consider  grievances 
which  were  set  forth  in  a  respectful 
manner. 

Sir  Arthur  Of  wag 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  the  Petition  of  Peter  'WiUiiawa 
Damville  and  Henry  Daniel  DaTiee,  presented 
on  the  17th  instant,  be  referred  to  the  Exami- 
ners  of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  with  tn 
Instruction  to  report  whether  Standing  Order 
62  has  been  complied  with."— (5ir  Jtfi»«  Ckrk* 
Lawrence.) 

Mr.  EAIKES  said,  he  felt  himself 
compelled  to  oppose  the  Motion,  and  he 
trusted  that  the  House  would  not  en- 
tertain it.  As  far  as  he  could  ascer- 
tain, there  was  no  precedent  for  the 
course  which  had  been  takoi  in  the 
matter,  or,  at  all  events,  if  there  was,  he 
had  been  unable  to  find  it.  The  ques- 
tion was  one  which  could  not  g^eadj 
interest  the  House ;  but  it  was,  never- 
theless, of  considerable  importance  to 
those  who  were  immediately  concerned 
in  it.  The  circumstances  under  which 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Lam- 
beth (Sir  James  G.  Lawrence)  made  the 
Motion  were  these :  Mr.  Dumville  and 
Mr.  Davies,  the  gentlemen  whose  namet 
were  mentioned  in  the  Motion,  hid 
presented  a  Petition  against  the  Menej 
Railway  Bill,  which  had  been  referred 
by  the  House  to  a  Select  Committee 
The  Court  of  Beferees,  in  aocordanct 
with  the  usual  practice  of  the  Houte^ 
had  inquired  into  the  loeue  etanii  of  tht 
Petitioners,  and,  having  disallowed  it, 
Mr.  Dumville  and  Mr.  Daviea  were  bo4 
in  a  position  to  appear  before  the  Goa- 
mittee  against  the  Bill.  It  was  nov 
sought,  on  their  part,  to  go  behind  thit 
decision  of  the  Court  of  Beferees,  whkk 
was  the  recognized  tribunal  of  tht 
House,  and  to  have  the  Bill  refnred 
back  to  the  Examiners  of  Petitions  on 
Private  Bills,  with  an  Liistruction  to  tht 
Examiners  to  report  whether  Standinf 
Order  62  had  been  properly  complied 
with.  He  understood  Uiat  Mr.  Dam- 
ville was  a  proprietor  of  12  shares  ii 
the  Mersey  Bail  way  Company,  and  thai 
in  July  last  he  parted  with  thoae  It 
shares  to  Mr.  Davies.  The  Whamclifii 
meeting,  at  which  the  consent  of  tk« 
shareholders  was  given  to  the  Companr 
to  proceed  with  Uie  Bill,  was  held  U 
February  last,  seven  months  after  tht 
transfer  of  shares  took  place.  Mr.  Dun* 
ville  had,  of  course,  ceased  to  b«  s 
shareholder ;  but  Mr.  Davies,  to  whoe 
the  transfer  had  been  made,  went  to  tW 
office  and  requested  to  be  allowed  to  r^ 
gister  them  in  an  irreg^ular  manner.  He 
was  desired  to  comply  with  the  t 
formality,  which,  although  he  had 
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in  possession  of  the  shares  for  more  than 
six  months,  he  had  not  complied  with, 
and  had,  therefore,  never  become  a  re- 
eistered  shareholder  of  the  Company. 
At  the  Whamcliffe  meeting  resolutions 
were  passed  in  favour  of  proceeding 
with  the  Bill,  and  it  was  now  sought 
bj  persons  who  had  never  represented 
more  than  12  shares  in  the  Company  to 
have  the  progress  of  the  Bill  stopped, 
and  to  evade  the  decision  of  the  Court 
of  Beferees  by  endeavouring  to  convert 
the  Examiners  of  Private  Bills  into  a 
legal  Court,  which  they  had  never  claimed 
to  he,  to  determine  a  question  of  regis- 
tration under  the  Joint  Stock  Companies 
Act  He  ventured  to  think  that  the 
House  of  Commons,  which  had  quite 
enough  to  do,  would  be  unwilling  to 
undertake  a  novel  and  embarrassing 
duty  of  this  kind.  As  he  had  shown 
that  there  was  no  ground  for  the  Mo- 
tion, and  that  no  precedent  existed .  for 
it,  he  should  oppose  it  in  every  possible 
way. 

Mr.  PEMBERTON  said,  the  case 
had  been  before  the  Court  of  Eeferees, 
to  which  he  had  the  honour  to  belong, 
and  he  would  explain  how  the  matter 
had  arisen.  The  House  would  be  aware 
that,  under  one  of  the  Standing  Orders, 
a  shareholder  of  a  Company  was  not 
allowed  to  oppose  a  Bill  introduced  by 
the  Company,  provided  that  the  opinion 
of  the  shareholders  had  been  expressed 
in  its  favour  at  a  properly  constituted 
Whamdiffe  meeting.  The  facts  of  the 
case  had  been  fully  stated  by  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  Cambridge  (Mr.  Eaikes).  There 
had  been  a  transfer  of  shares  from  Mr. 
Dumville  to  Mr.  Davies ;  and  the  ques- 
tion whether  the  Company  were  right 
or  wrong  in  refusing  to  recognize  and 
register  the  transfer  was  not  a  question 
for  the  Court  of  Eeferees.  If  the  Com- 
pany had  acted  wrongly,  the  Courts  of 
Jaw  were  open  to  the  persons  who  felt 
themselves  aggrieved  for  the  purpose  of 
compelling  registration,  and  it  would 
have  been  a  most  improper  course  for 
the  Court  of  Eeferees  to  have  assumed 
the  functions  of  a  Court  of  Law.  That 
was  one  of  the  reasons  why  he  and  his 
Colleagues  came  to  the  decision  to  refuse 
to  admit  this  Petition ;  but  there  was  a 
further  reason — ^namely,  that  by  the 
certificate  of  the  Examiners,  who  had 
certified  that  all  the  proper  notices  had 
been  given,  and  all  the  necessary  forms 


had  been  complied  with,  the  question 
had  been,  in  point  of  fact,  taken  out  of 
their  jurisdiction.  To  call  upon  the 
Examiners  to  decide  a  question  which  a 
Court  of  Law  only  could  deal  with,  and 
to  ask  them  to  pronounce  whether  the 
Company  had  or  had  not  good  reason 
for  refusing  to  register  the  transfer, 
would,  in  his  opinion,  be  most  improper. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 
QUESTIONS, 


POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— NORTH  DUBLIN 
UNION— BANK  ADVANCES. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary  to  theLord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  the  Bank  of  Ireland  has  agreed 
to  make  advances  to  the  Guardians  of 
the  North  Dublin  Union,  free  of  inte- 
rest, in  the  early  part  of  each  year,  in 
consideration  of  the  balances  to  credit 
of  the  Union  in  the  later  portion  of  the 
year ;  whether  the  Bank  of  Lreland  has. 
offered  to  give  the  loan  now  required  by 
the  guardians  on  the  same  terms  as 
those  agreed  to  by  the  Hibernian  Bank ; 
and,  what  is  the  issue  of  the  correspond- 
ence between  the  guardians  and  the 
Local  Government  Board  with  respect 
to  the  resolution  of  the  guardians  ap- 
pointing the  Hibernian  Bank  their 
tircfiiSursF  ? 

Me.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN  : 
The  arrangement  which  has  obtained 
for  several  years  in  the  North  Dublin, 
Union  is  that  the  Bank  of  Ireland 
charges  the  Guardians  interest  on  over- 
drafts, and  allows  them  interest  on  credit, 
balances.  The  terms  on  which  the  loan 
for  building  purposes  will  be  advanced 
by  the  Bank  of  Ireland  have  yet  to  be 
arranged  between  the  Guardians  and 
the  Bank.  I  have  already  stated  what 
the  issue  of  the  correspondence  has  been 
— namely,  that  the  Local  Government 
Board  have  declined  to  sanction  the 
proposed  change  in  the  treasurership  of 
the  Union. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— ELECTION  OP 
GUARDIANS— MAGHERACLOGHER, 
&c.  DIVISIONS. 

Mb.  SEXTON  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Lre- 
land,  What  is  the  decision  of  the  Lrish 
Local  Government  Board  with  respect  to 
certain  illegalities  and  irregularities  af- 
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fecting  the  elections  for  Poor  Law  divi- 
sions of  Magheraclogber,  Meenacladdy, 
and  Dunlewey,  which  have  been  reported 
to  the  Local  Government  Board  by  the 
Bev.  James  M^Fadden;  and,  also,  as  to 
claims  to  vote  which  have  been  made  by 
occupiers  whose  valuation  is  under  £4 
per  annupa,  but  is  higher  than  their 
rent,  and  who  are  liable  to  pay  Poor 
Eate  on  the  difference  between  the  rent 
and  the  valuation,  and  are  not  entitled 
by  Law  to  deduct  the  Poor  Eate  on  the 
amount  of  such  difference  from  the 
rent? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN  : 
The  decision  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  in  this  matter  cannot  be  g^ven 
for  some  days  to  come.  The  correspond- 
ence is  not  yet  completed. 

IRELAND— THE  INCOME  TAX  COL- 
LECTOR,  DROGHEDA. 

Mb.  sexton  asked  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether  Mr. 
John  Farrell,  Collector  of  Income  Tax 
at  Drogheda,  was  dismissed  by  the  Local 
Government  Board  from  the  office  of 
Poor  Eate  Collector,  for  not  having  ac- 
counted for  the  rates ;  and,  whether,  if 
the  fact  be  so,  Mr.  Farrell  can  retain 
the  coUectorship  of  Income  Tax  ? 

Mr.  HIBBEET:  Mr.  Farrell  was  com- 
pelled to  resign  bis  local  appointment 
in  1883.  On  the  other  hand,  he  has  an 
extremely  good  character  as  an  Income 
Tax  officer,  and  his  conduct  to  tbe  latest 
dates  was  very  satisfactory.  The  atten- 
tion of  the  Board  of  Inland  Eevenue  has 
been  called  to  the  circumstances  of  the 
case. 

POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND)-.THE 
KINSALE  MAIL  SERVICE. 

Mb.  DEA8Y  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  Whetber  the  Post  Office  autho- 
rities intend  to  make  the  alterations  in 
the  mail  service  to  and  from  Einsale 
which  the  Town  Commissioners  have 
suggested  to  them  ? 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEYEE :  The  day 
mail  to  Kinsale  is  forwarded  by  the  first 
available  train,  and  the  suggestion  of 
the  Town  Commissioners  could  only  be 
complied  with  by  establishiug  a  train 
specially  for  the  Postal  Service  at  a  cost 
out  of  all  proportion  to  the  correspond- 
ence to  be  benefited.  I  regret,  there- 
fore, that  it  is  not  practicable  to  meet 
the  wishes  of  the  Commissioners. 

Mr.  Sexton 


POOR  LAW  EXPENDITTTRE  (IRELA51)]. 

Mr.  W.  J.  COEBET  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether,  as  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  his  attention 
has  been  directed  to  the  table  of  expen- 
diture of  Poor  Eates  for  twenty-one 
years,  as  printed  at  page  19  in  the  last 
Eeport  of  the  Boanl ;  whether  it  is  t 
fact  that  the  total  expenditure  for  the 
year  1883  was  £1,326,963,  as  against 
£716,523  in  1863,  or  an  increase  of 
£610,440 ;  whether  he  has  obserred,  it 
page  9,  that  the  inmates  of  workhouses 
have  decreased  from  206,504  in  January 
1851  to  49,884  in  1884;  whether  he  has 
noticed  that  the  cost  for  maintenance, 
including  out-door  relief,  and  the  blind 
and  deaf  and  dumb  in  extern  hospitals, 
is  £669,382,  while  the  salaries  and  ra- 
tions of  officers  are  given  at  £137,025 
and  ''other  expenses"  £236,438,  as 
against  £96,222  and  £105,821  in  1863; 
whether,  as  the  expenses  under  the 
Medical  Charities,  Burial  Grounds,  Be- 
gistration,  Sanitary,  Contagious  Dis- 
eases, Superannuation,  and  National 
School  Teachers  Acts  are  all  exdaded, 
he  can  say  what  items  are  indnded 
under  the  head  of  "  other  expenses;** 
what  is  the  cause  of  the  annual  increast 
of  establishment  charges  concurrentlj 
with  the  decrease  of  population;  and, 
can  anything  be  done  to  put  a  stop  to  itf 

Mr.  CAMPBELL. BANNERMAN: 
The  figures  given  by  the  hon.  Member 
are  correctly  quoted ;  but  he  has  not 
taken  the  same  years  in  his  compariioo 
of  the  expenditure  with  the  number  of 
inmates.  Under  the  heading  "otlier 
expenses"  are  included  all  establish- 
ment charges  other  than  the  salariea  and 
rations  of  officers,  such  as  expeoaes  for 
furniture,  implements,  fuel,  light,  booh, 
printing,  stationery,  drugs,  medical  and 
surgical  appliances,  rent,  taxes,  and  ■> 
fortn.  The  increase  of  establiahnuBt 
charges  to  which  the  hon.  Membff 
alludes  is  in  a  large  measure  dae  to  t^ 
increased  cost  of  the  rations  of  offioen* 
of  which  some  idea  may  be  formed  from 
the  fact  that  within  the  past  20  jeait 
the  cost  of  inmates  of  the  workhooae  fv 
provisions  and  officers  has  increased  44 
or  50  per  cent.  The  Local  Oovemmat 
Board  are  not  aware  that  there  has  beta 
any  undue  expenditure,  and  every  pso* 
posed  increase  of  salary  or  emoluaea^ 
IS  carefuly  scrutinized* 
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Mb.  W.  J.  COEBET  asked  whether, 
under  the  heading  **  other  expenses,'' 
any  extra  charges  were  made  for  duties 
performed  by  the  officers  of  Poor  Law 
U-aardians  in  connection  with  other  mat- 
ters? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERM  AN : 
I  have  seen  a  list  this  day,  and  my  im- 
pression is  that  nothing  of  the  kind  is 
allowed. 

IRELAND— NATIONAL  LEAGUE  MEET- 
INGS—COOTEHILL— INTRUSION  OF 
THE  POLICE-SERGEANT  HARVEY. 

Mb.  O'KELLY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  it  is  true  that  Sergeant  Harvey, 
Koyal  Irish  Constabulary,  attended  a 
meeting  of  the  Cootehill  branch  of  the 
Irish  National  League,  in  the  county 
Roscommon,  on  Simday  last,  and  refused 
to  withdraw  at  the  request  of  the  Secre- 
tary, Mr.  James  O'Hara ;  whether  it  is 
true  that  Sergeant  Harvey  has  used  in- 
sulting and  threatening  language  to 
Mr.  O'Hara  on  several  occasions ;  and, 
whether  he  will  inquire  into  the  truth 
of  the  allegations  made  against  Sergeant 
Harvey  ?    • 

Mb.  CAMPBELL -BANNERM  AN: 
Sergeant  Harvey  did  not  attend  the 
meeting  of  this  branch  of  the  National 
League  on  Sunday  last.  He  applied 
for  admission  to  the  meeting  on  the 
12th  instant,  but  was  refused,  and  at 
once  withdrew.  I  am  informed  that  he 
has  never  used  insulting  or  threatening 
language  to  Mr.  O'Hara. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— GALW AY  AND 
ARRAN  ISLANDS'  DISPENSARIES. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  he  be  now  in  a  position  to  make 
a  statement  in  reference  to  the  union  of 
the  dispensaries  of  Qalway  and  Arran 
lalands? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN : 
The  Local  Qovemment  Board  have  de- 
cided that  they  could  not  properly  im- 
pose on  Arran  Island  the  serious  financial 
charge  entailed  by  the  existence  of  a  se- 
parate Dispensary  Committee.  Thesepa- 
ntiion  of  the  two  districts  could  not  affect 
or  benefit  the  sick  poor,  as  the  members 
of  the  Committee  resident  on  the  princi- 
pal Island  can  give  orders  for  medical 
attendance  whether  the  Conmiittee  meets 
in  Arran  or  in  Oalway;  and  while  the 


result  of  separation  would  be  a  very 
slight  financial  relief  to  Oalway,  it 
would  involve  for  Arran  the  very  serious 
addition  to  the  rates  of  something  like 
\Qd.  in  the  pound. 

SPAIN-EXTRADITION  OF  CRIMINALS. 

Mr.  GREGORY  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  any  Treaty  exists  between  this 
country  and  Spain  by  which  persons 
who  have  absconded  there  to  avoid  the 
consequences  of  gross  fraud  or  robbery 
in  England  can  be  made  amenable  to 
the  Law,  or  the  extradition  of  such  per- 
sons can  be  demanded ;  and,  if  not, 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
could  make  a  friendly  representation  to 
that  of  Spain  upon  the  subject  ? 

LoED  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE  : 
An  Extradition  Treaty  between  Great 
Britain  and  Spain  was  concluded  on  the 
4th  June,  1878,  and  is  at  present  in 
force.  It  contains  provisions  for  the  ex- 
tradition of  persons  accused  of  robbery 
or  fraud.  The  Treaty  was  laid  before 
Parliament  during  the  year  in  which  it 
was  signed. 

FISHERIES  BOARD  (IRELAND)— BOARD 
OF  CONSERVATORS,  COLERAINE  DIS- 
TRICT. 

Mr.  SEXTON  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that  the  working 
licensed  fishermen  of  Lough  Neagh, 
upwards  of  three  hundred  in  number, 
complain  that  they  have  power  to  elect 
only  four  out  of  twenty-four  members  of 
the  Board  of  Conservators  of  the  Cole- 
raine  district ;  whether  the  total  number 
of  licences  of  all  kinds  issued  annually 
in  that  district  is  not  more  than  about 
four  hundred ;  what  proportion  of  the 
funds  administered  by  the  Board  of 
Conservators  is  derived  from  the  licence 
duty  paid  by  the  working  fishermen; 
whether  the  fishermen  represent  that 
some  of  the  Conservators,  oeing  them- 
selves the  owners  of  salmon  fisheries  on 
the  Bann,  between  Lough  Neagh  and 
the  sea,  are  hostile  to  the  industry  of  the 
working  men  who  fish  the  lake,  and 
have  caused  the  institution  of  regula- 
tions which  impede  and  harass  the  work- 
ing fishermen  to  such  an  extent  as  to 
deprive  them  of  the  means  of  subsist- 
ence ;  whether  the  fishermen  claim  that 
Lough  Neagh  should  be  constituted  a 
separate  district ;    whether,  the  voting 
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for  elections  of  members  of  the  present 
Board  being  open,  the  water  bailiffs  are 
in  the  habit  of  using  intimidation  to 
induce  the  working  tishermen  to  give 
their  votes  for  certain  candidates ;  whe- 
ther the  fishermen  declare  that  the  loss 
of  the  lives  of  four  of  their  body  in  the 
Lough,  on  the  26th  November  last,  was 
caused  by  the  want  of  a  suitable  landing 
place ;  and,  whether  the  Inspectors  of 
Irish  Fisheries  will  hold  a  public  in- 
quiry into,  and  make  a  report  upon,  the 
several  complaints  in  question  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN  : 
Perhaps  the  hon.  Member  will  kindly 
repeat  this  Question  on  Monday.  It 
only  appeared  yesterday,  and  ^  I  have 
not  had  time  to  procure  Beports  on  the 
subject. 

IRELAND-EXTRA  POLICE  TAX 
(LIMERICK). 

Mr.  lewis  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
'  tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
What  is  the  amount  due  to  the  Govern- 
ment from  the  Corporation  of  Limerick 
for  extra  police;  when  such  debt  was 
incurred ;  when  was  judgment  recorded 
against  the  Corporation  for  the  amount ; 
whether  the  Corporation  continues  to 
resist  payment  of  the  demand ;  whether 
it  is  the  fact  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant, 
some  time  since,  invited  the  Corporation 
to  a  meeting  to  discuss  a  possible  com- 
promise or  arrangement;  whether  the 
Uorporation  refused  to  attend  such  meet- 
ing ;  whether  the  Government  has, 
for  nearly  a  year  past,  allowed  the  mat- 
ter to  rest,  and  the  judgment  of  the 
Court  in  its  favour  to  remain  unexe- 
cuted; and,  whether  the  Gt^vernment 
has  enforced,  and  received  payment, 
from  other  Irish  municipal  bodies  of 
similar  claims,  incurred  at  the  same 
time,  under  similar  circumstances,  under 
the  same  Law  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN  : 
The  net  amount  due  by  the  Limerick 
Corporation  for  extra  police  down  to  the 
last  presentment  made,  and  exclusive 
of  a  sum  of  nearly  £400  due  for  detach- 
ments sent  into  the  city  on  occasional 
emergencies,  is  £1,305  ds.  Sd,,  and  the 
charge  has  been  accruing  since  October, 
1881.  The  position  of  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment in  the  matter,  and  their  views  as 
to  the  mode  in  which  payment  should 
be  enforced,  have  been  frequently  ex- 
plained, and  have  undergone  no  change. 
It  was  not  until  late  in  last  year  that 
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the  situation  was  exactly  defined,  and 
no  opportunity  has  since  offered  for  ob- 
taining the  legislative  powers  neoeeaary 
to  carry  out  the  proposals  of  the  Goroih 
ment.  I  trust,  however,  such  an  oppor- 
tunity will  soon  arise.  Other  Munidptl 
Bodies  have  become  liable  to  similar 
claims ;  but  it  has  never  been  necessaiy 
for  the  Government  to  resort  to  extrane 
powers  with  a  view  to  enforce  payment 

Mr.  LEWIS  asked  if  the  right  Imhl 
Gentleman  was  prepared  to  state  whei 
it  was  intended  to  introduce  the  neces- 
sary legislation  on  the  subject  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN : 
No,  Sir ;  I  cannot  say  when. 

Mr.  lewis  :  I  will  repeat  the  Qoei- 
tion  this  day  fortnight. 

RAILWAY  RATES  AND  CHARGES  BILU 
—THE  NORTH-EASTERN  RAILWAY 
COMPANY'S  BILL. 

Sir  BEENHAED  SAMXJELSOX: 
I  beg  to  ask  the  senior  Member  fbr 
South  Durham  (Sir  Joseph  Tmm), 
Whether  he  is  prepared  to  state,  ob 
behalf  of  the  North  Eastern  Bailwtj 
Company,  what  course  they  intend  to 
take  in  regard  to  their  Bates  tt^ 
Charges  Bill?  Perhaps  the  hon.  Bt* 
ronet  will  also  be  able  to  expUii 
what  course  the  other  eight  Btflvij 
Companies,  who  have  introauced  simOir 
Bills,  propose  to  take. 

Sir  JOSEPH  PEASE :  The  Noi^ 
Eastern  Eailway  Bill  was  broaght  in  ii 
order  to  carry  out  some  of  the  reeoa- 
mendations  contained  in  the  Beportof 
the  Committee  on  Bailway  Bates  ni 
Charges,  especially  those  having  regn^ 
to  the  classification  of  g^ds  andtliacoi* 
solidation  of  those  Statutes  by  wtick 
powers  are  given  to  the  North-Eutm 
Bailway  Company  to  levy  tolls.  It  {no- 
posed  in  the  Bill  also  to  settle  the  Mh 
minal  question,  and  to  subject  th^tff^ 
minals  to  the  control  of  the  Ba3v«7 
Commission,  as  suggested  in  the  B«pa< 
of  the  Committee  on  Bates  and  Chai|<^ 
While  modifications  of  existing  w 
were  proposed,  there  was  no  deoit  « 
the  part  of  the  North-Eastam  OcafUf 
to  ask  for  powers  to  increase  the  gr** 
amount  they  could  levy  by  the  tolli  iS- 
ready  granted  to  them  by  Parliiin^ 
The  Company  never  sappoead  tiiat  ^ 
provisions  of  this  Bill  would  be 
by  Parliament  as  a  solution  of 
difficult  questions  without  tha 
care  and  oritioiBm.  Thej  were  pecfat^ 
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prepared  to  pass  this  Bill  in  review  be- 
fore any  of  the  usual  tribunals  of  Par- 
liament. 

LoED  EANDOLPH  CHUECHILL : 
I  rise  to  Order.  I  wish  to  know  whe- 
ther the  hon.  Gentleman,  in  answering 
a  Question  as  to  the  course  he  proposes 
to  take  in  reference  to  a  particular  Bill, 
is  in  Order  in  entering  into  a  lengthened 
statement  of  the  contents  of  the  Bill, 
and  indirectly  arguing  in  its  favour  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  As  far  as  the  hon. 
Member  has  as  yet  proceeded,  I  have 
not  observed  any  argumentative  state- 
ment, but  simply  an  explanation  of  what 
was  intended  to  be  done.  Of  course, 
any  statement  of  the  kind  referred  to  by 
the  noble  Lord  would  be  entirely  out  of 
Order. 

8iB  JOSEPH  PEASE:  The  pro- 
moters of  this  Bill,  from  the  communi- 
cations they  have  had  with  traders  using 
their  railways,  have  no  reason  to  sup- 
pose that  they  could  not  have  been  able 
to  arrange  with  the  traders  of  their  own 
district  such  modifications  as  would  have 
made  this  Bill  generally  satisfactory  to 
them.  Having  reference  to  what  has 
passed  in  this  House  from  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  as  to  the  position 
of  the  Government  in  relation  to  the 
Bailway  Bills,  and  also  to  the  opposition 
manifested  in  the  country,  directed,  per- 
haps, more  to  questions  not  dealt  with 
in  these  Bills  than  to  the  contents  of  the 
Bills  themselves 

Mb.  SPEAKER :  I  must  ask  the  hon. 
Baronet  to  leave  out  any  controversial 
matter. 

Sib  JOSEPH  PEASE :  I  shaU  pro- 
pose either  not  to  take  further  steps 
with  this  BiU,  or  I  shall  ask  leave  of  the 
House  at  an  early  date  to  discharge  the 
Order  for  the  second  reading  of  the  North- 
Eastern  Railway  Company's  Bill ;  and  on 
that  occasion  x)erhaps  the  House  would 
give  me  leave,  should  I  think  it  needful, 
to  make  some  observations  more  in  de- 
tail on  the  reasons  which  led  to  the  in- 
troduction of  the  Bills,  and  for  taking 
the  course  indicated.  The  same  course, 
I  believe,  would  be  followed  as  regards 
the  Bills  of  the  other  Companies. 

SUPREME     COUKT     OF     JUDICATURE 
(IRELAND)    BILL  —  MEMORANDUM 
OP  THE  JUDGE  OF  THE  COURT  OF 
PROBATE. 
Mb.  GIBSON  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 


Whether  the  Government  will  lay  upon 
the  Table,  without  delay,  the  Memo- 
randum of  the  Judge  of  the  Court  of 
Probate  upon  the  provisions  of  the  Su- 
preme Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland) 
Bill? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN  : 
I  shall  be  prepared  to  lay  the  Memo- 
randum in  question  on  the  Table  with 
some  other  Memoranda  relating  to  the 
same  subject. 

ARMY   (INDIA)— PROMOTION   IN    HER 
MAJESTY'S  INDIAN  FORCES. 

Mr.  GIBSON  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  the  Govern- 
ment intend  to  consider  the  claims  smd 
grievances  of  the  Indian  Military  Officers, 
with  a  view  to  the  removal  of  their  dis- 
content at  the  present  slowness  of  pro^ 
motion  ? 

Mr.  J.  K.  CROSS :  I  am  not  aware 
that  discontent  prevails  among  the  offi- 
cers of  Her  Majesty's  Indian  Forces  in 
respect  of  promotion.  Pecently,  on  the 
issue  by  the  War  Office  of  a  Eoyal  War- 
rant, giving  promotion  in  the  Corps  of 
Eoyal  Engineers  to  the  rank  of  captain 
in  11,  instead  of  as  heretofore  in  12, 
years,  the  change  was  introduced  in  the 
Indian  Staff  Corps,  promotion  in  which 
is  made  on  the  same  lines  as  in  the 
Engineers.  I  do  not  know  that  any 
further  change  is  now  contemplated. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  that 
if  this  matter  were  again  brought  before 
the  House,,  he  would  ask  the  Under  Se-^ 
cretary  if  it  was  not  a  fact  that  the  pro- 
motion of  officers  was  better  and  quicker 
now  than  it  ever  was  in  the  days  of  the 
East  India  Company  ? 

ARMY    (ORDNANCE     DEPARTMENT)— 
THE  MARTINI-HENRY  CARTRIDGE. 

Lord  EUSTACE  CECIL  asked  the 
Surveyor  General  of  Ordnance,  Whe- 
ther any  further  official  reports  have 
been  received  from  the  Soudan  confirm- 
ing the  statements  in  the  newspapers 
as  to  the  defective  manufacture,  and 
frequent  jamming,  of  the  present  ser- 
vice Martini-Henry  rifle  cartridges,  and 
the  inefficiency,  in  many  instances,  after 
use,  of  the  bayonets  now  in  possession 
of  the  troops ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  has 
any  objection  to  lay  such  reports  upon 
the  Table  ;  whether,  without  detriment 
to  the  public  service,  he  can  state  what 
exertions  are  being  made  to  substitute, 
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as  soon  as  possible,  either  by  increasing 
the  manuiaoture  at  Woolwich,  or  by 
contracting  with  private  firms,  for  the 
present  cartridges  now  in  store  in  India 
and  elsewhere,  the  new  solid  drawn 
metal  cartridge,  definitively  adopted  as 
the  service  pattern  cartridge  of  the 
future;  and,  whether  the  new  Maxim 
machine  gun  has  yet  been  approved, 
and  its  manufacture  ordered  ? 

Mr.  brand  :  Further  official  Reports 
regarding  the  rifle  cartridges  have  just 
been  received ;  but  there  has  not  yet  been 
time  to  examine  them  in  detail.  No 
Reports  have  been  received  as  to  the 
alleged  inefficiency  of  the  bayonets  now 
in  possession  of  the  troops ;  and  I  would 
remind  the  noble  Lord  that  I  made  a 
statement  the  other  day  on  this  point.  I 
can  only  repeat  the  statement  I  made 
then — ^that  in  the  opinion  of  the  autho- 
rities the  bayonets  issued  to  the  troops 
are  perfectly  serviceable.  Supplies  of 
cases  for  the  solid-case  cartridges  to  the 
full  extent  required  can  be  obtained 
without  difficulty  from  the  trade ;  but,  in 
the  event  of  a  final  decision  being  taken 
to  adopt  the  solid-case  cartridge  for  use 
in  practice  as  well  as  in  the  field,  steps 
will  at  once  be  taken  to  alter  the  plant 
at  Woolwich.  The  Maxim  gun  is  now 
under  trial,  but  no  pattern  has  yet  been 
approved. 

Lord  EUSTACE  CECIL :  Are  we  to 
understand  that  the  solid-case  cartridges 
are  not  to  be  supplied  from  Woolwich  ? 

Mr.  brand  :  What  has  been  done 
was  stated  by  me  the  other  day.  In 
compliance  with  Lord  Wolseley's  urgent 
request,  the  solid-case  cartridges  have 
been  manufactured  for  the  Forces  in  the 
field.  It  has  long  been  known  that  the 
solid- case  cartridges  have  advantages 
over  other  cartridges. 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  asked  if  the 
hon.  Member  could  say  when  the  troops 
would  be  supplied  with  the  new  metal 
cartridges  ? 

Mr.  brand  :  No,  Sir.  And  I  do 
not  think  it  is  at  all  desirable  to  answer 
Questions  regarding  the  precise  details 
of  our  military  equipment  and  arma- 
ment. 

SUPERANNUATION  AND  RETIRED  AL- 
LOWANCES (IRELAND)  —  CORRY 
CONNELLAN. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  If  Corry  Connellan  has 
called  for  his  pension  since  the  debates 

Lord  Eustace  Cecil 


of  last  year ;  and,  if  not,  has  it  been  paid 
to  him,  and,  if  paid,  how  and  where  was 
it  paid  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL .  BANNERMAN  : 
Corry  Connellan  died  three  months  ago  ? 

REPRESENTATION  OF  THE  PEOPLE 
ACT,  1884— HOUSEHOLD  QUALIFL 
CATIONS. 

Sir  ALEXANDER  GORDON  asked 
the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether  the  occu- 

Eiers  of  houses  of  the  yearly  value  of  £4, 
eld  without  any  written  title,  each  oc- 
cupier paying  £1  a-year  as  rent  or 
ground  rent,  together  with  Am,  on  acoooot 
of  taxes,  will  be  qualified  to  be  put  on 
the  roll  of  voters  under  the  new  Beform 
Bill? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B, 
Balfoub)  :  I  consider  that  the  personi 
referred  to,  assuming  them  to  be  men  of 
full  age,  will  be  entitled  to  be  registered 
and  to  vote  under  the  new  Act.  XTpoa 
the  facts  stated  in  the  Question,  tiiay 
appear  to  me  to  be  qualified  as  inhabi- 
tant occupiers  or  tenants. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— RUSSIA  AND  AFGHAS- 
ISTAN— M.  DE  GIERS'  DESPATCH 
IN  REPLY  TO  EARL  GRAXVILLE. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  a^ed 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreiga 
Affairs,  Whether  the  Despatch  from  jL 
de  Oiers,  published  in  the  Eoglish  newt- 
papers  of  the  22nd  and  23rd,  and  pur- 
porting to  be  a  reply  of  the  finssiaa 
Government  to  Her  Majesty's  QoTen- 
ment,  is  authentic ;  and,  whether  ths 
following  or  similar  passages  occur  ia 
the  Biissian  Despatch : — 

*'  It  is  impossible  for  us  not  to  inoe  back  te 
cause  to  the  military  aspect  with  whi^  tks 
English  GoTemment  thought  it  their  dutj  t* 
invest  their  boundary  commission. 


*'  We  cannot  pass  by  the  facts  that 
Officers  in  its  suite  directed  the  moTemants  of 
the  Afghan  troops,  and  that  the  loodlj  jt>- 
claimed  interview  between  the  Amir  and  tks 
Viceroy,  and  its  bellicose  surroondinga,  Bstf 
certainly  have  contributed  to  embdfisii  ^ 
Afghans  to  the  point  of  committing  such  ut» 
of  provocation  as  could  not  be  tolerated  br  tbi 
representatives  of  Russian  AfiUtarr  aath»- 
ritiee?" 

Lord  EDMOND    FITZMAURICE: 

Until  the  moment  arrives  for  proesntiy 
Papers  to  Parliament,  it  woola  not  be  ia 
the  public  interest  that  I  ahould  make 
any  statement  in  regard  to  dooiuD«stt« 
published  in  the  newspapers  which,  if 
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they  are  what  they  profeBs  to  be,  are 
evidently  of  a  confidential  character. 

Mk.  ASHMEAD-BAETLETT  :  Then 
the  noble  Lord  does  not  deny  that  there 
18  a  Despatch  ? 

[No  reply.] 

CYPRUS  (FINANCE,  &c.)-REPORTED 
REVENUE  FRAUDS. 

Mr.  GOEST  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether 
the  Chief  Inspector  of  Eevenue  in  Cyprus 
has  resigned  his  office ;  and,  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  with- 
hold their  acceptance  of  his  resignation 
until  further  inquiry  into  the  recent 
revenue  frauds  has  taken  place  ? 

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY :  I  am  not 
able  to  answer  the  first  part  of  the 
Question ;  but  as  to  the  second,  which 
is  really  the  most  important,  1  am  able 
to  reply  that  the  day  before  yesterday 
we  telegraphed  to  the  Governor  that 
should  there  be  any  question  of  resigna- 
tion he  should  refuse  to  accept  it  until 
he  receives  further  instructions. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— RUSSIA  AND  AFGHAN- 
ISTAN —  DIPLOMATIC  NEGOTIA- 
TIONS-TREATY OF  PARIS,  1866. 

Mr.  EICHAED  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether,  in  case  ordi- 
nary diplomatic  negotiations  have  not  or 
may  not  prove  successful  in  settling  the 
points  in  dispute  between  this  Country 
and  Eussia,  the  Government  will  act  on 
the  declaration  of  the  Treaty  of  Paris  of 
1856,  which  expresses  the  unanimous 
wish  of  the  Powers  who  were  parties  to 
the  Treaty,  that  States  between  which 
any  serious  misunderstanding  may  arise 
should,  before  appealing  to  arms,  have 
recourse  to  the  good  ofi&ces  of  a  friendly 
Power,  as  set  forth  in  the  Protocol  of 
April  14th  1856? 

Mr.  LABOUCHEEE  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether,  in 
voting  the  exceptional  amount  to  be 
aeked  for  armaments  on  Monday  next, 
this  House  may  assume  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  adheres  to  the  fol- 
lowing declaration  of  the  23rd  Protocol 
of  the  Treaty  of  Paris : — 

'*  The  Plenipotentiaries  do  not  hesitate  to 
express,  in  the  name  of  their  UoTemments,  the 
wish  that  States  between  which  any  serioas 
misunderstanding  may  arise  should,  before  ap- 
pealing to  anns,  have  recourse,  as  far  as  cir- 
cumstances might  allow,  to  the  good  oflSces  of  a 
Iriendly  Power;'* 


and,  that  this  House  and  the  Country 
may  rest  assured  that  a  proposal  will  be 
made  to  refer  any  matters  in  dispute 
between  this  Country  and  Eussia  to  such 
arbitration,  should  it  so  unfortunately 
happen  that  an  amicable  solution  of  them 
fails  to  be  arrived  at  by  direct  negotia- 
tion? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  What  I  have  to 
say  in  answer  this  Question  is  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  never,  dur- 
ing the  course  of  the  recent  or  present 
Correspondence,  or  in  answer  to  Ques- 
tions in  this  House,  said  anything  to  the 
prejudice  of  the  idea  which  is  put  for- 
ward in  these  two  Questions.  But  it 
must  be  borne  in  mind  that  every  de- 
claration made  in  this  House  in  reply  to 
a  Question  is  virtually  an  announcement 
or  a  declaration  to  the  Government  of 
Eussia.  It  does  not  appear  to  us  con- 
venient or  desirable  in  the  public  in- 
terest that  declarations  to  the  Eussian 
Gt)vemment  should  be  made  through 
the  channel  of  Answers  to  Questions. 

Mr.  LABOUCHEEE  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  inf  orma* 
tion  has  been  received  from  Sir  Peter 
Lumsden,  explaining  if  the  advance  of 
an  Afghan  reconnaissance  on  27th  March 
was  previous  to,  or  subsequent  to,  the 
reconnaissance  of  the  Eussians  on  the 
same  day,  and  to  what  point  the  Afghan 
reconnaissance  was  pushed;  whether 
any  Eeport  from  Captain  Yate,  with 
regard  to  the  advice  tendered  by  him  to 
the  Afghan  Commander  on  the  29th  of 
March,  and  referred  to  in  the  extract 
from  the  Letter  of  the  Afghan  Com- 
mander to  General  Komaro^  has  been 
received ;  whether  Copies  of  the  Letter 
of  General  Komaroff,  which  called  forth 
the  above  Letter,  and  of  the  private 
Letter  of  General  Komaroff  to  the 
Afghan  Commander,  received  a  few 
hours  before  the  Eussian  attack,  have 
been  received ;  whether  it  is  known  if 
any  reply  was  sent  by  the  Afghan  Com- 
mander to  General  Komaroff's  second 
letter ;  and,  whether,  with  reference  to 
Sir  Peter  Lumsden's  statement  that  the 
Afghans  were  induced  to  extend  their 
defensive  position,  any  subsequent  in- 
formation has  been  received  explaining 
more  clearly  the  nature  of  this  exten- 
sion, smd  if  a  withdrawal  on  their  part 
to  the  positions  occupied  on  the  17th  of 
March  constituted  the  Eussian  ultimatum 
alluded  to  in  Sir  Peter  Lumsden's  tele* 
graphic  Despatch  of  17th  April  ? 
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Mr.  ONSLOW  also  asked  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Governmeut  had  received 
from  Sir  Peter  Lumsden,  or  from  any 
other  source,  information  of  the  **  in- 
cessant irritation "  which  Sir  Peter 
Lumsden  described  the  Bussians  as 
having  kept  up  against  the  Afghans ; 
and,  if  so,  what  action  the  Government 
had  taken  on  receipt  of  that  informa- 
tion? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  was  about  to 
answer  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  to  the 
effect  that,  owing  to  Lord  Granville's 
heavy  engagements,  I  have  not  been 
able  to  hold  any  communication  with 
him  on  all  the  points  of  this  Question ; 
and  I  would  therefore  ask  my  hon. 
Friend  to  be  kind  enough  to  postpone  it 
until  we  should  have  an  opportunity  to 
consider  it.  It  is  rather  a  nice  matter 
whether  in  the  end  it  would  be  desirable 
to  carry  on  a  detailed  discussion  of  points 
of  this  kind  with  the  Bussian  Gt)vem- 
ment.  I  quite  admit  that  it  is  our  duty 
to  take  care,  if,  in  questions  of  this  kind, 
as  is  perfectly  possible,  any  new  light 
is  thrown  upon  any  point  of  the  case,  or 
any  suggestion  made  which  ought  to 
lead  to  some  extension  of  any  explana- 
tion made  by  us,  it  would  be  our  duty 
to  advert  to  it.  For  the  present  I  should 
be  glad  if  the  hon.  Member  would  post- 
pone his  Question ;  and  I  must  ask  for 
Notice  of  the  Question  which  has  just 
been  put  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Guild- 
ford (Mr.  Onslow). 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
the  Government  are  in  possession  of 
telegraphic  information  from  Sir  Peter 
Lumsden  on  the  subject  of  his  removal 
from  Gulran  to  Tirpul,  and  the  circimi- 
stances  preceding  and  attending  it ;  if 
so,  whether  he  will  communicate  that 
information  to  the  House  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  In  general  my 
answer  would  be  that  we  are  not  in  pos- 
session of  any  full  statement  at  all  of 
the  reasons  which  determined  him  to  re- 
move his  camp  from  Gulran  to  Tirpul. 
That  was  my  impression  when  I  heard 
the  Question  of  the  noble  Lord  yester- 
day; but  I  was  desirous  of  refreshing 
my  memory.  What  we  have  heard  from 
him  is  as  follows: — On  the  6th  instant 
he  telegraphed  that  he  had  arrived  at 
Tirpul  on  the  previous  day,  with  the 
loss  of  some  followers  in  crossing  the 
pass  in  a  hurricane  of  wind  and  snow 


and  rain ;  and  subsequently,  on  the  lOth, 
he  reported  more  fully  to  the  effect  th&t 
24  followers,  including  three  Afghan 
sowars,  and  eight  Persian  muleteers, 
together  with  many  mules  and  baggage, 
had  perished  from  the  inclemency  of  the 
weather.  That  is  all  the  information 
we  have  had,  and  we  can  only  form  onr 
own  judgment  as  to  why  he  look  the 
step. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BAETLETT  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther it  is  a  fact  that  the  Bussian  Forcee 
are  now  marching  on  Herat ;  and,  whe- 
ther Her  Majesty's  Ministers  are  taking 
any  steps  for  the  defence  of  that  impo7^ 
ant  position  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  With  regard  to 
the  first  Question  there  is  no  infonni- 
tion,  and  we  have  no  reason  to  believe 
that  the  Bussians  are  marching  on 
Herat.  In  regard  to  the  second  branch 
of  the  Question,  I  do  not  suppose  the 
hon.  Member  desires  me  to  say  moie 
than  that  the  subject  is  receiving  the 
attention  of  the  Government. 

EGYPT- SEIZURE  OF  THE  **  BO8PH0BS 

EGYPTIEX  "—RECALL  OF  THE 

FRENCH  CONSUL. 

Sir  STAFFOBD  NOBTHOOTE:  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Prime  Minister  or  the 
noble  Lordi  Whether  Her  Majeetf*i 
Government  have  any  information  as  to 
the  French  Government  having  recalled 
their  Consul  General  from  Egypt  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  No,  Sir;  we 
have  no  information. 

ARMY— COMMISSIONS  TO  CANADUS 

CADETS. 

Lord  EUSTACE  CECIL  asked  tiit 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  it 
was  true  that  the  Government  hsd 
offered  25  commissions  in  the  Army  to 
be  competed  for  by  graduates  of  tht 
Military  CoUege  in  Canada ;  and,  if  to. 
whether  it  was  in  contemplation  to 
offer  similar  advantages  to  eandidatM 
from  other  Colonies  who  might  be  pro- 
perly qualified  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON: 
In  addition  to  the  four  coauniiskas 
usually  granted  to  that  institntian*  ^ 
commissions  in  the  Army  have  this  yw 
been  offered  to  duly  quali6ed  gradmti* 
and  cadets  of  the  Eoyal  Military  OoQcf«. 
Kingston,  Canada.  The  Dominioa  ^ 
Canada  is  the  only  Colony  whicb 
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Besses  a  Military  College ;  but  the  War 
Office  is  also  in  commimication  with  the 
Colonial  Office  on  the  subject  of  offeringi 
this  year,  a  limited  number  of  commis* 
stons  in  the  Imperial  Army  to  members 
of  the  local  Military  Forces  of  the 
Colonies. 

ROMAN  CATHOLIC  CHURCH  (IRELAND) 

—THE  ARCHBISHOPRIC  OF 

DUBLIN. 

Me. SEXTON:  I  beg  to  ask  the  Prime 
Minister  or  the  noble  Lord  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
with  regard  to  the  positive  statements 
which  have  appeared  in  the  Press,  Whe- 
ther it  is  true  that  the  British  Govern- 
ment has  caused  representations,  through 
Mr.  Errington,  to  be  made  to  the  Sove- 
reign Pontiff  with  a  view  of  influencing 
His  Holiness  in  the  appointment  of  an 
Archbishop  to  the  Catholic  See  of  Dub- 
lin, other  Uian  the  capitulary  of  Archie- 
piscopal  See,  contrary  to  the  wishes  of 
the  clergy  of  the  diocese  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEIOE: 
I  must  ask  the  hon.  Member  to  give 
Notice  of  that  Question. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR:  Does  the 
noble  Lord  require  Notice  to  answer  a 
Question  as  to  whether  the  British  Go- 
vernment meddles  in  a  matter  of  internal 
goyemment  like  the  appointment  of  an 
Archbishop  of  Dublin  ? 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
Yes,  Sir ;  I  do  require  Notice. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR:  When  the 
Question  of  which  Notice  has  been  given 
by  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Sexton)  is  put, 
I  beg  to  give  Notice  that  I  shall  ask, 
Whether,  when  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment instructed  Mr.  Errington  to  inter- 
fere, they  at  the  same  time  caused  a 
copy  of  Vatieanwn  and  other  works 
of  the  Prime  Minister  to  be  sent  to  the 
Holy  See  ? 

EGYPT  AND  FRANCE— RUPTURE  OF 
DIPLOMATIC  RELATIONS. 
Mr.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
AflBairs,  Whether  it  was  true,  as  reported, 
that  the  French  Government  had  broken 
off  diplomatic  relations  with  Egypt;  and, 
secondly,  whether  the  French  Govern- 
ment had  offered  to  release  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  from  the  unfortunate 
financial  agreement  in  respect  of  Egypt 
to  which  the  House  recently  gave  its 
masent? 


Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEIOE: 
No  such  information  has  reached  the 
Foreign  Office. 

Afterwards, 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said :  The  answer 
I  gave  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
just  now  was  with  respect  to  the  infor- 
mation received  up  to  that  time.  I  am 
sorry  to  say  that  within  the  few  minutes 
that  have  since  elapsed  a  telegram  has 
been  received  stating  that  the  French 
Charge  d' Affaires  left  Cairo  this  morn- 
ing. I  am  not  sure  of  the  technical 
term  Charge  d' Affaires  ;  but  what  I  un- 
derstand IS,  that .  it  means  the  Repre- 
sentative of  the  French  Government. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE :  Is 
that  communication  from  Cairo  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  It  is  a  telegram 
from  Sir  Evelyn  Baring.  It  has  been 
sent  down  to  me,  and  I  have  no  doubt 
that  it  comes  from  Cairo. 

Mb.  BOURKE  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  state  whether  or  not  there  is 
any  other  telegram  from  Sir  Evelyn 
Baring  leading  up  to  that  one  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  No.  Sir. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  asked 
whether  the  noble  Lord  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
would  now  answer  his  Question  as  to 
whether  the  French  Government  had 
broken  off  diplomatic  relations  with  the 
Egyptian  Government  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
The  information  given  by  the  Prime 
Minister  is  all  that  is  in  possession  of 
the  Foreign  Office. 

Mb.  O'KELLY  asked  if  the  noble 
Lord  could  state  under  what  conditions 
the  French  Charge  d' Affaires  has  left 
Cairo  ?  Had  he  merely  gone  on  a  visit 
to  Alexandria,  or  was  there  any  diplo- 
matic reason  for  the  step  ? 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
There  are  no  details.  The  actual  words 
received  by  the  Foreign  Office  have  been 
given  to  the  House. 

Mb.  O'KELLY  asked  whether  it  was 
M.  Barr^re  or  his  Representative  who 
had  left  Cairo  ? 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
M.  Barrere  is  in  Paris  sitting  on  the 
Suez  Canal  Commissiou.  It  must,  there- 
fore, be  his  Representative. 

Mb.  O'KELLY  inquired  whether  the 
Government  would  telegraph  to  Sir 
Evelyn  Baring  to  ascertain  under  what 
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circumstances  the  French  Charge  d' Af- 
faires had  left  Cairo,  in  order  that  the 
House  might  know  the  facts  as  soon  as 
possible  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  have  no  doubt 
that  in  the  ordinary  course  we  shall  re- 
ceive full  informationi  and  it  will  not  be 
necessary  to  make  a  special 'inquiry.  I 
should  take  the  information  which  I 
have  just  given  to  the  House  as  a  proof 
that  the  Agents  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment will  communicate  with  us  with  all 
possible  rapidity. 

PARLIAMENTARY  ELECTIONS  (REDIS- 
TRIBUTION) BILL. 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  :  I  shall 
place  on  the  Paper  this  evening  my 
Amendments  to  the  Redistribution  Bill ; 
but  I  am  anxious  to  take  the  earliest 
opportunity  of  mentioning  to  the  House 
a  difficulty  which  has  arisen  with  regard 
to  Westminster.  I  stated  in  Comi9ittee 
that  I  thought  a  fair  case  had  been  made 
out  from  the  opposite  side  for  treating 
Westminster  as  an  ancient  borough,  and 
for  assigning  to  it  four  Members  instead 
of  the  three  which  had  been  allotted  to 
it  by  the  Bill.  I  had  made  inquiries  of 
the  Leaders  of  the  Opposition,  and  had 
found  that  it  was  their  opinion  that  the 
additional  seat  required  should  be  taken 
from  some  other  part  of  London.  I  exa- 
mined which  was  the  least  under-repre- 
sented part  of  London,  and,  finding  this 
was  the  centre  of  the  Tower  Hamlets,  I 
suggested  to  the  Committee  that  the 
seat  must  come  from  thence.  I  under- 
took that  Sir  John  Lambert  and  Sir 
Francis  Sandford  should,  after  local  in- 
quiry, advise  us  as  to  the  division  of 
Westminster  into  four,  and  should  also 
advise  us  as  to  the  re-division  of  the 
Tower  Hamlets.  Their  Beport  will  be 
circulated  to-morrow  morning,  and  will 
contain  maps.  It  yesterday  came  to  my 
knowledge  that  the  Leaders  of  the  Op- 

Sosition  so  greatly  disliked  the  proposed 
ivision  of  Westminster,  and  so  greatly 
preferred  the  original  division  into  three, 
which  had  been  made  by  myself  with- 
out the  advice  of  the  Boundary  Com- 
missioners, as  to  lead  me  to  doubt  whe- 
ther it  will  be  wise  for  me  to  propose  to 
go  forward  with  the  changes  which  I 
had  intended  to  make.  I  regard  those 
changes  as  mutually  dependent,  and  I 
should  be  prepared  to  revert  to  them 
should  I  find  a  decided  change  of  opi- 
nion on  the  other  side  of  the  House. 

J/r.  O'KeUjf 


LoED  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
asked  if  the  right  hon.  Baronet  wonld 
amplify  his  statement  by  saying  which 
Leaders  of  the  Opposition  had  informed 
him  of  their  views — ^which  Leaden 
wished  Westminster  to  have  four  Mem- 
bers, and  which  Leaders  wished  it  to 
have  three  ?  Otherwise,  isolated  Mem- 
bers of  the  Party  had  great  dif&coltj 
in  knowing  what  course  to  take. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  I  must 
say  that  the  Leader  of  the  Oppoeitioa 
wished  for  four  as  against  three. 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  intimated  that 
when  the  right  hon.  Baronet  proposed 
to  reduce  the  number  of  Members  for 
Westminster  he  should  oppose  it. 

Mr.  OORST  asked  whether,  when 
the  Amendment  was  proposed,  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  would  take  into  considera- 
tion the  feelings  and  views  of  the  in- 
habitants of  Westminster  as  well  as  ths 
opinions  of  the  Leaders  of  the  Oppo- 
sition ? 

Mr.  RITCHIE  asked  whether  ths 
claims  of  the  Tower  Hamlets  to  have 
seven  Members  was  Vb  be  dependent 
upon  an  agreement  between  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  and  the  Leaders  of 
the  Opposition  as  to  the  representatioB 
of  Westminster  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  thit 
if  Westminster  was  to  have  four  Mem- 
bers instead  of  three,  the  additional  sett 
was  to  be  taken  from  the  Metropolis. 
He  should  propose  that  it  should  be 
taken  from  the  Tower  Hamlets. 

Mr.  RITCHIE  inquired  whether  h 
was  an  open  question  with  the  Groven- 
ment  whether  the  additional  seat  was  to 
be  taken  from  the  Metropolis  or  fron 
some  town  in  the  Provinces  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  replied 
that,  on  former  occasions,  he  had  stated 
that  there  had  been  a  sagmistion  made 
that  an  additional  seat  for  Westminster 
might  be  obtained  from  other  sooross 
besides  the  Metropolis. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  remarked  that,  s* 
communications  appeared  to  hare  beca 
going  on  between  the  Leader  of  tht 
Opposition  and  the  Govemmeot,  he 
should  like  to  ask  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  what  coarse  he  proposed  te 
ask  the  Party  to  take  on  this  questioB  ? 

Mr.  RAIXES  said,  that,  as  the  Mom 
of  the  Amendment,  he  would  remind 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  that  it  was  naaai- 
mously  accepted  by  the  Committee,  fie 
wished  to  ask,  if  upon  Report  Uiere  vat 
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still  a  strong  feeling  shown  as  to  tbe 
daim  of  Westminster  to  have  four  Mem- 
bers, the  right  hon.  Baronet  would 
adhere  to  the  decision  already  arrived  at 
bj  the  House  ? 

Mb.  BEODBIOK  suggested  that  a 
seat  might  be  taken  from  one  of  the 
over-represented  counties  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  lewis  observed  that  Wolver- 
hampton was  an  over-represented  bo- 
rough from  which  a  seat  might  be 
taken. 

SibCHAELES  W.DILKE  said,  that 
Wolverhampton  was  mentioned  on  a 
former  occasion  as  one  of  the  boroughs 
from  which  a  seat  might  be  taken.  He 
would  remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Cambridge  University 
that  the  view  which  met  the  general 
concurrence  of  the  House  was  that  the 
question  of  dividing  Westminster  into 
lour  districts  should  be  decided  on  the 
advice  of  the  Boundarv  Commissioners. 

Mb.  BITCHIE  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther, in  the  event  of  the  Tower  Hamlets 
retaining  its  seven  Members,  there  was 
to  be  any  fresh  scheme  of  redistribution, 
or  whether  the  original  scheme  of  the 
Bill  was  to  be  carried  out  ? 

Sib  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  said, 
that,  in  the  event  of  the  Tower  Hamlets 
retaining  its  full  number  of  Members, 
the  original  scheme  of  division  would 
be  carried  out,  and  there  would  only  be 
a  change  of  name,  the  separate  divisions 
continuing  parts  of  the  borough  of  the 
Tower  Hamlets. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  asked  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  what  the  arrangement 
was  with  regard  to  Westminster  and 
the  Tower  Hamlets  ? 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  I 
can  only  say  that  I  understood  it  was 
the  wish  of  the  House  to  change  the 
number  of  Members  for  Westminster 
from  three  to  four,  and  I  entirely  ap- 
prove of  that  alteration.  That,  how- 
ever, involves  a  change  of  the  redistri- 
bution of  the  divisions  of  Westminster. 
But  when  the  re-arrangement  of  the 
borough  came  to  be  made  the  division 
which  was  suggested  and  approved  by 
Sir  John  Lambert  and  Sir  Francis  Sand- 
ford  appeared  to  me  and  to  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Westminster  to  be  an  unfor- 
tunate division,  and  one  which  would  not 
be  satisfactory  to  the  people  of  West- 
minster ;  and  I  certainly  intend  to  sup- 
port my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
xor  Westminster  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  in 


his  endeavours  to  obtain  a  better  divi- 
sion for  the  borough  than  that  proposed 
by  the  Schedule. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  whether  the 
arrangement  between  Lord  Salisbury 
and  the  Government  was  that  any  ar- 
rangement come  to  by  the  Boundary 
Commissioners  the  Gbvemment  ^edged 
themselves  to  carry  through  the  House ; 
and  whether,  in  consequence  of  that,  the 
Government  had  refused  every'^Amend- 
ment  in  the  case  of  Irish  divisions, 
whereas  they  had  consented  to  a  change 
in  the  case  of  Westminster  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  replied 
that  the  division  of  London  and  the 
Metropolis  generally  was  made  by  him- 
self, and  not  by  the  Boundary  Commis- 
sioners. 

VISIT  OP  H.R.H.  THE  PRINCE  AND 
PRINCESS  OF  WALES  TO  IRELAND— 
THE  CITY  OP  LONDONDERRY. 
Mb.  PAENELL  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  it  is  true,  as  stated,  that 
the  Prince  of  Wales  is,  on  his  visit  to 
Derry  on  Saturday  next,  to  receive  an 
address  from  the  local  Orange  and  ap- 
prentice boy  parties ;  whether  the  Orange 
address  is  to  be  presented  by  Mr.  Bobert 
M'Clintock,  who  was  rebuked  by  the 
Lord  Chancellor  for  his  participation  in 
an  Orange  apprentice  boy  meeting  on 
the  Ist  of  November  last,  when  two 
Nationalists  were  shot  and  badly 
wounded,  and  for  which  one  apprentice 
boy  was  convicted  and  sentenced  to  a 
long  term  of  imprisonment  by  Justice 
Murphy,  who  described  the  Orange  pro- 
ceedings as  ''  the  wild  work  in  Derry ; " 
whether,  on  a  previous  Royal  visit,  party 
riots  took  place,  in  which  the  police  shot 
dead  three  men;  whether,  under  the 
circumstances,  and  having  regard  to  the 
local  party  feeling,  it  is  deemed  desirable 
that  addresses  should  be  received  from 
societies  and  individuals  notorious  for 
violent  party  displays;  whether  a  de- 
monstration of  protest  by  the  Nationalists 
is  to  take  place ;  whether,  at  a  meeting 
of  the  Boyal  Eeception  Committee  in 
Derry,  a  vote  on  the  subject  of  the  pro- 
priety of  receiving  the  Orange  Address 
was  taken,  when  the  Committee  equally 
divided,  three  Presbyterian  Liberal 
magistrates,  one  Catholic  Liberal  magis- 
trate, and  one  Presbyterian  Liberal 
merchant  protesting  against  the  arrange- 
ment for  receiving  the  Orange  Address 
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as  a  party  afifair;  whether,  some  days 
previously,  the  Address  of  the  County 
Derry  Liberal  Union  was  refused  on  the 
ground  that  the  visit  was  non-political ; 
and,  whether  the  Government  will  take 
steps  to  prevent  possible  disastrous  con- 
sequences on  the  occasion  of  the  Boyal 
visit  to  Derry  by  advising  against  the 
reception  of  the  Addresses  referred  to  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN : 
I.  telegraphed  to  Ireland  this  morning, 
but  have  not  yet  received  a  specific 
Eeport  with  regard  to  the  matters  of  fact 
on  past  occasions  referred  to  in  this 
Question.  I  understand,  however,  that 
no  addresses  have  been  received  or  will 
be  received  byHisEoyal  Highness  from 
associations  which  are  in  their  constitu- 
tion distinctly  political,  and  no  addresses 
are  received  which  contain  any  political 
allusions.  The  addresses  from  the 
Orange  Lodge  and  Apprentice  Boys  of 
Derry  will  not  be  allowed  to  be  pre- 
sented as  a  Party  display ;  and  as  no 
partizan  character  attaches  to  the  ad- 
dresses, it  is  hoped  that  no  Party 
feeling  will  be  evoked  which  might 
mar  the  peaceful  character  of  the 
reception.  It  is  needless  to  add  that 
steps  will  be  taken  to  prevent  any  dis- 
turbance arising  fron^  any  mistaken  con- 
ception as  to  the  character  of  the  ad- 
dresses. The  Government  are  fully 
alive  to  the  existence  of  a  strong  Party 
feeling  in  the  City  of  Derry,  and  to  the 
importance  of  taking  every  precaution 
to  prevent  disturbance. 

Mr.  PAENELL:  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  mean  that  the  Orange  Lodges 
and  the  Apprentice  Boys  Association  are 
not  political  organizations? 

mJr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN : 
I  am  neither  an  Orangeman  nor  an  Ap- 
prentice Boy;  but  they  utterly  deny  that 
they  have  any  political  meaning,  and 
that  is  the  general  understanding. 

ORDUBS  OF  THE  BA  Y. 


REGISTRATION  OF  VOTERS  (IRELAND) 

BILL.— [Bill  110.] 

(Mr,  Campbell'Bannerman,  Mr.  Solicitor 

General  for  Ireland.) 

COMMITTBE.     [Progrett  2Srd  April.] 

Bill  eomidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1    (Special   provisions    as  to 
voters  in  1885)  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Parnell 


Clause  2  (Power  of  Lord  lieutenmt 
in  Council  to  prescribe  forms). 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN, 
in  rising  to  move  an  Amendment,  to 
leave  out  the  first  part  of  the  clause 
down  to  the  word  **  not,"  in  line  22,  for 
the  purpose  of  inserting — 

'*  The  forms  contained  in  the  Fint  Sohednk 
to  this  Act,  or  forms  to  the  like  effect,  maj  be 
used  for  the  purposes  of  the  ParliamentArj 
Registration  Acts  in  substitution  for  the  cor- 
responding  forms  used  for  the  same  puzpoaa 
before  the  passing  of  this  Act.** 

said,  that  the  object  of  the  Amendment 
was  to  alter  the  manner  in  which  the 
forms  for  carrying  into  effect  the  Parlia- 
mentary Eegistration  Acts  were  to  be 
prescribed,  in  consequence  of  the  deci- 
sion which  had  been  come  to  bj  the 
Committee  upstairs  in  connection  with 
the  English  Bill.  There  were  two  ways 
of  settling  the  forms  in  regard  to  regis- 
tration ;  one  by  Order  in  Council,  and 
the  other  under  the  authority  of  the  Act 
which  would  require  the  forms  them- 
selves to  be  embodied  in  the  Act.  The 
Committee  upon  the  English  Bill  had 
resolved  that  it  would  be  better  to  pre- 
scribe the  forms  in  a  Schedule  attached 
to  the  Bill;  and  as  this  clause  in  the 
Irish  Act  gave  power  to  the  Lord  lieu* 
tenant  in  Council  to  prescribe  the  forms, 
the  object  of  the  Amendment  was  to 
omit  that  power,  and  to  substitute  a 
Schedule  in  which  the  forms  required 
for  the  purposes  of  Parliamentary  regis- 
tration would  be  set  out. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  1,  line  17,  leare  out  from  begimuBf 
of  Clause  10  the  word  «*  and  "  in  line  21,  Mi 
insert  '*The  forms  contained  in  the  Pint 
Schedule  to  this  Act,  or  forma  to  the  like  efet. 
may  be  used  for  the  purpoaea  of  the  Par&- 
mentary  Registration  Acts  in  sobatitataoa  im 
the  corresponding  forms  used  for  the  na* 
purposes  before  the  passing  of  this  Act.*' — (<Xr. 
CampbeU'Bannerwuin.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  worb 
proposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  paii  of  ths 
Clause." 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  thought  thi 
Amendment  showed  how  unfairly  tb« 
Irish  Members  had  been  treated  in 
having  been  allowed  no  representatioa 
whatever  upon  the  English  Committss. 
If  there  was  one  subject  which 
highly  technical  and  complicated,  tt 
the  question  of  registration  in  Irelaad : 
and  he  would  point  out  to  the  Gof«n- 
ment  that,  in  the  forms  propoaed  to  be 
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inolnded  in  the  Schedule,  there  were  a 
series  of  gross  mistakes.  The  forms 
themselves  were  only  laid  on  the  Table 
yesterday,  and  hon.  Members  had  not 
had  very  much  time  to  look  into  them ; 
but  in  the  short  time  which  had  been 
allowed  he  had  been  able  to  detect  very 
extraordinary  errors.  He  did  not  pro- 
pose to  discuss  the  Schedule  now ;  but 
he  simply  desired  to  point  out  that  the 
best  mode  of  promoting  the  despatch  of 
Business  would  be  to  pass  the  Schedules, 
when  they  had  gone  through  the  clauses, 
with  little  or  no  debate ;  and  then,  when 
they  had  the  Bill  reprinted,  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  give  a  week  or  10  days  for 
consideration,  and,  if  necessary,  re-com- 
mit the  Bill  in  respect  of  the  Schedules. 
No  questions  of  policy  would  arise  upon 
them ;  but  they  involved  matters  of  tech- 
nical detail  which  could  not  be  agreed 
to  hurriedly.  He  certainly  did  not 
think  it  would  be  fair  to  Irelsmd  to 
allow  English  forms,  shaped  by  English 
lawyers,  without  a  single  Irish  Member 
being  on  the  Committee,  and  in  which 
he  could  already  discover  several  blun- 
derSy  to  be  accepted,  as  they  stood,  for 
Ireland.  For  instance,  the  1st  Schedule 
related  to  the  precept  of  the  Olerk  of  the 
Peace,  and  of  the  Olerk  of  the  Union,  and 
towards  the  end  of  No.  2  appeared  these 
words,  as  a  ground  of  objection — 

'*Fintlyi  if  such  person  shall  not  have  been 
rated  in  the  then  last  rate  made  for  the  relief 
of  the  poor  as  the  occupier  of  the  same  lands, 
tenements,  or  hereditaments,  in  soch  copy  of 
register  mentioned  of  a  net  annual  value  of 
twelre  pounds  or  upwards." 

There  were  several  mistakes  in  that 
passage.  One  had  reference  to  the 
rating,  because  under  certain  circum- 
stances, by  the  provisions  of  the  Fran- 
chise BiU,  a  man  need  not  be  rated  at 
all ;  and  he  (Mr.  Healy)had  an  Amend- 
ment to  provide  for  such  a  state  of  things. 
The  Government  might  say  that  that 
was  the  law  at  present ;  but  the  object 
of  his  Amendment  was  to  make  the  law 
folly  declared,  and  he  saw  no  reason  for 
the  insertion  of  this  extraordinary  clause 
about  being  rated  in  the  last  rate  made 
for  the  relief  of  the  poor.  It  was  quite 
clear  to  his  mind  that  the  words  about 
rating  should  not  occur  in  this  Bill ;  be- 
cause, if  they  were  going  to  have  house- 
hold franchise,  there  was  no  necessity 
whatever  to  be  rated  in  order  to  have  the 
Tote,  and  he  did  not  understand  that 
that  was  the  opinion  held  by  the  hon. 


and  learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland.  Then,  again,  he 
might  point  out  in  No.  3,  headed  **  the 
supplementary  list  of  ten  pounds  rated 
occupiers,"  it  appeared  to  him  that  after 
the  work  '*  register,"  and  in  all  sub- 
sequent precepts  of  the  same  character, 
it  would  be  necessary  to  insert  the 
words  **or  objected  to  therein."  The 
paragraph  would  then  read  in  this 
way— 

**  You  are  also  to  make  out,  and,  together 
with  such  copy  of  register  for  the  said  polling 
district  or  division  oif  the  said  polling  district, 
transmit  to  me  a  supplemental  list  [Form  11] 
of  every  male  person  of  full  age  not  appearing 
already  on  such  copy  of  register  who  shall  be 
rated  m  the  last  rate  made  for  the  relief  of  the 
poor  or  objected  to  therein.'* 

There  clearly  ought  to  be  such  a  Proviso, 
and  it  should  run  all  through  these 
forms.  In  some  of  the  later  precepts 
he  proposed  to  insert  Amendments ;  and, 
therefore,  he  was  not  in  a  position  to 
agree  generally  to  these  forms.  He  wished 
to  know  from  the  hon.  and  learned 
Solicitor  General,  or  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  whether,  if  he  agreed  to  the 
forms  as  they  now  stood,  when  the  Bill 
was  ready  for  Beport,  it  would  be  re- 
conmiitted  in  respect  of  the  forms  ?  In 
the  first  place,  however,  he  would  ask 
the  Chairman  whether,  if  the  Committee 
accepted  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
Amendment,  and  thereby  agreed  to 
accept  the  forms  in  the  Schedule  of  the 
Bill,  they  would  be  afterwards  debarred 
from  amending  the  Schedules?  That 
was  to  say,  that  by  agreeing  to  the 
Amendment  they  would  accept  the  pro- 

Eosal  to  insert  the  forms  in  the  Schedule, 
ut  only  subject  to  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  asks  whether,  if  the 
Committee  accept  the  Amendment  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  they  would  be 
debarred  from  subsequently  amending 
the  Schedules  ?    No ;  I  think  not. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  that  he  had  read 
the  Schedules  himself  with  great  atten- 
tion, both  yesterday  and  this  morning, 
and  he  had  sent  them  to  Ireland,  in 
order  that  they  might  be  considered  by 
those  who  were  better  acquainted  with 
the  Eegistration  Law  than  he  was  him- 
self. As  had  been  stated  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr. 
Healy),  the  questions  involved  in  these 
Schedules  were  of  a  very  technical  cha* 
raoter.  He  would  assume  that  they 
must  have  been  prepared  by  the  Law 
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Officers  of  Irelandi  with  the  assistance 
of  others  who  were  acquainted  with  the 
matter ;  and  he  would  be  glad  if  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  would  say  whether 
they  had  been  prepared  merely  with  a 
view  of  applying  the  new  Reform  Bill  to 
the  existing Hegistrat ion  Law,  and  toper- 
mit  the  registration  to  take  place  this 
year,  as  soon  as  possible  after  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Bill?  Was  that  the  object 
with  which  these  Schedules  had  been 
prepared  ?  Assuming  that  he  received 
an  affirmative  answer  to  that  question, 
he  would  suggest  that,  if  this  stage  of 
the  Bill  was  passed  with  these  Schedules 
in  it,  after  very  little  discussion,  there 
should  be  a  distinct  understanding  that 
they  would  not  be  debarred  from  using 
any  information  which  might  come, 
either  from  Ireland,  or  from  their  own 
examination  of  the  Schedules,  and  that 
on  the  Report  stage  their  right  of  criti- 
cism, revision,  and  amendment  would  be 
Dreserved 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  said,  he  could 
assure  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
opposite  (Mr.  Gibson)  that  the  Sche- 
dules had  been  prepared  with  the  single 
object  of  bringing  upon  the  Register  the 
different  persons  who  were  entitled  to 
vote  as  £lO-rated  occupiers,  and  for  the 
household  and  service  suffrages.  There 
was  no  other  object  whatever  in  pre- 
paring these  Schedules,  and  he  had  him- 
self intended  to  suggest  that  it  would  be 
desirable,  after  the  Schedules  had  been 
adopted,  that  time  should  be  given,  in 
order  that  they  might  be  thoroughly 
examined,  because,  originally,  the  Bill 
was  framed  in  another  way ;  and,  there- 
fore, it  was  only  reasonable  that  such 
time  should  be  allowed,  and  that  either 
on  the  Report,  or  in  some  other  way, 
the  Schedules  should  be  fully  considered. 
It  was  not  necessary  that  he  should  an- 
swer the  objections  to  some  of  the  forms 
which  had  been  made  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr. 
Healy) ;  because  there  would  be  an  op- 
portunity afforded  for  discussing  them. 
He  would  be  glad  if,  when  his  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  received  informa- 
tion, he  would  point  out  to  him  (the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland)  any  point 
which  would  assist  in  carrying  out  the 
object  of  the  Bill — ^namely,  to  bring 
upon  the  Register  any  person  who  was 
entitled  to  be  upon  it. 

Mr.  Oibion 


Mr.  LEWIS  said,  that  nothing  would 
be  more  inconvenient  than  to  alter  tiie 
Schedules  on  the  stage  of  the  Eepoit, 
when  it  would  not  be  possible  to  answer 
all  the  questions  which  might  be  raised 
on  minute  matters  of  detaiL  What 
occurred  to  his  mind  was  this — that  the 
body  of  the  Bill  should  be  settled,  tsd 
then  that  the  question  of  the  Schednlet 
should  be  adjourned  for  a  few  daji, 
until  they  could  make  up  their  mindi 
with  regard  to  them.  That  would  be 
the  most  sensible  course  to  adopt,  la 
order  that  the  Schedules  should  be  made 
as  intelligible  as  possible.  He  thooght 
it  wouldjbe  impossible  to  alter  them  eatie- 
factorily  with  the  Speaker  ia  the  Chair, 
and  that  they  would  never  be  able  to  get 
to  the  end  of  them.  He  would,  therefore, 
suggest  that  they  should  go  through  the 
Bill  now,  and  set  the  Schedules  apart  for 
another  day.  It  could  not  be  a  matter 
on  which  there  would  be  any  great  dif- 
ference of  opinion ;  and,  with  regard  to 
the  English  Bill,  it  had  been  eon- 
sidered  that  day  in  the  most  frioidfy 
spirit. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  it  was  only  reasonable  that  ooo* 
siderable  time  should  be  given  for  as 
examination  of  these  compucated  Sdie- 
dules  ;  and  he  quite  agreeathat  itwosM 
be  desirable  to  stop  the  Bill  when  thrr 
got  to  the  Schedules. 

Mb.  GREGORY  said,  he  thought 
there  ought  to  be  some  communicatiaa 
with  gentlemen  who  were  interested  ii 
the  question  of  Irish  registration.  There- 
fore, it  was  advisable  to  go  through  the 
Schedules,  in  some  sort  of  confereiioarii 
order  to  see  how  far  they  agreed,  er 
what  points  of  difference  arose.  Fhw 
his  own  experience,  in  dealing  with  the 
English  Registration  Bill,  he  knew  tW 
difficulties  that  might  ariae,  and  ke 
thought  it  was  necessary  that  then 
should  be  some  communication  of  M 
kind.  

The  solicitor  GENERAL  n» 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Waikeb)  «di  b 
would  be  very  glad  to  adopt  that  iif* 
gestion. 

Mr.  GORST  said,  he  would  aay  t 
word  to  confirm  what  had  fallen  htm 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Sosaex  [lb. 
Gregory ) .  He  was  quite  sure  they  woaU 
never  getthese  forms  satisfactortlyseCtled. 

except  by  having  a  conference  ci  tM 
kind,  either  by  the  appointinent  ai  « 
Select  Committee,  or  in  aome  o^berviji 
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by  means  of  which  Members,  who  had 
actual  experience  of  Irish  registration, 
might  meet  together  and  settle  the 
forms.  The  English  forms  had  been 
settled  in  a  very  short  time,  and  without 
the  slighteat  difference  of  opinion. 

Mr.  PAENELL  eaid,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  Walker)  had  intimated  that  he 
thought  some  reasonable  time  ought  to 
be  given  to  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Gibson)  for  the  purpose  of  obtain- 
ing advice  from  Ireland  in  regard  to 
these  Schedules,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land subsequently  stated  that  he  thought 
considerable  time  should  be  given.  Now, 
he  (Mr.  Pamell)  was  of  opinion,  with 
regard  to  this  matter,  that  it  was  most 
desirable  the  Bill  should  proceed  with 
all  reasonable  speed,  and  that  it  should 
not  be  behind  the  English  or  the  Scotch 
Bill.  The  conduct  of  the  Goveinment 
had  been,  he  thought,  in  this  matter, 
Tcry  negligent.  He  agreed  with  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Healy) 
that,  in  the  first  instance,  the  Bill  should 
have  been  printed  long  before  it  was 
printed ;  but  the  Irish  officials  did  not 
seem  to  be  able  to  make  up  their  minds 
for  a  long  time  as  to  what  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill  were  to  be.  Secondly,  the 
Bill  was  not  printed  until  long  after  the 
English  Bill  was  printed,  and  no  Com- 
mittee was  moved  for  the  purpose  of 
considering  it,  as  in  the  case  of  the 
English  Bill.  Ireland  was  not  even 
given  a  Member  on  the  English  Commit- 
tee ;  in  fact,  it  was  represented  to  the 
Irish  Members  that  it  was  not  necessary 
for  them  to  have  a  Member  on  the  Eng- 
lish Committee,  as  the  Bill  entirely  cou- 
cerned  the  English  registration.  They 
now  found  that  a  vast  mass  of  matters 
had  been  imported  into  the  Irish  Bill 
by  the  English  Committee.  The  con- 
sequence of  all  this  was  that  an  excuse 
for  delay  was  afforded  to  the  Front  Op- 
position Bench,  and  their  Friends  in  that 
House,  and  it  would  be  necessary  for 
the  Irish  Members  to  raise  a  very 
serious  question.  If  some  considerable 
time,  according  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
was  to  elapse  before  the  13ill  was  again 
takeu  up,  and  before  anything  was  again 
to  be  done,  the  other  measures  might 
come  on  before  it.  The  Kedistribution 
Bill  might  come  on  on  Beport  and  upon 

YOL.  OOXOVn.    [thied  sbbies.] 


the  third  reading:,  and  this  Bill  might 
be  altogether  left  behind.  He  should 
regard  such  a  circumstance  as  most 
disastrous;  because  it  might  aO'ord  an 
excuse  for  the  House  of  L<irds  to  object 
to  any  additions  which  might  be  made 
to  the  Bill  by  the  House  of  Commons, 
and,  in  fact,  to  repeat  the  course  which 
they  had  several  times  adopted  in  years 
past.  He,  therefore,  wished  to  have  a  clear 
understanding.  He  desired  toknow,  in  the 
first  place,  whether  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibfon)  con- 
sidered it  necoFsary  that  the  Bill  should 
be  re- committed  ;  and,  secondly,  whether 
the  Government  considered  it  necessary 
that  the  Bill  should  be  re-committed  in 
reference  to  the  Schedules?  If  not, 
whether  they  were  of  opinion  that  the 
Beport  stage  would  be  sufficient  for  the 
examination  of  the  Schedules;  and,  if 
so,  at  what  date  they  proposed  to  take 
the  consideration  of  the  Report  ?  Would 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
tho  Member  for  Dublin  University  con- 
cider  that  Wednesday  next  would  be 
appropriate  for  the  Keport  stage,  and 
that  it  would  aflbrd  him  sufficient  time 
for  making  inquiries?  If  it  were  fixed 
for  any  later  date,  and  any  considerable 
time  was  occupied  in  inquiry,  the  result 
would  be  a  great  and  dangerous  delay  in 
the  reprinting  of  the  Bill.  He,  there- 
fore, thought  it  his  duty  to  ask  for  some 
further  understanding  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  and  the  hon.  and  learned  Soli- 
citor General  for  Ireland  as  to  the  delay 
which  would  take  place. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  the  Government  had  only  two  ob- 
jects in  regard  to  the  Bill,  one  of  which 
was  to  get  it  passed  as  quickly  as  pos- 
sible, which,  for  reasons  other  than 
those  which  had  been  mentioned  by  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Parne'l;,  was  of  great 
importance  to  the  country.  That  was, 
therefore,  the  first  object ;  but  it  was 
further  desirable  that  those  who  were 
interested  in  the  matter  should  not  be 
deprived  of  a  reasonable  opportunity  for 
considering  the  provisions  of  the  Bill. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
had  spoken  as  if  the  Government  had 
allowed  the  English  Committee  to  frame 
part  of  the  Iriali  Bill.  Nothing  of  the 
Kind  had  been  done.  The  Committee 
on  the  English  Bill  upstairs  did  not 
frame  this  Bill ;  but  they  decided  that 
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the  forms,  instead  of  being  fixed  by 
Orders  in  Council,  should  be  embodied 
in  the  Bill  itself,  in  li^chedules  attached 
to  it;  and  it  was  felt  desirable  that  the 
same  thing  should  be  done  for  Ireland 
as  was  done  for  England.      Therefore, 
the  GoTernment  had  added  to  the  Bill, 
which  was  originally  a  small  and  simple 
Bill,  these  rather  cumbrous  Schedules. 
He  admitted  that  they  did  contain   a 
good  deal  of  complicated  material ;  but 
he  did  not  think  that  any  thorny  matters 
were  involved.    Still,  as  the  Schedules 
were  complicated,  it  was  only  reasonable 
that  time  should  be  given  for  their  con- 
sideration.    The    hon.    Member    com- 
plained that  a  proposal  had  been  made 
which  involved  a  loss  of  time  before  the 
re-committal  of  the  Bill,  and  suggested 
that  the  Schedules  should  be  considered 
and  reported.    They  were  quite  ready 
to  adopt  that  suggestion ;  but  the  com- 
plaint which  was  made  was  not  unrea- 
sonable— ^namely,  that  matters  of  this 
sort  would  not  be  so  well  discussed  in 
the  House  as  in  a  Committee.    Person- 
ally, he  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman)  was 
willing  to  take  either  course — either  to 
re-commit  the    Bill   in   regard  to  the 
Schedules ;  or  to  stop  the  progress  of  the 
Bill,  in  order  to  get  the  Schedules  dis- 
cussed consistent  with  a  reasonable  op- 
portunity of  obtaining  the  .'opinion  of 
persons  interested  in  the  question.     He 
oould  not  say  now  to  what  day  it  would 
be  necessary  to  adjourn  the  Bill ;  but 
he  could  assure  the  hon.    Member  it 
would  be  the  earliest  day  they  could 
get. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  he  would  point 
out  that  the  delay  had  been  suggested 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy).  He  (Mr.  Gib- 
son) had  not  suggested  it  himself.  He 
had  only  said  that  with  25  pages  of 
Schedules  it  was  only  reasonable  to  give 
time  for  examining  them. 

Mb.  SEXTON  said,  the  nght  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land maintained  that  the  English  Com- 
mittee had  not  been  allowed  to  draft 
the  Bill.  He  (Mr.  Sexton)  contended, 
on  the  other  hand,  that  they  had,  in 
point  of  fact,  drafted  a  very  vital  part 
of  it,  because  it  appeared  that  the  forms 
inserted  in  it  were  to  be  those  which 
were  considered  suitable  for  use  in 
England. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  B ANNERMAN 
•aid,  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr. 

Mr.  CampheU'Bann0rm0n 


Sexton)  was  under  a  misapprehensioe. 
All  the  English  Committee  decided  wai 
that  the  forms  in  regard  to  the  Eogliik 
Bill  should  be  inserted  in  the  Scheduk, 
and  not  fixed  by  Order  in  Council;  but 
they  did  not  prescribe  what  theformi 
were  to  be.  There  were  two  connei 
open — either  to  insert  the  forms  it 
Schedules  attached  to  the  Bill,  or  tP 
settle  them  by  Order  in  CounciL  Am  ih» 
first  course  had  been  adopted  in  the  am 
of  the  English  Bill,  it  was  consideitd 
desirable  to  pursue  the  same  com^e  ii 
regard  to  the  Irish  Bill. 

Mb.  SEXTON  said,  that,  at  any  nit, 
the  principle  of  the  infusion  of  the  Indi 
forms  in  the  Bill  was  decided  by  tb 
English  Committ.ee.     It  was  to  hex*- 
gretted  that  no  Irish  Member  had  beet 
upon  the  Committee,  and  hon.  Memb«n 
who  had  been  engaged  in  other  Cos- 
mittees  upstairs  had  not,  as  yet,  hai 
an  opportunity  of  perusing  the  formi 
Those  forms  extended  over  aoonsidertbk 
number  of  pages ;  but  they  were  toU 
that  they  contained  nothing  upon  whiek 
there  was  likely  to  be    a  differeoos  d 
opinion,  and,  therefore,  might  be  desk 
with  at  any  time  with  very  little  l^ 
help.    He  thought  the  int>posal  ci  hm 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Citf  d 
Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  was  a  fair  and  props 
one,  and  that  it  would  be  very  eaiy,  oi 
the  Eeport,    with   the  Speaker  in  tbi 
Chair,  to  settle  and  discuss  the  quettioi. 
He  wished  to  understand   wheUnw  « 
not  the  Government  oonsented  to  tbi 
suggestion  of  his  hon.  Friend — tbattbc; 
should  discuss  the  Schedules  oo  the  S»- 
port  of  the  Bill,  and  that  they  should  tab 
the  Heport  on  Wedncnday  ?    The  ngl< 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretaiy  for 
Ireland  had  said  Uiat  the  Hoq«  hd 
two  objects — first,  to  pass  the  Bill ;  uit 
secondly,  to  afford  a  reasonable  timslot 
the  examination  of  the  Schedules.  Bf 
(Mr.  Sexton)  thought  the   examiaatisB 
might  be  completed  in  a  very  abort  fpav 
of  time,  and  he  was  most  unwilling  tbrt 
the  progress  of  the  Bill  shoold  beat- 
necessarily  delayed.    He  thought  tb^ 
were  all  agreed  as  to  the  nocoasftj  d 
passing  the  Bill  as  quickly  as  poaibk; 
and,  personally,  he  should  be  dispoarf 
to  insist,  as  far  as  he  could,  on  ths  BB 
being  allowed  to  hold  its  place  ia  tbt 
relative  progress  of  the  three  BiUs  mioA 
it  now  occupied,  and  that  it  ahoddaii 
be    allowed  to  fall  behind  aithv  tis 
English  or  Sootdi  BilL     Ai  ■!  > 
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waa  in  front  of  the  three  Bills,  and  it 
ought  to  be  allowed  to  retain  that  posi- 
tion.     It  could  not  be  forgotten  that 
on  two  previous  occasions  the  will  of  the 
HoDse  of  Gommons  had  been  overborne 
by  the  House  of  Lords,  who  had  twice 
thrown  out  an  Irish  Begistration  Bill 
passed  by  the  Lower  House.    The  Irish 
Members,     therefore,     required     some 
security  and  guarantee  as  to  the  date  on 
which  the  Irish  measure  would  be  sent 
to  the   House  of  Lords,  so  that  they 
should  be  able  to  know  what  the  de- 
cision of  that'House  was  before  the  other 
Bills  were  sent  up.    If  the  Irish  and 
Scotch   Bills  were  submitted  before  a 
definite  verdict  were  obtained  with  re- 
gard to  the  Irish  Bill,  the  Irish  Members 
might  find  themselves  in  a  hopeless  posi- 
tion, and  the  GK>vemment  would  be  un- 
able to  take  any  definite  action.    The 
House  of  Lords  might  even  throw  out 
the   Bill,  as  they  had  done  on  former 
occasions.      Therefore,     the    pivot    on 
which  the  whole  question  turned  was 
this — ^lat  the  Irish  Bill  should  retain 
its  present  place  in  the  order  of  pro- 
cedure,  and,   if  it  was  at  all  practi- 
cable, that  it  should  be  the  first  Bill 
to  be  sent  up  to  the  House  of  Lords. 
He  also  wished  to  know  how  Clause  2 
was  intended  to  operate  if  this  Amend- 
ment    were    inserted  ?      It    provided 
that— 

"  The  forma  contained  in  the  First  Schedule,  to 
this  Act,  or  forms  to  the  like  efifect,  may  be 
Yxaed  for  the  porpoees  of  \  the  Parliamentary 
Bc^stration  Acts  in  snbstitntion  for  the  cor- 
responding forms  used  for  the  same  purposes 
before  the  passing  of  this  Act.'* 

As  the  Amendment  stood,  the  forms 
now  provided  in  the  Schedule  were  to 
be  the  forms  adopted  without  any  power 
of  alteration.  He  wished  to  know  if 
those  forms  were  to  be  always  perma- 
nently used  ? 

Mb,  WAETON  said,  he  would  sug- 
gest  that  after  the  words  ''Parliamentary 
Kegistration  Acts,"  in  the  Amendment, 
the  words  ''and  this  Act "  should  be  in- 
serted,  or  it  might  be  held  that  the 
forms  inserted  in  the  Schedule  did  not 
apply  to  the  last  Begistration  Act.     He 
presumed  it  was  the  object  of  the  Qo- 
Teromsnt  to  carry  out  the  provisions, 
not    only  of  the  previous  Begistration 
Acte,  but  also  of  the  Act    now  being 
paesed.    He  would  propose  an  Amend- 
ment to  that  effect  for  the  purpose  of 
eliciting  the  opinion  of   the  hon.  and 


learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor- General 
for  Ireland. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  amend  the 
proposed  Amendment,  by  adding,  after 
the  word  "Acts,"  the  words  "and  this 
Act."— (i/r.  Warton,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walkek)  said,  this 
Act  would  be  cited  as  '*  The  Registration 
Act,  1885,"  and,  therefore,  it  seemed  to 
him  that  it  would  come  under  the 
description  of  "Parliamentary  Regis- 
tration Acts  "  proposed  to  be  inserted  in 
the  clause. 

Me.  HEALY  said  that  the  object  of 
the  Irish  Members  was  an  intelligible 
one — namely,  that  by  whatever  means 
it  might  be  obtained,  whether  by  re- 
committing the  Schedules,  or  not  re- 
committing them,  but  taking  them  upon 
the  Report  stage,  the  Bill  should  not  be 
unduly  delayed  in  finding  its  way  to 
the  House  of  Lords.  They  insisted  upon 
having  some  security  upon  that  point. 
They  knew  that  the  House  of  Lords 
would  destroy  their  chances,  if  they  pos- 
sibly could.  They  had  already  proved 
their  malice  twice,  and  he  did  not  wish 
to  give  them  another  chance.  He  com* 
plained  strongly  that  the  Government 
had  not  brought  in  the  English  and 
Irish  Bills  together.  He  had  asked  the 
question  over  and  over  again,  but  had 
never  got  a  satisfactory  answer.  They 
had  received  a  pledge,  two  years  ago, 
from  the  Prime  Minister,  which  had  not 
yet  been  redeemed,  and  they  had  no 
promise  that  it  would  be  redeemed. 
What  he  wished  to  know  was,  whether, 
now  the  Bill  had  been  brought  in,  it 
would  not  be  left  to  the  mercy  of  the 
House  of  Lords  to  play  what  pranks 
they  pleased  with  it,  at  the  instigation 
of  the  ri^ht  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Meniber  for  the  University  of  Dub- 
lin (Mr.  Gibson),  who  had  moved  a 
number  of  Amendments  without  caring 
whether  they  were  accepted  here,  but 
confiding  in  his  Friends  in  the  other 
House  to  adopt  them  ?  Therefore,  the 
Irish  Members  would  have  no  guarantee 
whatever  that  anything  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  proposed  would 
not  be  ultimately  carried,  and  he  wanted 
to  know  what  the  position  of  the  Bill 
would  be  with  regard  to  leaving  the 
House  ? 

Z  2 
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Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  there  was  every  intention  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  to  carry  on  the 
three  Bills  pari  passu.  They  were  all 
required  for  the  same  purpose,  and  there 
was  no  intention  of  unduly  delaying 
them. 

'  Mr.  HEALY  asked  when  the  Report 
would  be  taken  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  be  was  unable  to  say  at  present, 
and  he  would  point  out  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  that  he  himself  had 
originally  proposed  that  there  should  be 
delay.  The  Government  were  anxious 
to  proceed  expeditiously  with  the  Bill, 
consistently  with  a  fair  discussion  of  it. 
Some  hon.  Gentlemen  suggested  that  it 
should  be  discussed  on  the  Report ;  but, 
in  dealing  with  technical  matters  of  this 
kind,  a  conversation  would  be  better 
than  a  formal  discussion ;  therefore, 
personally,  he  should  prefer  to  have  it 
m  Committee.  It  would  not  cause  the 
Bill  more  delay  than  the  other  course. 

Mr.  LEWIS  said,  the  Committee  had 
now  been  engaged  for  some  time  in  dis- 
cussing what  day  should  be  fixed  for 
the  Report  instead  of  considering  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland. 
It  certainly  appeared  to  him  (Mr.  Lewis) 
that,  instead  of  making  progress  with 
the  Bill,  they  were  really  going  back- 
ward. 

Thb  chairman  said,  that  he  was 
not  prepared  to  rule  that  the  discussion 
was  out  of  Order,  because  it  was  in* 
tended  that  the  subject  to  which  the 
matter  referred  should  be  considered  on 
the  Report. 

Mb.  WARTON  said,  he  imagined 
that  the  Amendment  now  before  the 
Committee  was  the  one  which  he  had 
moved. 

Ths  chairman  said,  that  Amend, 
ment  would  not  be  in  Order  yet,  because 
the  Committee  had  not  yet  decided  to 
leave  out  the  words  proposed  to  be 
omitted  by  the  right  non.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland. 

Amendment  {Mr.  Warton\  by  leave, 
withdrawn. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  that,  before  they 
arrived  at  the  conclusion  of  the  conver- 
sation, it  was  necessary  to  know  how  the 
Schedules  were  to  be  disposed  of,  and  at 
what  time  they  would  be  taken.  At 
present,  the  English  Bill  had  only  been 


read  a  second  time ;  end  in  the  case  of 
the  Scotch  Bill,  the  Speaker  had  simply 
been  got  out  of  the  Chair.  What  be 
wished  to  know  was,  when  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  said  that  the  Irifk 
Bill  was  to  proceed  pari  pauu  with  the 
other  Bills,  whether  they  were  to  con- 
tinue to  occupy  the  position  they  now 
occupied;  and,  whether  the  initiative  of 
progress  would  rest  with  the  Irish  Bill 
as  at  the  pref^ent  moment  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  said,  that,  in  con- 
sidering the  important  Business  vet  to 
be  disposed  of  in  connection  with  the 
electoral  system,  it  was  impossible  to 
give  an  absolute  pledge  of  precedence, 
especially  as  it  would  be  necessary  to 
consult  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemm 
the  Attorney  General,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  and  several  other  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government  who  bad  takes 
an  active  part  in  the  proceedings.  Hii 
(Mr.  Trevelyan's)  experience  of  Regis- 
tration Bills  led  him  to  desire  to  see 
them  sent  up  to  the  House  of  Lords  u 
early  as  possible.  He  would  promise, 
on  the  part  of  the  Government,  thst 
they  would  see  that  in  this  matter  tk 
Irish  Registration  Bill  should  not  be 
left  behindhand.  He  hoped  that  boa. 
Members  would  accept  that  promise. 

Question,  '*  That  the  words  propofed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Clause,'* 
put,  and  negatwsd. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  woHi 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  WARTON  said,  he  believed  tkit 
he  would  now  be  in  Order  in  moving  hit 
Amendment — namely,  to  insert,  alter  tke 
words  **  Registration  Acts,"  the  wofdi 
'*  and  this  Act."  If  the  hon.  and  learwi 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  'y}tr- 
Walker)  would  look  at  that  part  of  tW 
olauf^e  which  they  had  just  struck  o«t 
he  would  see  that  the  words  were  **tte 
Parliamentary  Registration  Acts  and  tkii 
Act."  He  thought  that,  on  reconsider- 
tion,  the  hon.  and  learned  Qentleaw 
would  see  that  his  (Mr.  WaxtoaV 
Amendment  was  necessary. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  amead  tkt 
proposed  Amendment,  by  adding,  u*W 
the  word  "  Acti>,"  the  worda  "uid  th» 
Act."—(J/r.  IFarUm.) 

Question  proposed, ''  That 
be  there  added." 
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TnB  SOLICITOE  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  said,  that 
he  had  no  objection  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment ;  but  he  did  not  think  that  it  was 
absolutely  necessary. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  would  call  at- 
tention to  the  words  '*  as  near  thereto  as 
circumstances  may  require,"  in  line  25, 
which  were  made  to  apply  to  the  form 
prescribed  in  connection  with  the  regis- 
tration of  Parliamentary  voters.  He 
wished  to  know  what  they  meant  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
thought  there  was  a  little  ambiguity  in 
the  words,  but  he  did  not  think  they 
would  do  any  harm. 

Mb.  HEALY  remarked,  that  in  Lre- 
landy  on  one  occasion,  a  number  of  pro- 
cesses had  been  rendered  void,  because 
the  County  Court  Judge  held  that  the 
words  should  have  been  "County  of 
Cork  "  instead  of  "  Cork  County."  What 
he  was  afraid  of  was  that  the  Revising 
Barristers  might  rule  all  the  objections 
on  the  Tory  side  to  be  in  order  because 
they  were  "  as  near  thereto  as  the  cir- 
cumstances required  ;  "  while,  on  the 
other  hand,  they  would  rule  out  all  the 
objections  on  the  other  side  because  they 
were  **  as  near  thereto  as  the  circum- 
stances required."  He  thought  it  would 
be  better  to  secure  literal  accuracy  in 
the  words  used  in  the  clause. 

The  chairman  said,  the  Commit- 
tee bad  not  yet  reached  the  words  at 
which  this  question  arose. 

Qaestion  put,  and  agreed  to;  words 
added  accordingly. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Mb.  WARTON,  in  moving,  as  an 
Amendment,  in  page  I,  line  24,  to  omit 
the  words  '•  so  prescribed,"  for  the  pur- 
pose of  inserting  ''  the  forms  in  the  said 
Schedule  contained,"  said,  that  he  partly 
adopted  in  this  proposition  .an  Amend- 
ment which  had  been  placed  on  the 
Paper  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.  It  was 
quite  clear  that  the  words  "  so  pre- 
scribed "  must  be  left  out,  because  they 
were  simply  an  echo  or  trace  of  what 
had  already  been  omitted. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  ]>age  1,  line  24,  to  leave  out  the  words 
•'•o  prescribed,"  in  order  to  insert  the  words 
*'  the  forms  in  the  said  Schedule  contained," — 
{Mr.  Warton,) 

— instead  thereof. 
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Question,  **That  the  words  *  so  pre- 
scribed' stand  part  of  the  Clause,"  put, 
and  negatived. 

Question,  **That  the  words  *  the 
forms  in  the  said  Schedule  contained ' 
be  there  inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  would  admit 
that  there  would  be  some  difficulty  in 
striking  out  the  words  **or  as  near 
thereto  as  circumstances  may  require." 
He  was  only  afraid  that  by  keeping 
them  in,  if  ever  the  other  side  made  a 
mistake,  they  would  get  the  benefit  of 
it ;  whereas  the  National  Party,  if  they 
made  a  mistake,  would  receive  no  bene- 
fit. He  thought  it  would  be  far  better, 
however,  to  have  the  forms  in  the  Act 
described  accurately,  and  therefore  he 
woidd  move  his  Amendment.  He  would 
also  ask  the  Government  if  they  had 
made  any  provision  for  the  supply  of 
these  forms,  and  how  the  forms  them- 
selves were  to  be  procured  ? 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  1,  line  25,  to  leave  out  "or  as 
near  thereto  as  circumstances  may  require.**— 
{^Mr.  Healy,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  said,  he  was 
afraid  if  they  were  to  adopt  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
opposite  (Mr.  Healy),  it  would  tell  much 
more  against  him  than  he  supposed,,, 
because  if  there  was  the  slightest  vari- 
ation from  the  form  an  objection  would 
hold  good.  As  to  the  question  of  the 
forms  to  be  supplied  under  the  provi-: 
sions  of  the  Registration  Act,  printed 
forms  would  be  supplied.  But  with 
regard  to  the  Amendment,  he  thought  it 
was  extremely  undesirable  that  the  fran- 
chise of  any  man  should  be  endangered 
by  the  omission  of  a  single  word,  or  ai 
letter,  in  a  mere  form,  because  there 
happened  to  be  a  clause  prescribing  that 
all  the  forms  contained  in  a  Schedule 
of  an  Act  of  Parliament  must  be  literally 
followed. 

Mr.  healy  said,  he  would  not  press 
the  Amendment. 

Amendment;  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed^ . 

In  page  1,  line  26,  to  omit  the  words,  '*  And 
anything  in  connexion  with  the  said  registra- 
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tion  done  in  accordance  with  the  said  Order  in 
Coupcil  or  as  near  thereto  as  circumstances  may 
admit,  shall  he  deemed  to  he  validly  done." — 
{Mr,  Campbell- Bannerman,) 

Question  proposed,  **That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  to  answer  the  question,  whe- 
ther forms  would  be  procurable  at  a 
chean  rate  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  was  under- 
stood to  say  that  there  would  be  a  Sche- 
dule of  rates. 

Question  put,  and  negatived;  words 
itruek  out  accordiogly. 

Question,  *^  That  the  Clause,  as 
amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill/'  put, 
and  agreed  to. 

Clause  3  (Dispensing  relief  not  to 
disqualify,  14  &  15  Vict.  c.  68). 

.  Mr.  GIBSON  said,  he  had  to  ask  the 
Committee  to  agree  to  the  Amendment 
he  had  placed  on  the  Paper,  proposing 
to  omit  the  clause  entirely  from  the  Bill. 
The  clause  provided  that — 

'*  '*  Medical  or  surgical  assistance,  or  the  f^^hig 
of  medicine  under  any  Act  relating  to  Medical 
Charities  in  Ireland,  should  not  be  deemed  to 
constitute  relief  under  the  Acts  for  the  more 
effectual  relief  of  the  Destitute  Poor  in  Ireland 
vithin  the  meaning  of  the  Representation  of 
the  People  Acts." 

Now,  he  thought  hon.  Members  would 
see  from  that  recital  that  that  provision 
of  the  Bill  purported  to  make  a  very 
grave  and  serious  change  in  the  laws 
relating  to  the  representation  of  the 
people,  not  only  in  respect  of  Ireland, 
but  also  in  respect  of  other  parts  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  He  held  that  it 
would  be  obviously  contrary  to  common 
sense  to  make  such  a  change  in  the 
Representation  of  the  People  Act,  as 
that  it  should  be  enacted  that  persons  re- 
ceiving indoor  relief  should  be  permitted 
to  exercise  the  franchise,  as  it  would 
be  equally  foreign  to  the  considerations 
which  were  usually  supposed  to  prevail 
in  these  matters,  to  permit  those  who 
were  in  receipt  of  outdoor  relief  to  exer- 
cise this  franchise.  But  this  was  a  pro- 
posal on  the  part  of  the  Government  to 
obviate  that  reasonable  restriction,  and 
to  enact  that,  notwithstanding  the  past 
and  present  practice  under  the  existing 


law,  the  franchise  should  be  exercind 
by  those  who  deliberately  appealed  to 
public  medical  aid.  He  repeated  tbat 
this  was  a  clause  which,  if  it  were 
retained  in  the  Bill,  would  constitnti 
a  very  serious  innovation  of  the  exit- 
ing law.  A  few  evenings  ago,  tlw 
hon.  Member  for  the  Ciij  of  Cok 
(Mr.  Parnell)  had  stated  to  the  Prime 
Minister  that  his  object  was  to  vsmxt 
that  the  Begistration  of  Voters  Irelaid 
Act  should  work  an  absolute  assimik- 
tion  of  the  law  as  administered  is 
England  and  Scotland.  ["No,  no  I"] 
He  could  assure  the  hon.  Member  bebv 
the  Gangway  that  the  words  used  hj 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Ooa 
were  ^^  absolute  assimilation."  He  ces- 
tended,  however,  that  there  was  no  sod 
provision  nor  anything  like  siidi  a  pith 
vision  as  that  provided  for  in  this  dnm 
in  the  law  of  England;  and  althoo^ 
he  always  spoke  with  great  diffidence  «f 
the  law  of  Scotland,  he  believed  he  vu 
correct  in  saying  that  there  was  bo 
similar  provision  in  the  law  of  Scotkid 
either.  But  the  CommittecLWoold  iind«- 
stand  that  it  was  a  very  seiious  thisf, 
with  reference  to  Ireland,  to  propose  to 
introduce  an  alteration  in  the  lawiot 
known  in  Scotland,  and  not  proposed  to 
be  introduced  in  the  case  of  fioglsBd. 
Why,  he  asked,  should  this  ehaagt 
be  made  against  the  correepoadiif 
laws  in  England  and  Scotland;  oa 
what  foundation  did  it  rest;  on  whtt 
argument  of  justice  or  common  owe, 
or  on  what  plea  of  a  sounder  admiaio- 
tration  of  electoral  law  could  it  bo 
defended  ?  He  ventured  to  think  if  ^ 
principle  of  this  clause  were  enacted  u 
the  Bill  that  it  might  result  in  fiut-sad* 
loose  play  of  the  gravest  possible  ^ 
racter  in  respect  of  the  aaministxttitt 
of  the  Poor  Law  in  Ireland.  He  re- 
minded the  Committee  that  if  it  were 
introduced  as  a  proposition  eanctioM^ 
by  Act  of  Parliament,  that  the  recipeiit 
of  dispensary  relief  should  be  qnaliieJ 
to  vote,  it  would  be  but  a  step  fbrtker 
in  the  same  direction  to  say  that  theren- 
pient  of  outdoor  relief  should  be  quafiiei 
to  exercise  the  franchise,  and  the  whok 
system  of  the  Poor  Law  of  the  cooatn 
would  be  exposed  to  attacks^  whiekW 
ventured  to  think  would  lead  to  w&nm 
consequences.  Further,  he  did  not  tUak 
that  the  exceptional  enaotmeat  af  ^ 
principle  of  the  dause  would  add  to  lie 
self-respect  of  the  voters  in  Irdaai :  « 
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the  oontrary,  he  believed  it  would  lead 
to  the  impairing  of  that  independence  of 
character  and  status  which  the  country 
had  a  right  to  expect  in  those  who  were 
permitted  to  exercise  the  franchise  and 
return  Members  to  Parliament  for  the 
administration  of  its  affairs.  He  re- 
membered a  leading  Member  of  that 
House  pointing  out,  in  a  great  discussion 
which  took  place  on  one  of  the  Beform 
Bills,  that  one  of  the  most  serious  and 
grave  dangers  that  would  have  to  be 
guarded  against  in  the  future  would  be 
a  lax  administration  of  the  Poor  Law 
und^r  the  new  system;  and  he  (Mr. 
Gibson)  could  but  think  that  such 
a  provision  as  this  would,  particularly 
if  it  were  enacted  exceptionally  for  Ire- 
land, amount  to  the  introduction  of  a 
laxi^^  of  the  gravest  kind.  Medical 
assistance  in  Ireland  was  intended  to 
be  given  to  those  who  could  not  pay 
for  it  themselves — that  was  to  say,  to 
those  persons  who  were  really  in  need  of 
ity  ana  could  not  procure  it.  Although 
it  was  desirable  that  those  who  re- 
quired medical  relief  should  have  it, 
yet  he  must  point  out  that  the  dis- 
pensing of  medical  relief  in  Ireland  was 
a  practice  which,  in  many  cases,  had 
been  the  cause  of  scandal  and  abuse ; 
and  doctors  had  been  summoned  by  what 
were  called  *'red  tickets,"  or  '' scarlet 
runners,"  to  assist  those  who  could  very 
well  pay  for  themselves.  And  if  it  were 
found  that  in  an  Act  of  Parliament, 
it  was  permitted,  sanctioned,  or  en- 
couraged that  persons  should  receive 
dispensary  relief  and  still  retain  their 
right  to  the  franchise  without  any 
qualification  whatever,  it  must  lead  to 
the  extension  of  an  abuse  which  pressed 
already  very  hardly  on  the  Medical 
Profession  in  Ireland,  inasmuch  as  it 
would  appear  to  have  received  the 
sanction  of  Parliament.  The  arguments 
relating  to  this  question  lay  within  a 
narrow  compass,  and  they  were  so 
obvious  that  he  did  not  think  he  should 
be  justified  in  pressing  them  at  greater 
length  upon  the  Committee,  or  in 
occupying  further  time  in  the  considera- 
tion of  the  subject;  but  if  any  argu- 
ments should  be  used,  or  any  state- 
ments made,  which  rendered  it  neces- 
sary that  he  should  re-enter  the  dis- 
ouasion,  he  reserved  to  himself  freedom 
to  say  a  few  more  words  in  support  of 
the  Amendment  which  he  now  begged 
to  move. 


Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
29,  leave  out  Clause  3. — {Mr,  O'ibson,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  Clause  3 
stand  part  of  the  Bill.'* 

Mr.  sexton  said,  they  were  accus- 
tomed to  these  arguments  from  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Gibson).  They  always  listened  to 
him  with  great  respect,  and  saw  in  him 
the  apologist  and  champion  of  the  Poor 
Law  in  Ireland.  But  they  had  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  telling 
them  to-night  that  the  Dispensary  Poor 
Law  had  been  greatly  abused.  Well, 
he  (Mr.  Sexton)  was  ready  to  admit  that 
he  had  seen  some  allegations  to  the 
effect  that  the  dispensary  regulations 
had  been  called  into  operation  under 
questionable  circumstances ;  but  his  own 
experience  was,  that  those  allegations 
related  only  to  a  very  minute  propor- 
tion of  the  cases  in  which  medical  aid 
was  dispensed.  Moreover,  the  details 
of  dispensing  medical  relief  under  the 
Poor  Law  was  as  completely  imder  the 
supervision  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  as  the  details  of  any  other  De* 
partment;  and  the  Local  Government 
Board  was  composed  of  persons  so 
vigilant — excessively  so  sometimes — and 
of  persons  whose  conduct  was  so  closely 
watched  in  that  House,  that  he  ventured 
to  say  no  suggestion  deserving  attention 
at  their  hands  would  be  passed  over, 
and  that  if  there  had  been  any  acci- 
dental abuse  of  the  provisions  of  the 
Poor  Law  in  this  respect  the  Local 
Government  Board  would  have  taken 
good  care  to  check  it  before  that 
time.  The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman had  certainly  perplexed  him  in 
the  course  of  his  speech  with  the  argu- 
ment that  that  House  ought  to  strike  out 
this  clause  in  order  to  preserve  the  inde- 
pendence of  character  and  status  of  those 
who  voted.  But  whether  men  were  in- 
dependent or  not,  they  were  not  in  the 
habit  of  going  to  a  doctor  of  their  own 
choice ;  they  did  not  go  to  the  dispensary 
for  pleasure  or  recreation.  If  a  man 
went  to  a  doctor,  no  matter  the  class  to 
which  he  might  belong,  he  went  to  him 
because  he  was  ill;  and,  therefore,  he 
did  not  see  how  the  independence  of  cha- 
racter of  the  persons  concerned  could  be 
brought  into  this  question  at  all..  He 
said  that  this  independence  of  character 
and  status  for  which  the  right  hon.  and 
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learned  Gentleman  was  so  anxious  could 
be  maintained,  even  though  poverty 
ini^ht  compel  the  individual  to  accept  the 
aid  of  a  dispensing  doctor.  If  a  man 
'were  able  to  pay  fur  the  medical  assist- 
ance which  he  received  for  nothing, 
there  was.  of  course,  an  abuse  which 
ought  to  be  corrected;  but,  looking  at 
the  matter  from  the  other  point  of  view, 
if  the  individual  were  unable  to  pay  the 
doctor  for  the  medical  aid  that  was 
necessary  for  him  or  his  family,  the  re- 
quirements of  humanity  and  civilized 
life  demanded  that  the  aid  of  the  doctor 
should  be  given  to  him  or  his  family 
free.  And  if  that  necessity  were  met, 
how  could  anyone  contend  that  a  man 
should  be  deprived  in  consequence  of 
the  first  right  of  citizenship,  because  he 
had  not  preserved  his  independence  of 
character  and  status  ?  He  supposed,  as 
it  would  seem  from  the  argument  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  G-entleman, 
that  a  man's  independence  was  to  be 
measured  by  the  length  of  his  pocket ; 
but  he  (Mr.  Sexton)  declined  to  accept 
that  view  of  the  case,  and  he  repeated 
that  a  man's  status  might  be  perfectly 
independent,  even  if  his  poverty  de- 
prived him  of  the  necessities  of  life.  Let 
the  Committee  consider  the  great  dis- 
proportion that  existed  between  the  fees 
exacted  by  medical  men  in  Ireland  and 
the  incomes  of  the  poor  class  of  men  in 
that  country.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  in  the  course  of  his 
remarks  had  delivered  himself  of  a 
curious  fact  when  he  spoke  of  the  abso- 
lute assimilation  of  the  law  in  respect  of 
the  three  countries,  England,  Scotland, 
and  Ireland,  which  he  stated  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell)  intended  to  bring  about.  [Mr.  Gib- 
son :  I  quoted  the  report  in  Tm  Times,"] 
He  (Mr.  Sexton)  cared  not  for  the  report 
in  J  he  Times;  he  asked  who  was  the 
writer  of  that  report  ?  Was  he  a  sworn 
shorthand  writer  ?  He  had  heard  his 
hon.  Friend  often  speak  of  assimilation 
of  the  law ;  but  he  had  never  heard  him 
rea^h  the  superlative  term  of  '*  absolute 
assimilation.''  There  could  be  no  such 
thing  as  absolute  assimilation  of  laws ; 
because  the  first  necessity  of  law  was 
that  it  should  conform  itself  to  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  country  in  which  it 
bad  to  operate,  and  as  no  one  would  say 
that  the  circumstances  of  England  and 
Ireland  were  similar,  there  could  be  no 
absolute  assimilation  of  law  in  rospoct  of 


them — ^it  would  be  impossible  to  apptyaa 
absolutely  similar  principle  to  the  peo{^ 
of  the  two  countries  at  largo.  The  people 
of  England,  as  compared  with  those  of 
Ireland,  were  better  able  to  Uve  tnd 
pay  the  doctor ;  and  the  existence  of 
medical  aid  societies  was  a  recog^oized 
fact  in  England.  In  dealing  with  the 
poor,  the  doctor's  fee  in  England  was 
almost  nominal ;  but,  so  far  as  he  via 
aware,  the  Irish  doctors  as  a  class  were 
not  in  the  habit,  except  under  oompol- 
sion  of  the  *'  red  ticket,"  of  dischargisg 
any  medical  function  for  their  fellow- 
creatures  unless  on  pajrment  of  a  goinea. 
Now,  what,  he  asked,  was  the  use  of 
expecting  poor  people  in  Ireland  to  ptj 
a  guinea,  balf-a-guinea,  or  ewen  half-a- 
orown,  for  any  medical  attention  reeeifcd 
from  a  private  practitioner  ?  The  thini; 
was  an  impossibility ;  and  if  they  could 
not  pay,  why  should  it  be  suggested 
that  they  should  be  shut  out  from  the 
exercise' of  the  franchise  ?  Ha«  wts  i 
classification  of  the  agricultural  holdings 
in  Ireland.  The  number  of  holdings  of 
one  acre  and  under  was  49,000 ;  of  from 
three  to  five  acres,  53,000  ;  of  from  fife 
to  seven  acres,  59,000 ;  and  of  from  eerct 
to  1 5  acres,  39,000.  There  were  in IreUad 
more  than  200,000  holdings  of  betweea 
one  acre  and  15,  occupied  by  families 
who  were  drawing  their  living  froB 
them,  after  satisfying  the  landlord  bj 
paying  rent  and  taxes.  Now,  he  a%ked 
if  any  Member  of  the  House  would  have 
the  hardihood  to  go  to  the  Table  and  say 
that  the  income  of  any  one  of  those 
holders  of  farms  was  such  as  to  allow 
them  to  pay  a  single  guinea  to  iks 
doctor  in  the  course  of  a  year?  Tbe 
whole  scale  of  medical  fees  in  Irelsad 
must  be  reduced,  unless  it  was  to  remaia 
outside  the  means  of  the  population  to 
pay  for  medical  relief;  and  he  challeagtd 
anyone  to  show  in  the  case  of  the  poor 
people  of  Ireland,  and  in  face  of  the  it* 
conies  they  derived  from  the  cultivatioB 
of  their  holdings,  why,  being  unshle  ta 
pay  the  medical  fees  at  present  de* 
manded  by  the  Profession,  they  skodd 
in  addition  to  that  have  the  penalty  it* 
flicted  upon  them  of  not  being  allowed 
to  vote.  They  contributed  to  the  rates; 
and  that  being  so,  they  had  a  right  to 
expect  and  to  receive  something  ia 
return.  However,  the  Ooveminent  had 
inserted  a  clause  in  the  Bill  wbkh  hs 
considered  to  be  perfectly  just  in  {•na- 
ciple ;  it  would  have  been  a  mockeiy  ^ 
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do  otherwise,  and  the  only  construction 
ho  could  put  upon  the  argument  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was 
that,  while  endeavouring  to  exclude  the 
class  of  persons  in  question,  he  hoped 
that  the  ohject  of  the  recent  extension  of 
the  franchise  might  he  defeated  hy  a 
side*  wind. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  as  a  general 
rule,  hon.  Members  on  those  Benches 
were  glad  to  listen  to  the  speeches  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Gibson)  on  Irish  affairs,  because  he 
had  knowledge  of  the  subjects  on  which 
ho  usually  addressed  the  House ;  but,  in 
the  present  case,  he  (Colonel  Nolan)  be- 
lieved the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman knew  very  little  of  the  subject 
practically.  He  was  an  eminent  barrister, 
and  he  had  lived  long  in  Dublin ;  but 
there  was  nothing,  or  very  little,  in 
common  between  the  people  of  that  city 
and  those  of  the  districts  of  Ireland 

Principally  concerned  in  this  question. 
he  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
moreover,  was  a  statesman  a  good  deal 
drawn  upon  by  the  Conservative  Party, 
and  who  was  in  the  habit  of  attending 
and  speaking  at  large  meetings  in  Eng- 
land; but  be  (Colonel  Nolan)  did  not 
think  that  he  knew  much  of  the  so- 
called  ** scarlet  runners"  in  Ireland. 
He  (Colonel  Nolan)  had  given  away 
many  of  those  tickets  in  his  capacity  of 
secretary  to  one  society  and  chairman 
of  another,  and  he  ventured  to  think 
that  he  represented  the  feelings  of  the 
people  on  the  subject  as  well  as  any 
man  in  Ireland.  He  knew  that  the 
Boards  of  Guardians  held  strong  views 
on  this  point.  If  the  Amendment  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  were 
adopted  by  theGovemment,andtheclause 
under  notice  struck  out  of  the  Bill,  it  was 
believed  that  the  Franchise  Act,  so  far  as 
an  enormous  number  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  were  concerned,  would  be  a 
farce.  With  regard  to  the  refusal  of 
medical  men  in  Irelend  to  take  less  than 
the  fee  of  a  guinea  from  the  very  poorest 
men,  it  was  felt  that  this  was  something 
that  must  be  changed — and  it  must  be 
changed  either  by  the  general  consent 
of  the  Medical  Profession  in  Ireland,  or 
else  by  action  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment. He  wished  to  point  out,  how- 
ever, with  regard  to  the  fees  exacted  by 
medical  men  in  Ireland,  that  although 
they  received  £1   for  their   assistance, 


they  saw  or  attended  the  individual 
three  or  four  times  for  that  amount. 
But  were  they  to  enact  that  because  a 
man  could  not  pay  £1  for  medical  aid 
when  he  or  his  child,  for  instance,  were 
ill,  he  should  be  deprived  of  his  right  to 
vote  ?  He  (Colonel  Nolan)  could  assure 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
that  it  was  not  solely  a  question  of 
''scarlet  runners"  that  was  involved 
here.  Even  if  a  person  in  employment 
who  might  be  considered  tolerably  well 
off  were  ill,  he  was  expected  to  go  to 
the  dispensary  in  the  nearest  town  for 
advice  and  medicine ;  and  it  was  absurd 
to  say  that  unless  people  in  that  position 
paid  a  guinea  to  the  doctor  they  should 
lose  their  vote.  Then  there  was  another  ar- 
gument in  favour  of  retaining  this  clause 
in  the  Bill.  The  country  was  talking  of 
war,  and  were  they  to  say  to  officers  in 
the  Army  and  Navy  that  they  would  be 
disqualified  because  they  received  gra- 
tuitous medical  advice.  Everyone  knew 
that  they  had  gratuitous  medical  ad- 
vice ;  and  did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
mean  to  say  that  those  officers  lost  their 
independence  of  status  and  character 
when  they  went  to  the  surgeon  of  their 
regiment  or  ship?  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  said  that  the  people 
in  Ireland  would  lose  their  independence 
if  they  did  not  pay  for  medical  relief. 
But  he  (Colonel  Nolan)  said  that 
every  one  of  the  men  who  paid  £6 
or  £7  rent  for  the  land  they  farmed 
did  pay  for  it.  They  paid  for  it  in  the 
shape  of  poor  rates  to  the  extent  of  5^. 
or  6«.  a-year ;  and  if  any  of  them  only 
drew  to  that  extent  for  medical  aid,  he 
contended  that  they  were  independent 
men.  And  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  would  shut  out  a  man  who 
got  five  or  six  shillings'  worth  of  advice, 
although  he  paid  a  large  sum  for  poor 
rate.  Since  he  (Colonel  Nolan)  was  a 
child,  the  old  system  of  medical  relief  for 
the  poor  had  been  superseded  by  the 
present  dispensary  system .  That  system 
had  been  established  in  Ireland,  and  the 
people  had  been  trained  up  to  it.  But 
for  that  system,  medical  aid  clubs  might 
have  been  established  in  Ireland ;  but 
they  had  not  grown  up  there,  and  it 
would  take  40  or  50  years  to  build  them 
up.  But  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  would  say  to  the  people — 
*'  Because  you  have  not  established  these 
clubs,  you  shall  be  shut  out  from  the 
franchise  altogether."    If  the  Amend-r 
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ment  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman were  adopted,  the  meet  frightful 
confusion  would  be  created;  clerks  of 
Unions  and  apothecaries  would  have  to 
be  summoned  before  the  Bevising  Bar- 
risters to  say  whether  they  had  given 
tickets  and  medicine  or  not;  people 
would  be  called  upon  to  produce  their 
books  and  documents  to  satisfy  the  re- 
quirements of  the  Act ;  and  all  that,  he 
need  not  say,  would  cause  an  enormous 
amount  of  trouble.  Speaking  with  re- 
gard to  his  own  county  of  Galway,  if 
the  clause  which  the  Amendment  pro- 
posed to  strike  out  were  retained,  he  did 
not  belieye  there  would  throughout  the 
county  be  two  contested  cases  before 
the  Bevising  Barrister ;  whereas  if  the 
Amendment  were  adopted,  it  would  be 
very  easy  to  have  20,000  such  cases.  If 
this  clause  was  not  passed,  the  Com- 
mittee would  be  upsetting  the  whole 
Poor  Law  system  in  Ireland,  and  they 
would  go  a  long  way  towards  reversing 
the  principle  on  which  the  Franchise 
Bill  rested. 

CoLONBL  COLTHURST  said,  be 
thought  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  who  moved  the  Amendment  be- 
fore the  Committee  was  under  a  total 
misapprehension  as  to  the  operation  and 
scope  of  the  Medical  Act  in  Ireland. 
That  Act,  before  the  passing  of  the 
Medical  Charities'  Act,  constituted  the 
system  of  relief  in  Ireland.  It  pro- 
vided for  dispensary  districts  adminis- 
tered by  subscribers,  and  the  present 
law  was  simply  engrafted  upon  it  and 
adapted  to  it.  The  Committee  would 
find  that  in  the  Act  the  words  ''poor 
persons  "  were  most  carefully  used,  and 
that  the  words  **  persons  in  receipt  of 
Poor  Law  relief''  were  as  carefully 
avoided ;  and  he  would  point  out  that 
the  reason  why  this  was  done  was  simply 
this — that  not  only  were  the  circum- 
stances of  the  great  mass  of  the  people 
in  Ireland  totally  dififerent  from  those  of 
the  great  mass  of  the  people  in  England, 
but  that  the  Poor  Laws  of  the  two  coun- 
tries were  likewise  different.  The  num- 
ber of  people  who  could  receive  outdoor 
relief  and  medical  relief  in  England  was 
much  larger,  in  proportion  to  the  rest  of 
the  population,  than  it  was  in  Ireland ; 
and  not  only  were  laws  in  Ireland 
much  more  restricted  than  in  England, 
but  the  administration  of  them  was 
more  restrictive.  When  the  present  law 
was  made,  the  Guardians  were  left  to 
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decide  whether  individuals  came  within 
the  meaning  of  the  words  *'  poor  per- 
sons" or  not.  Not  only  was  there  a 
different  practice  in  respect  of  some 
Unions,  but  it  was  easy  to  see  that  John 
Smith,  for  instance,  might  be  a  poor 
man  in  the  eyes  of  people  in  his  neigh- 
bourhood, while  he  would  not  be  con- 
sidered to  be  so  by  persons  who  lived  a 
few  miles  off.  If,  therefore,  they  were 
to  disqualify  persons  who  received  medi- 
cal aid  free,  I^arliament  would  not  only 
be  doing  a  respectable  class  of  persons 
a  great  injustice  by  excluding  a  large 
number  of  them  from  the  exercise  of  the 
franchise,  which  right  had  been  just  con- 
ferred upon  them,  but  it  would  lead  to 
inextricable  confusion  in  view  of  the 
varying  rtdes  and  practice  prevailing 
in  the  different  Unions  of  Ireland.  How 
it  could  ever  have  entered  into  the  mind 
of  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin  to 
make  the  proposal  that  was  now  before 
the  Committee,  he  (Colonel  Colthurst) 
was  unable  to  conceive;  and  he  could 
only  suggest  that  he  had  never  tho- 
roughly considered  the  Medical  Charities 
Act,  what  it  was  intended  to  do,  and 
what  it  had  done  in  Ireland. 

Mb.  BEODBICK  said,  it  would  ap- 
pear,  from  the  views  expressed  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Galway 
(Colonel  Nolan),  that  he  thought  that 
the  acceptance  of  medical  relief  almost 
amounted  to  a  qualification  for  the  exer- 
cise of  the  franchise.  That  was  a  suffi- 
ciently startling  proposition ;  but  when 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  proceeded 
to  argue  that  because  officers  in  the 
Army  and  Navy  were  entitled  by  the 
Regulations  of  those  Services  to  medical 
advice  they  also  ought  to  be  disqualified — 
why,  he  (Mr.  Brodrick)  thought  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  might  have  gone 
the  length  of  proposing  to  disfranchise 
convicts  in  gaol,  who  also  received  medi- 
cal relief ;  and  it  would  do  to  talk  about 
at  election  time  quite  as  well.  He  thought 
the  question  of  equality  as  between  the 
two  countries  was  worthy  of  considera- 
tion ;  and  if  any  inequality  should  exist 
in  that  respect  hereafter,  it  would  surely 
be  greatly  to  the  disadvantage  of  the 
hard-workingEnglish  labourers  who  had 
been  admitted  to  the  franchise,  who  had 
subscribed,  and  were  subscribing,  consi- 
derable sums  of  money  to  societies  in 
order  to  avoid  placing  themselves  in  the 
position  of  having  to  apply  for  free  medi- 
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oal  aasistance.  When  the  Irish  labourers 
did  the  same  thing,  that  would  be  about 
the  period  when  it  would  be  desirable  to 
give  this  class  of  people  in  Ireland  the 
vote;  and  Parliament  would  avoid  doiog 
what  he  and  others  on  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House  had  protested  against 
all  along — namely,  the  giving  to  a  class 
of  voters,  the  equal  of  which  did  not 
exist  in  England,  the  entire  preponder- 
ance of  the  Irish  franchise,  a  preponder- 
ance which  was  pointed  out,  when  the 
Franchise  Bill  was  under  discussion,  to 
be  as  large  as  458,000  in  760,000.  The 
houses  of  these  men  were  under  £1 
valuation.  It  would  be  an  exceedingly 
good  thing  if,  by  the  absence  of  this 
dause,  every  one  of  these  men  were  cut 
off  from  the  franchise ;  and  it  was  upon 
that  ground,  and  largely  in  the  hope 
that  a  considerable  number  of  the  con- 
stituents of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  Gal  way  (Oolonel  Nolan),  or  those 
who  would  be  the  constituents  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  would  be 
prevented  from  outvoting  the  intelligent 
classes  of  the  community — those  who  had 
a  stake  in  the  country — ^that  he  (Mr. 
Brodrick)  would  vote  against  the  in- 
clusion of  this  clause.  He  hoped  the 
Government  intended  to  listen  to  reason. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Mona- 
ghan  (Mr.  Healy)  pathetically  appealed 
to  the  Qt)vemment  not  to  allow  this  Bill 
to  be  dealt  with  adversely  by  another 
Chamber  owing  to  its  being  sent  up  so 
late.  If  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man really  felt  the  force  of  his  own  ap- 
peal, he  would  support  him  (Mr.  Brod- 
rick) in  objecting  to  the  inclusion  in  the 
Bill  of  provisions  which  no  Chamber 
was  likely  to  consider  proper  or  right. 
It  was  exceedingly  likely  that  the  House 
of  Commons  would  see  the  Bill  again  if 
they  sent  it  up  to  the  House  of  Lords 
containing  such  a  monstrous  and  un- 
equal provision  as  that  which  was  now 
included  in  it.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman)  re- 
tained this  clause  in  the  Bill,  it  would 
be  very  desirable,  when  the  proper  time 
came,  to  change  the  name  of  the  mea- 
sure from  "The  Hegistration  of  Voters 
(Ireland)  Bill "  to  ''  The  Eegistration  of 
Voters  and  Paupers  Enfranchisement 
(Ireland)  Bill."  Before  he  sat  down  be 
wished  to  say  that  it  was  perfectly  well 
understood,  auring  the  progress  of  the 
Franchise  BUI  last  year,  that  even  the 
Prime  Minister  most  strongly  objected 


to  leaving  Ireland  out  of  the  Bill,  on  the 
ground  that,  although  he  did  not  pro- 
fess the  class  of  voters  was  the  same  as 
in  England,  he  thought  that  there  should 
be  absolute  equality  of  franchise.  If 
that  rule  were  to  be  observed  on  this 
occasion,  the  Government  could  not  fail 
to  strike  out  this  clause.  If,  on  the 
other  hand,  they  retained  the  clause,  it 
was  a  breach  of  the  most  positive  state- 
ment of  intention  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment. He  hoped  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  see  fit  to  exclude  this  clause 
from  the  Bill. 

Mb.  GOEST  said,  he  was  not  quite 
so  ferociously  virtuous  as  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  had  just  sat  down  (Mr. 
Brodrick).  No  doubt,  it  was  a  very 
attractive  and  general  principle,  and  one 
that  he  (Mr.  Gorst)  had  always  sup- 
ported in  the  House  of  Commons — that 
England  and  Ireland  should  be  treated 
exactly  alike,  in  all  matters  of  principle, 
at  all  events.  In  England  it  was  the 
law  that  persons  who  were  in  receipt  of 
parochial  relief,  in  which  medical  relief 
was  included,  were  not  entitled  to  enjoy 
the  franchise;  but  he  understood  from 
the  admirable  speech  delivered  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  County  Cork  (Colonel  Colthurst) 
that  in  Ireland  the  administration  of 
medical  relief  was  entirely  separate  from 
the  ordinary  administration  of  poor  re- 
lief. It,  therefore,  seemed  that  in  Eng- 
land and  Ireland  the  receipt  of  medical 
relief  did  not  stand  on  the  same  footing. 
If  a  person  received  medical  relief  in 
England,  he  received  ordinary  parish 
relief,  because  parish  medical  relief  was 
dispensed  in  England  exactly  in  the 
same  way,  and  under  precisely  the  same 
conditions,  as  common  parish  relief. 
There  was  no  doubt  that  in  the  inci- 
dence of  the  franchise  in  England,  this 
fact  had  led  to  great  abuse ;  indeed,  he 
had  heard  great  complaints  made  that 
the  power  of  dispensing  medical  relief 
had  been  used  by  unscrupulous  poli- 
ticians in  English  parishes  for  the  pur- 
pose of  disfranchisement.  He  remem- 
bered well  a  case  in  which  a  doctor,  who 
was  paid  by  the  parish  for  attending  the 
aecoMhement  of  the  women  of  the  lower 
classes,  attended  indiscriminately  the 
wives  of  voters  upon  both  sides  of  poli- 
tics ;  but  he  put  down  on  his  list  only 
those  who  belonged  to  the  Party  to 
which  he  was  opposed,  thereby  disfran- 
chising all  the  husbands ;  whereas  the 
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husbands  of  the  women  on  his  own  side 
of  politics  retained  their  votes.  This 
showed  in  itself  how  the  dispensation 
of  medical  relief  was  abused.  Of  course, 
there  were  oases  in  which  a  man  might 
be  driven  into  the  receipt  of  medical 
relief  whether  he  pleased  or  not ;  and, 
therefore,  it  was  clear  that  this  was  a 
kind  of  relief  that  could  be  abused,  and 
could  be  used  for  political  purposes.  If 
it  was  possible,  even  in  England,  to 
separate  the  receipt  of  medical  relief 
from  the  receipt  of  ordinary  poor  relief, 
he  should  be  much  inclined  to  support 
such  a  separation ;  but  in  England  it 
was  not  possible,  whereas  in  Ireland  it 
was.  It  appeared  that  in  Ireland,  owing 
to  Act  of  Parliament,  the  administration 
of  medical  relief  was  separated  entirely 
from  the  ordinary  distribution  of  public 
charity.  Now,  he  would  like  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Committee  to  the  way 
in  which  the  English  poor,  in  a  precisely 
analogous  case — that  was  in  the  case  of 
the  receipt,  not  of  medical  relief,  but  of 
educational  relief — were  treated.  Where 
an  English  labouring  man  was  not  able 
to  pay  the  school  fees  for  the  attendance 
of  his  own  children  at  school,  he  wae 
entitled  to  go  to  the  Guardians,  and 
from  the  Guardians  to  obtain  out  of  the 
Poor  Law  funds  the  amount  of  the  fees 
to  be  paid  for  the  education  of  his 
children.  Now,  that  was  a  case  of  the 
receipt  of  public  money,  receipt  in  a 
certain  aspect  of  Poor  Law  relief,  but  it 
was  receipt  of  a  kind  of  relief  which 
was  not  the  ordinary  poor  relief ;  it  was 
not  connected  with  the  administration 
of  the  ordinary  Poor  Law  relief.  A 
man  was  bound  by  law  to  send  his 
children  to  school,  and  to  pay  certain 
fees;  educational  relief,  therefore,  was 
not  at  all  the  same  thing  as  relief  in  the 
shape  of  food  and  clothes.  Under  these 
circumstances,  was  a  poor  English  la- 
bourer disfranchised  ?  No,  because,  by 
the  Elementary  Education  Act,  it  was 
specifically  provided  that  the  parents 
who  were  unable,  by  reason  of  their 
poverty,  to  pay  the  fees  of  their  children 
m  public  elementary  schools,  could  apply 
to  the  Guardians,  and  the  Guardians, 
being  satisfied  with  the  inability  of  the 
parents  to  pay  the  fees,  should  make 
such  and  such  grants,  and  then  it  was 
expressly  enacted— 
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''That  the  parents  shall  not,  hy  reason  of 
9,nj  payment  made  under  this  section,  be  de* 
pnved  of  any  francluBe  right  or  priviloge,  or 

Mr.  Gorst 


be  subjected  to  any  disability  or  any  disqudi* 
fication." 

He  was  entirely  with  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Qibeon)  ia 
treating  the  poor  in  Ireland  exactly  u 
they  treated  the  poor  in  England  ;  and 
finding  that  they  did  not  disfrandiite 
the  poor  in  England  who  obtained,  bj 
reason  of  their  poverty,  additional  r^e( 
he  was  inclined  to  vote  against  the  dis- 
franchisement of  the  poor  of  Ireland 
who,  by  reason  of  their  poverty,  receired 
medical  relief. 

Da.  LYONS  said,  he  did  not  behm 
the  Medical  Profession  in  Ireland  bad 
any  desire  whatever  to  stand  in  the  wiy 
of  the  enlargement  of  the  franchise. 
This  clause,  however,  raised  a  difficnhj 
of  long  standing,  and  one  which  it  wii 
to  be  regretted  had  not  hitherto  been 
dealt  with.  It  was  to  be  regreUed  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  not  ooa- 
descended  to  take  the  adnce  of  one  or 
two  persons  thoroughly  acquainted  with 
this  matter,  because,  if  they  had  doas 
so,  the  difficulty  might  easily  have  besa 
removed.  It  could  not  be  properly  said, 
or  said  with  a  shadow  of  truth,  that  the 
Irish  people  had  not  received  veiy 
generous  assistance,  under  all  ciicom- 
stances,  from  the  Medical  Profesnoe. 
The  people  themselves  were  the  first  to 
recognize  that  fact.  The  remaneratkA 
of  the  medical  men  was  not  at  all  ade* 
quate  to  the  amount  of  assistance  tbcj 
rendered  in  very  many  cases.  The  real 
difficulty  in  the  case  arose  from  ths 
system  of  *^  red  tickets.'*  That  systsa 
had  been  made  for  a  series  of  years  at 
engpine  of  oppression  and  extortioa  npoa 
the  Medical  Profession.  Unfortnnatslj, 
in  many  instances,  persons  of  the  farmiaf 
class  considered  that,  in  times  of  pros- 
perity, they  were  entitled  to  enforce  Ibe 
gratuitous  attendance  of  the  doctor  jnit 
as  they  did  in  times  of  adversity.  Th« 
habit  of  receiving  gratuitous  medical  re- 
lief grew  upon  the  people,  and  th^  le- 
mained  under  the  impression  that  th«t 
were  always  entitled  to  receive  that  ttmL 
no  matter  how  great  their  proepcritr 
might  be.  As  an  instance  of  the  *'im 
ticket "  system  being  used,  as  he  hadaaid, 
as  an  engine  of  oppression,  he  might  tail 
the  Committee  that  if  a  medical  naa 
was  disliked  in  his  district,  the  exptv^ 
sion  had  become  common — "  We  will 
soon  red-ticket  him  oat  of  the  placa.** 
*< Bed  tickets  '*  were  very  eaailj  gimi 
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there  was  no  sort  of  control  with  regard 
to  the  issaing  of  them ;  everyone  liked  to 
be  generous  in  that  which  cost  him  no- 
thing, and  the  small  shopkeeper  was 
always  ready,  on  the  slightest  pretence, 
to  tell  a  customer — ''  Oh,  I  will  send  the 
doctor  to  you.''  It  often  happened  that 
doctors  were  sent  many  miles  to  attend 
the  most  trumpery  cases.  Of  his  (Dr. 
Lyons')  own  knowledge,  he  knew  of  a 
case  in  which  a  patient  living  at  a  con* 
•tderable  distance  expressed  a  great  de* 
sire  to  see  a  new  ''iron  horse  "  the  doctor 
had  got.  A  *'  red  ticket "  was  issued  to 
the  applicant,  and  the  doctor  —  who 
used  a  bicycle,  his  salary  not  enabling 
him  to  keep  a  horse — was  sent  seven 
miles,  with  the  result  that  he  saw  the 
io*called  patient  standing  at  the  door, 
who,  the  a  and  there,  frankly  stateu 
the  circumstances  under  which  the  *'red 
ticket"  had  been  issued.  The  system  of 
"red  tickets"  was  one  he  had  always 
looked  forward  to  devising  some  means, 
with  the  consent  of  the  House,  of  re- 
medying. There  was  no  insuperable 
difficulty  in  the  matter.  The  clerk  of 
the  Union  and  the  relieving  ofEcer  had 
full  knowledge  of  the  circumstances  and 
financial  position  of  all  persons  in  their 
districts,  and  nothing  would  be  easier 
than  to  classify  those  at  all  times  en- 
titled to  gratuitous  relief,  and  those 
whose  position  enabled  them  to  pay  a 
fixed  moderate  charge.  He  thought  that 
in  times  of  prosperity  the  well-to-do 
people  of  Ireland  should  be  obliged  to 
pay  a  fair  amount  for  medical  assist- 
ance ;  and  he  asked  the  right  hon.  Oen- 
Ueman  the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman) 
wiietber  he  could  not,  on  this  occasion, 
give  some  pledge  that  he  would,  on  an 
early  day,  take  steps  to  prevent  the 
abuse  he  (Dr.  Lyons)  had  indicated? 

Ma.  HEALT,  interrupting  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Dr.  Lyons),  asked  whether 
it  was  in  Order  for  an  hon.  Gentleman 
in  the  House,  who  was  supposed  to 
be  addressing  the  Ghair,  to  speak  to 
himself? 

Mb.  OHARLES  BUSSELL  said,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
City  of  Dublin  (Dr.  Lyons)  had  not  con- 
descended to  tell  the  Committee  who 
were  the  one  or  two  persons  whom  the 
Government  ought  to  have  consulted  on 
this  matter;  but,  if  he  was  right  in 
assuming  that  the  hon.  Member  was  one 
of  those  persons,  he  (Mr.  Charles  Bussell) 
was  exceedingly  glad  that  the  Govern- 


ment had  not  consulted  him.  He  thought 
it  would  be  a  source  of  great  injustice 
in  Ireland  if  this  clause  were  not  re- 
tained in  the  Bill.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  mixed 
up  with  the  question  of  the  retention  of 
this  clause,  and  so  did  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Dublin  (Dr.  Lyons),  the 
question  of  the  possible  abuse  of  the 
system  of  giving  white  or  red  tickets. 
There  might  be  the  abuse  indicated ; 
but  that  was  not  the  question  before  the 
Committee;  that  was  a  matter  which 
could  be  redressed,  and  ought  to  be  re- 
dressed, by  the  action  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  to  whom  application 
could  be  made,  if  any  hon.  Members 
would  put  them  in  possession  of  the 
facts.  Dismissing  the  question  alto- 
gether of  the  supposed  abuse  in  the 
distribution  of  medical  relief,  upon  the 
general  question  he  had  only  one  word 
to  say.  His  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  county  of  Cork 
(Colonel  Colthurst)  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst)  had  made  this 
matter,  very  clear.  His  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  near  him  (Colonel  Colthurst), 
who  understood  the  actual  working  of 
the  system  well,  and  who  therefore  was 
entitled  to  speak  on  the  matter,  had 
pointed  out  how  the  system  worked,  and 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst)  had 
made  it  clear  to  the  Committee  that  the 
relief  was  such  that  it  was  not  in  truth 
considered  by  the  people  of  Ireland  as 
parochial  relief.  He  was  sure  that  no 
one  who  knew  the  feeling  of  Ireland 
would  suppose  that  the  person  who 
received  outdoor  relief  in  Ireland,  or 
parochial  relief  inside  the  Union,  was 
regarded  at  all  in  the  same  category  as 
the  small  farmer  who,  in  the  case  of 
necessity,  applied  to  the  medical  officer 
to  put  down  disease,  which  was  not  only 
a  matter  of  relief  to  a  particular  indi- 
vidual, but  also  a  matter  of  great  con- 
cern to  the  public  generally.  He  could 
not  but  think  that  a  great  deal  of  the 
argument  that  had  been  addressed  to 
the  Committee,  although  it  had  not  been 
disclosed,  was  really  dictated  by  the 
kind  of  feeling  which  was  obviously  in 
the  mind  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Surrey  (MrBrodrick), 
who,  in  truth,  wanted  by  this  side-wind 
to  undo,  to  some  extent,  the  effect  of  the 
Franchise  BUI  itself. 
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Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH 
said,  tliore  was  one  aspect  of  this  ques- 
tion on  which  he  should  like  to  address 
a  few  words  to  the  Committee.  It  was 
perfectly  clear  from  the  debate  tkat  this 
was  really  not  merely  a  question  of  regis- 
tration, but  a  question  of  the  extension 
of  the  franchise  in  Ireland.  It  had  been 
argued  by  the  hon.  Memberfor  SUgo  (Mr. 
Sexton]  that  without  this  clause  the  ex- 
tension of  the  franchise  in  Ireland,  which 
had  been  already  assented  to  by  Parlia- 
ment, would  be  largely  inoperative. 
That  being  so,  the  question  naturally 
occurred  why  this  matter  was  not  dealt 
with  by  Her  Majesty's  Government  in 
the  Franchise  Bill,  rather  than  in  the 
Begistration  Bill,  and  whether  it  was 
reasonable  or  not  to  ask  the  House  of 
Commons,  after  the  question  of  the 
franchise  had  been  settled  by  common 
agreement,  that  this  question  should  be 
re-opened,  so  far  as  it  affected  Ireland, 
by  the  clause  that  was  now  before  the 
Committee?  Now,  Her  Majesty's  Qo- 
▼emment  had  themselves,  in  previous 
debates  during  this  Session,  adopted  the 
principle  that  it  was  not  right  to  re- 
open the  question  of  the  franchise,  be- 
cause, when  Amendments  upon  that 
point  were  moved  by  various  Members 
in  the  Committee  on  the  Redistribution 
Bill,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Government  Board 
(Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke),  while  admitting 
in  more  than  one  instance  his  own  sym- 
pathy with  the  Amendments  proposed, 
dedared  the  Amendments  could  not  be 
considered,  as  the  question  was  already 
settled.  He  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach) 
suggested,  d  fortiori,  that  it  ought  not 
to  be  re-opened  by  a  Begistration  Bill 
which  purported  to  be  merely  a  measure 
for  enacting  such  alterations  in  the  law 
as  might  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the 
Franchise  Act  which  had  been  already 
passed,  and  the  Eedistribution  Bill  which 
was  now  passing  through  the  House 
of  Commons.  But  it  was  contended 
that  the  circumstances  of  the  Medical 
Charities  Act  in  Ireland  and  the  Poor 
Law  system  of  England  were  so  essen- 
tially different,  that  if  the  alterations 
now  proposed  were  made  in  the  Irish 
law,  they  would  be  no  precedent  for  any 
similar  change  in  the  English  law.  No 
one  in  the  House  could  speak  with  more 
knowledge  on  the  subject  than  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  the  county  of 
Cork  (Colonel  Oolthttr8t)|  and  he  (Sir 


Michael  Hicks-Beach)  admitted  what 
the  hon.  and  g^lant  Gentleman  had 
said  with  regard  to  the  different  admi- 
nistration of  the  Medical  Charities  Ad 
in  Ireland,  and  the  system  of  Poor  Ltw 
medical  relief  in  England.  No  doubt, 
in  Ireland  the  medical  charities  were  not 
administered  by  officials  of  the  Poor 
Law.  It  was  a  separate  system  alto- 
gether, and  therefore  it  had  come,  as 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentlenum  the 
Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr.  Gharles 
Eussell)  had  said,  to  be  looked  npon  by 
not  a  few  of  the  population  of  Ireuind  as 
really  no  system  of  Poor  Law  relief  at  all 
Well,  that  was  the  strongest  testimony 
that  could  be  given  by  any  hon.  Member 
to  the  truth  of  the  facts  alluded  to  by 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Qeatlemaa 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  DaUii 
(Mr.  Gibson),  and  subsequently  dwelt 
upon  by  the  hon.  Member  far  the  Citj 
of  Dublin  (Dr.  Lyons) — namely,  tbtt 
there  was  considerable  abuse  in  the 
administration  of  the  Medical  Charitiei 
Act  in  Ireland.  It  was  admitted  by 
high  authorities  that  abuse  of  the  aystea 
did  exist.  [Mr.  Healt  :  What  is  the 
supervising  authority  ?]  The  aatbonty 
supervising  was  unquestionably  the  Lo* 
cal  Government  Board ;  but  when  per- 
sons who  were  legally  appointed  to  ad- 
minister the  system,  and  those  who  eane 
under  it,  looked  upon  it  from  the  poiat 
of  view  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Msm- 
ber  for  Dundalk,  he  (Sir  Michad  Hkkt- 
Beach)  did  not  think  it  would  be  pos- 
sible for  the  supervising  authority  to 
check  the  abuse.  He  did  not  agree  wttk 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  the 
county  of  Cork  as  to  the  essential  dif- 
ference between  the  Irish  and  Eoglkh 
systems.  The  essenoe  of  both  of  thai 
was  that  they  consisted  of  r^ef  pail 
from  public  sooroes — paid  by  the  nts- 
payers— whether  it  was  adminiatoed  bj 
those  who  were  intrusted  with  the  a^ 
ministration  of  medical  relief^  or  by  tbt 
Poor  Law  Guardians ;  and  in  his  hva- 
ble  opinion,  if  Parliament  agreed  l» 
this  change  in  the  law  with  respect  to 
Ireland,  it  was  striking  a  very  dm* 
gerous  blow  at  the  wh<de  ^etonl 
law  of  the  United  Kingdom*  whick 
made  the  receipt  of  relief  a  diaqaafr 
fication  for  the  franchise.  It  had  been 
urged  by  the  hon.  and  learned  G«a- 
tleman  Uie  Member  for  Chathanii  that 
the  arg^umenta  which  had  beea  md 
should  not  preclude  the  miaptim  of 
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the  clause,  for  the  reason  that  the  ad- 
minUtration  of  medical  relief  in  Eng- 
land could  not  be  so  separated  from  the 
administration  of  other  relief  as  to  leave 
the  acceptance  of    other  relief  a  dis- 
qualification, while  the  acceptance  of 
medical  relief  remained  no  disqualifica- 
tion.    He  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach) 
did  not  wish  to  put  his  opinion  on  a 
question  of  law  against  that  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member ;  but  he  could  not 
help  thinking  that  it  would  be  almost 
as  easy  to  repeal  the  law  in  England 
which  made  the  acceptance  of  medical 
relief  a  disqualification  as  to  repeal  the 
law  which  applied  to  Ireland.    It  was  a 
matter  of  great  social  interest  whether 
the  acceptance  of  relief  under  the  Poor 
Law  system  in  England,  or  under  the 
Medical  Authorities  in  Ireland,  should 
be  felt   by  those  who  received  it  to 
be  of  the  nature  of  relief  from  public 
souroee,  or  should  be  looked  upon  from 
the  point  of  view  suggested  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr. 
Charles  Eussell).      Any  hon.  Member 
who  had  watched  the  progress  of  Poor 
Law  outdoor  relief  in  Ireland  for  the 
last  15  or  29  years,  would  know  that 
this  idea  of  relief — being  in  the  nature 
of  a  charity  rather  than  a  relief  from 
pablio  sources — was  not  without  con- 
derable  danger  in  Ireland.    It  was  a 
ffreat  danger  in  England,  too.   On  look- 
ing at  a  late  Beport  of  the  Irish  Local 
Gk>yemment  Board,  he  had  seen  that 
the  amount  expended  in  outdoor  relief 
in    Ireland   had    doubled   during   the 
last  10  years,  whilst  the  expenditure 
on  medical  charities  had  increased  20 
per  cent  during  that  period.    He  thought 
tliat    if   the    disqualification    for    the 
exercise  of  the  franchise  was  a  bar  to 
anyone  who  could  really  do  without  it 
from  seeking  for  relief  of  this  kind,  it 
was  a  good  thing  from  a  social  point  of 
yiew  to  retain  that ;  but,  at  any  rate,  he 
did  not  think  that  a  change  should  be 
niade  in  the  law  without  the  whole  sys- 
tem of  disqualification  for  the  franchise 
being  seriously  considered    by  Parlia- 
ment.   He  believed  that  it  would  be 
generally  admitted  by  the  Government 
and  the  House  that  the  acceptance  of 
what  was  called  medical  relief  was  not 
consistent  with  that  independent  frame 
of  mind  on  the  part  of    the  voter  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr. 
Sexton)  had  alluded  in  hit  speech.    He 
thought  it  ought  to  be  <i  disqualification 


for  the  franchise;  and,  therefore,  he 
very  much  regretted  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  should  have  felt  it  neces- 
sary to  raise  this  important  question, 
and  propose  this  important  change,  in 
this  Bill,  which,  he  ventured  to  submit, 
had  no  proper  connection  with  the  sub- 
ject. If  Her  Majesty's  Government 
intended  to  effect  this  alteration  in  the 
law,  the  question  should  be  raised  di- 
rectly, and  on  its  own  merits,  and  not 
brought  forward  in  a  measure  of  this 
sort. 

Mr.  T,  p.  O'CONNOE  said,  he  would 
first  allude  to  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  City  of 
Dublin  (Dr.  Lyons).  He  knew  several 
dispensary  doctors  in  Ireland,  and  was 
aware  that  they  occasionally  had  patients 
who  paid  them ;  but  he  could  repudiate 
that  they  were  willing  to  purchase  im- 
munity from  the  grievances  they  had  to 
complain  of  by  the  disfranchisement  of 
a  large  portion  of  their  fellow-country- 
men. He  believed  no  body  of  men 
could  be  more  surprised  or  indignant 
than  they  would  be  on  finding  their 
case  mixed  up  with  the  question  of  the 
disfranchisement  of  their  fellow-country- 
men. He  was  convinced  that  they  would 
endure  ten  times  more  rather  than  lend 
their  sanction  to  the  efforts  of  the  hon. 
Member,  or  of  anybody  else,  to  bring 
about  the  disfranchisement  of  a  large 
portion  of  the  Irish  people.  He  (A&. 
T.  P.  O'Connor)  would  say  this  to  the 
Committee  generally — namely,  that  there 
was  no  proposition  which  could  come 
before  them  in  connection  with  this  Bill, 
or  any  other  Bill  this  Session,  which 
could  more  clearly  test  the  legislative 
capacity  of  this  Assembly  and  its  legis- 
lative grasp  and  its  statesmanship  than 
its  method  of  dealing  with  this  ques- 
tion. This  was  one  question  which 
would  show  the  people  of  Ireland  whe- 
ther or  not  there  was  an  awakening  in- 
telligence in  this  House  as  to  the  man- 
ner in  which  Irish  questions  should  be 
dealt  with.  For  what  did  the  ar^^uments 
against  this  clause  all  mean  ?  The  hon. 
Member  for  West  Surrey  (Mr.  Brodrick) 
deserved  the  gratitude  of  Irish  Mem- 
bers and  of  the  Committee  generally. 
He  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  agreed  with 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dun- 
dalk (Mr.  Charles  Bussell)  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Surrey  was  the  one 
speaker  on  this  occasion  who  had  given 
the  real  reasons  of  the  Party  to  which 
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he  belonged  for  tbe  attitude  they  had 
taken  up.  The  real  reason — and  let  the 
Committee  face  it  and  know  of  this 
hostility — was  not  a  desire  to  raise  the 
social  status  of  the  Irish  citizen,  but  to 
keep  down  that  social  status  by  depriv- 
ing the  people  of  a  voice  in  the  destinies 
of  their  own  country.  The  real  reason 
had  been  stated  by  the  hon.  Member  he 
had  mentioned,  who  had  been  candid 
enough  to  say  that,  if  he  could  have  his 
way,  50  years  would  elapse  before  the 
mass  of  the  Irish  people  would  have 
any  voice  in  the  control  of  their  own 

Mr.  BRODRICK:  I  said  I  hoped  it 
would  be  long  before  those  persons  in 
receipt  of  medical  relief  in  Ireland  were 
admitted  to  the  franchise. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  Yes ;  but  the 
hon.  Member  had  connected  that  with 
a  statement  that  the  persons  holding 
small  portions  of  land  in  Ireland  were 
im6t  to  exercise  the  franchise.  He  (Mr. 
T.  p.  O'Connor)  put  the  two  statements 
together,  and  interpreted  them  by  say- 
ing that  the  hon.  Member's  opposition 
to  this  proposal  was  based  on  a  desire 
to  deprive  the  poorer  classes  of  the  Irish 
people  of  any  voice  in  the  control  of 
their  own  affairs.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman—a late  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach) — ^had  disclaimed  all  hostility  to 
the  measure;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  be  inconsistent  with  his 
whole  career  if  he  did  not  offer  most 
vigorous  hostility  to  everything  like 
Irish  reform.  What  were  his  argu- 
ments ?  He  proposed  to  go  round  all 
the  arguments  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst) ;  but 
he  was  careful  to  overlook  the  most 
pregnant  of  those  arguments.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Chatham  had 
pointed  out  that  a  large  number  of  the 
people  of  this  country  were  receiving 
what  was  practically  out- door  relief  by 
having  their  children  educated  in  the 
Board  schools,  although  no  one  proposed 
to  make  that  a  bar  to  their  exercising 
the  franchise.  Nothing  could  be  more 
fallacious  or  more  absurd  than  to  sup- 
pose that  things  called  by  the  same 
namo  in  England  and  Ireland  meant 
the  same  thing  in  the  two  countries. 
They  found  this  fallacy  existing  in  con- 
nection with  almost  every  proposal 
which  had  ever  been  made  in  the  inte- 
rests of  Ireland.    With  regard  to  land- 
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lordism,  a  mistake  of  that  kind  had 
been  made.  The  landlord  of  IreUad 
and  the  landlord  of  England  were  m 
totally  different  that  they  might  aimed 
be  called  by  different  names.  8o  was 
it  also  with  this  system  of  medical  reliei 
In  England  there  was  a  variable  sctla 
of  all  doctors'  fees.  The  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Dublin  said  that  nothing 
could  be  more  mythical  than  the  sup- 
position that  a  guinea  was  giren  as  a 
fee  in  all  cases  to  a  doctor  in  Ireland ; 
but,  in  spite  of  that  observation,  he 
(Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  maintained  that 
every  medical  man  in  Ireland  who  would 
accept  anything  less  than  the  ordinary 
fee  of  a  guinea  would  be  **  Boycotted"  by 
the  rest  of  his  Profession.  What  wai 
the  case  in  England?  Why,  if  they 
went  into  the  poor  parts  of  London, 
they  would  find  open  dispensaries  where 
a  bottle  of  medicine  and  adyice  was 
g^ven  for  the  small  sum  of  6d,  Anyone 
acquainted  with  the  relations  eiisting 
between  medical  men  and  their  ptttenti 
in  this  country  would  know  that  it  vu 
possible  to  get  medical  assistance  in 
England  at  a  price  infinitely  below  that 
charged  by  the  doctors  in  Ireland.  Some 
people  said — "Why  do  not  the  Irish 
form  clubs  for  medical  assistance?*^ 
The  answer  was  that  there  was  not  that 
system  of  social  education  among  the 
Irish  people  to  enable  them  to  do  it 
which  existed  in  England.  [Mr.  Bbod- 
RICE :  Hear,  hear !]  The  hon.  Member 
cheered  that  observation.  He  had  toaai 
fault  veiy  much  with  these  poor  peop^ 
for  being  paupers,  and  had  said  that 
because  they  held  small  portions  of  land 
they  should  be  deprived  of  the  Farlia* 
mentary  franchise ;  but  he  bad  not  ob- 
served that  the  hon.  Member  had  a^ 
companied  that  observation  with  aay 
reproach  to  the  landlords,  who  vert 
content  to  take  a  considerable  amosat 
in  the  shape  of  rack  rent  from  thfse 
poor  people.  In  England  they  had  tkii 
system  of  clubs,  and  of  openiog  prac- 
tically free  dispensaries,  and  they  bad 
a  variable  scale  of  medical  fees;  aad 
they  compared  a  system  of  that  kind 
with  the  system  prevailing  in  Irelaad, 
which  required  a  medical  man  to  chaj|« 
no  less  than  a  guinea  under  peaahr  o( 
being  ''Boycotted"  by  the  rest  of  his  Pro- 
fession. He  should  be  very  much  i«r* 
prised  if  the  majority  of  the  £nsli<h 
Conservative  Party  followed  the  lead  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Oeatlentf 
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the  Member  for  the  University  of  Dubh'n 
(Mr.  Gibson)  on  this  occasion.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet,  an  ex- Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  had  asked 
why  this  had  not  been  brought  on  in 
the  Franchise  Bill  ?  Well,  it  would  be 
more  conrenient  if  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men in  the  responsible  position  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  would  pay  a  little 
more  attention  to  the  liistory  of  ques- 
tions like  this.  If  he  had  paid  a  little 
more  attention  to  that  history  he  would 
know  tbat  the  proposal  was  made  in  the 
Franchise  Bill,  and  was  ruled  out  of 
Order,  and  as  not  germane  to  the  Bill, 
by  the  Chairman.  That  was  the  reason 
why  the  clause  was  brought  forward  in 
the  present  measure.  Finally,  he  (Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor)  must  altogether  object 
to  what  he  might  almost  call  the  hypo- 
critical plea — that  this  clause  was  op- 
posed because  of  a  desire  to  improve 
the  social  status  of  the  Irish  people. 
He  had  said  before  that  the  object  was 
to  keep  the  status  of  the  Irish  people 
as  low  as  possible  by  depriving  them  of 
any  voice  in  the  control  of  their  own 
affairs.  He  would  go  further,  and  say 
that  this  Bill,  if  parsed  in  an  unamended 
form,  while  producing  an  apparent 
equality  in  regard  to  the  franchise  be- 
tween the  people  of  Ireland  and  the 
people  of  England,  would  be  an  abso- 
lute mockery  and  a  delusion  when  ac- 
companied by  the  disfranchisement  of 
80  many  voters. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN 
said,  they  had  had  two  separate  estimates 
of  the  vfidue  of  this  clause ;  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson) 
had  said — and  he  (Mr.  Campbell-Ban- 
nerman)  was  disposed  to  agree  with  him 
— that  it  lay  in  a  very  small  compass 
indeed.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  just  sat  down  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor)  had  taken  a  much  higher 
groand,  and  had  told  them  that  this  was 
a  supreme  test  of  the  legislative  grasp 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  and  of  its 
statesmanship*  He  (Mr.  Campbell- 
Bajinerman)  did  not  deny  that  that  was 
one  aspect  of  the  case  for  which  there 
was  something  to  be  said,  though  it  was 
his  experience  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons that  the  words  statesmanship  and 
statesmanlike  were  always  applied  to 
that  particular  line  of  couduct  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  speaking  at  the 
time  happened  to  prefer.     He  himself 
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did  not  profess  to  have  an  accurate  cri- 
terion as  to  the  conduct  of  any  Member 
of  the  House ;  but,  to  come  to  the  point, 
it  seemed  to  him  that  they  ought  to 
consider  what  was  the  rationaU  of  the 
disfranchisement  of  those  who  might 
seek  to  obtain  medical  relief  in  Ireland, 
if  it  were  not  because  they  were  sup- 
posed to  be  in  a  position  of  dependence. 
A  man  who  received  parish  relief  in  an 
ordinary  sense — and  there  was  no  in- 
door or  outdoor  pauper,  as  no  doubt  all 
would  agree,  who  was  in  a  position  of 
independence — could  not  be  admitted  to 
the  franchise.  It  would  be  against  pub- 
lic policy  to  admit  him  ;  but  then  came 
the  question,  was  the  kind  of  relief  they 
were  now  discussing  of  such  a  nature  as 
to  interfere  with  the  independence  of 
the  person  who  received  it  ?  The  Go- 
vernment had  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  it  was  not ;  otherwise,  of  course, 
this  clause  would  not  have  appeared  in 
the  Bill.  The  system  in  Ireland  had 
been  sufficiently  explained  to  the  House 
to-night,  and  whatever  might  be  the 
merits  or  demerits  of  that  system  about 
which  they  had  heard  so  much,  it  ap- 
peared to  him  nothing  to  do  with  the 
question  before  the  Committee;  and 
tbis,  at  all  events,  was  certain— that,  if 
any  accusation  was  brought  against  the 
present  system  in  Ireland,  it  was  this — 
that  persons  of  too  high  a  class  of  the 
community  took  advantage  of  the  sys- 
tem ;  and  therefore,  from  that  point  of 
view,  it  was  not  so  liable  to  the  imputa- 
tion of  interfering  with  the  voter's  inde- 
pendence as  it  would  be  in  other  cases. 
It  was  said,  indeed,  that  the  system  was 
bad ;  but  if  it  was  so  bad,  this,  at  any 
rate,  was  not  the  way  to  improve  it.  If 
it  was  a  bad  system,  injurious  to  the 
community  and  so  forth,  then,  in  the 
name  of  reason,  let  them  set  about  re- 
forming it ;  but  do  not  let  them  try  to 
reform  it  by  a  side-wind  in  this  way  by 
imposing  the  penalty  of  disfranchise- 
ment upon  those  who  were  obliged  to 
take  advantage  of  it.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  tbe  Member  for  Eabt  Glou- 
cestershire (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  )had 
spoken  of  this  as  introducing  a  change 
in  the  law.  (He  Mr.  CampbelUBanner- 
man)  did  not  know  that  that  point  had 
been  taken  up ;  but  it  was  a  very  open 
question  whether  it  was  a  change  in  the 
law  at  all ;  it  was  rather,  in  the  view  of 
many  competent  and  qualified  persons,  a 
declaration  of  what  the  law  now  was. 

2  A 
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If  that  question  had  not  been  raised,  he 
was  not  disposed  to  raise  it  himself; 
but,  even  if  it  were  a  change  in  the  law, 
he  should  not  be  averse  to  it  on  that 
account.  What  was  the  object  of  the 
opposition  to  this  clause?  The  hon. 
Member  for  West  Surrey  (Mr.  Brod- 
rick)  had,  with  most  captivating  frank- 
ness, told  them  a  good  deal  upon  that 
point.  He  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman) 
could  admire  and  appreciate  the  con- 
sistency of  the  hon.  Member,  because  he 
believed  he  was  himself  opposed  to  the 
extension  of  the  franchise  to  a  lower 
class  of  voters  in  Ireland;  and,  there- 
fore, he  was  willing  to  take  advantage 
of  any  means  which  could  keep  them  out 
of  it.  But  the  House  of  Commons  could 
not  take  that  line  at  all.  All  of  them 
who  were  willing  and  consenting  parties 
to  the  Bill  passed  at  the  end  of  last  year 
surely  could  not  now  by  this  subterfuge — 
because  it  was  nothing  less — disfranchise 
those  to  whom  it  had  been  understood 
to  be  one  of  the  objects  of  the  Bill  to 
give  a  vote.  On  the  other  hand,  the 
object  might  be — and  he  could  appre- 
ciate the  motives  of  those  who  acted 
under  that  contention — to  bring  pressure 
to  bear  upon  the  people  in  order  to  pre- 
vent what  seemed  to  him  to  be  an  abuse 
of  the  present  system.  That,  he  main- 
tained, was  a  thing  not  to  be  done  in  this 
particular  way.  If  it  were  to  be  done, 
let  the  Local  Government  Board  see  to 
it,  and  if  they  were  unable  to  do  what 
was  necessary,  then  let  the  Legislature 
be  resorted  to.  Do  not  let  them  in  this 
roundabout  way  use  the  electoral  ar- 
rangement of  the  country  for  the  pur- 
pose of  effecting  this  object.  He  did 
not  think  it  was  necessary  to  go  into 
the  matter  any  further.  As  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  opposite  had  said,  the  matter 
lay  in  a  veiy  small  compass,  it  had  been 
now  well  discussed,  ana  he  trusted  that 
they  might  be  allowed  to  take  a  division 
upon  it. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided :  —  Ayes  76  ; 
Noes  20:  Majority  56.  — (Div.  List, 
No.  126.) 

Clause  4  (Appeal  where  Chairman  or 
Revising  Barrister  refuses  to  state  a 
case.   41  &  42  Yict.  c.  26,  s.  37)  agreed  to. 

Clause  5  (Polling  districts). 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  would  like  to 
ask  whether  the  Government  had  con- 

Mr,  Campbell' Bannerman 


sidered  the  question  of  providing  poll* 
ing  districts,  and  whether  they  ^rould 
consider  the  necessity  of  providbg  aim 
additional   Hevision  Courts?     In  the 
case  of  the  county  of  Dublin  last  jetr, 
they  had  offered,  if  necessary,  to  pass  an 
Act  to  enable  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to 
make  additional  provision  for  theconntj 
of  Dublin.    Now  they  would  be  haring 
a  tremendous  number  of  new  voten 
coming  in,   and   it  would  be  perfectly 
impossible    to  have  them  propeilj  at- 
tended to  unless  there  were  an  ad<li- 
tional  number  of  ^Revision  Courts.    Ha 
believed  the  Lord  Lieutenant  had  power 
in  some  cases,  with  the  consent  of  thft 
Privy  Council,  to  appoint  additional  Be- 
vision  Courts ;  but  there  was  great  diffi- 
culty  in  getting  the  consent,  and,  onlesi 
pledges  were  given  that  money  which 
was  available  would   be  used  for  thii 
purpose  in  Ireland,  they  would  be  placed 
in  an  unfortunate  position  in  regard  to 
this  subject.     They  had  provided  for  ad- 
ditional Bevising  Barristers,  and,  that 
being  so,  there  was  no  reason  for  thor 
not  providing  that  they  should  do  tht 
work  in  one  district  and  then  in  another. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  roi 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  said,  there 
was  sufficient  power  under  the  Act  d 
1873. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  wished  to  p(HSl 
out  that  they  had  now  arrived  at  a  new 
state  of  things,  owing  to  the  large  in- 
crease that  was  being  made  in  the  eon* 
stituency.  He  wish^,  therefore,  to  ask 
whether  the  Lord  Lieutenant  would  n- 
consider  the  entire  question,  and  whe- 
ther also  the  hon.  And  learned  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  would  give  the  oat* 
ter  his  attention  ?  It  was  important  ii 
a  large  number  of  oases,  in  whidi  tha 
number  of  voters  upon  the  lists  wo«U 
be  enormously  increased,  that  a  soffioMt 
number  of  Revision  Courts  should  b* 
provided  —  say,  one  Court  for  ewfj 
1,000  voters — so  as  to  render  them  maij 
accessible  to  the  new  voters. 

Mr.  CALLAN  said,  he  thon^  tk 
Oovemment  ought  so  to  arrange  that 
the  voters  should,  if  possible,  be  aU*  <• 
attend  Revision  Courts  within  tevit 
miles  of  their  own  residences.  Althoof^ 
he  himself  represented  the  smalM 
county  in  Ireland  (Louth),  he  found  thai 
in  the  Southern  Division  of  that  ooastr 
voters  would  have  to  walk  a  ^ifftip***  i 
17  miles  for  the  purpose  of  maintsiiMSf 
their  right  to  be  upon  the  Bagistv .    ^ 
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it  was  necessary,  under  the  old  system, 
that  the  electors   should  have  polling 

S laces  within  four  miles  of  their  resi- 
encesy  he  did  not  see  why,  under  the 
new  Act,  which  so  largely  increased  the 
number  of  electors,  it  should  not  b<^  ne- 
cessary to  have  Hevision  Courts  within 
a  distance  of  certainly  not  more  than 
seven  miles.     Unless  some  such  sugges- 
tion were  carried  out,  and  some  pledge 
given  on  the  part  of  the  Qovernment  to 
the  Bepreeentatives  of  the  Irish  people 
that  the  labourers  should  not  be  com- 
pelled to  walk  a  distance  of  17  miles  for 
the  purpose  of  maintaining  their  rights, 
in  the  face  of  some  threepenny  objection, 
a  large  number  of  voters  would  be  sub- 
jected  to   very  considerable  hardship. 
As  far  as  the  Lord  Lieutenant  was  con- 
cerned, they  had  very  little  hope  of  ob- 
taining what   they  required  from  that 
authority.     Attention  had  been  drawn 
in  that  House  time  after  time  to  the  in- 
justice perpetrated  under  the  existing 
system  ;  and  they  certainly  had  a  right 
now  to  ask  the  Government  to  consent 
to  such  an  enlargement  of  the  number 
of  the  Bevision  Courts  in  Ireland  that 
the  agricultural  labourers,  who  would 
now  be  placed  on  the  Electoral  Boll, 
should  not  be  compelled  to  walk  enor- 
mous distances  in  order  to  maint£un  their 
right  to  vote.  It  would  be  a  great  scandal 
if  such  a  thing  were  permitted,  for  if 
men  had  to  walk  a  distance  of  17  miles 
one  day,  they  would  hardly  be  in  a  con- 
dition to  do  any  work  the  next.     He 
thought,  therefore,  that  something  more 
was  required  than  the  mere  assertion 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  that  the  matter  was  one  in 
which  sufficient  power  was  given  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  under  the  existing  law. 
The  Act  referred  to  had  been  in  operation 
for  11  years,  and  during  all  that  time 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  had  had  ample  op- 
portunities of  considering  the  matter ; 
bat  in  no  single  instance,  as  far  as  he 
(Mr.  Cidlan)  was  aware,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  the  county  of  Dublin,  had  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  increased  the  number 
of  Bevision  Courts. 

Mr.  BLEALY  :  Yes ;  in  the  county  of 
Monaghan. 

Mr.  OALLAN  said,  Monaghan  was 
another  exception. 

Mr.  HEALY  :  It  was  for  the  benefit 
of  the  Tories. 

Mr.  C ALLAN   said,  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  was  right.    What  was 


done  in  Monaghan  was  on  behalf  of  the 
Tories,  and  no  such  enlargement  was 
ever  made  in  any  other  part  of  Ireland 
than  those  mentioned.  Under  the  Act 
of  Parliament,  the  Bevising  Barristers 
would  receive  £100  additional  salary  for 
holding  their  Bevision  Courts,  and  they 
were  only  called  upon  to  sit  an  average 
of  two  days  in  the  12  months.  They 
could  not,  therefore,  complain  if  they 
were  inconvenienced  to  some  extent  by 
holding  additional  Courts ;  and  certainly 
it  was  they,  and  not  the  electors,  who,  if 
anyone,  ought  to  be  inconvenienced. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  would  remind 
the  Committee  that  they  were  now  con- 
sidering line  25  of  the  clause,  which  pro- 
posed to  revise  certain  Acts  referred  to 
in  the  Schedule.  It  should  be  remem- 
bered that  the  Ballot  Act  gave  a  Bevi- 
sion Court  to  every  polling  or  Petty 
Sessional  district — ^he  was  not  quite  sure 
which — and  what  he  wished  to  suggest 
was  that  they  should  revert  back  to  what 
had  been  done  at  the  time  of  the  passing 
of  the  Ballot  Act,  that  they  should  re- 
peal the  clause  which  had  repealed  the 
section  of  that  Act  dealing  with  the  Be- 
vision Courts,  and  having  regard  to  the 
tremendous  number  of  electors  which 
would  now  be  thrown  upon  the  Begister, 
that  they  should  enact  that  the  Bevising 
Barristers  should  hold  Bevision  Courts 
in  every  Petty  Sessional  district,  which, 
he  believed,  had  been  the  case  under  the 
Ballot  Act.  He  would  urge  that  this 
suggestion  should  be  adopted,  and  made 
applicable  to  the  1st  Schedule  of  the  Bill. 
He  thought  also  that  line  25  of  the  clause 
required  amendment  by  putting  in  the 
number  of  the  Schedule.  There  would 
be  a  series  of  Schedules  in  the  Bill,  and 
line  25  had  reference  to  what  would  be 
the  first  of  those  Schedules,  all  of  which, 
he  suggested,  ought  to  be  numbered  or 
defined  by  letters  of  the  alphabet. 

The  SOLICITOB  GENERAL  for 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  said,  he  as- 
sured the  Committee  that  the  Act  of 
1873  gave  ample  power  for  the  appoint* 
ment  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  any 
Bevision  Courts  that  might  be  thought 
necessary.  With  regard  to  what  had 
been  said  about  the  Ballot  Act,  he 
thought  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy)  was  under  a 
misapprehension,  and  that  the  section 
he  had  referred  to  gave  power  to  appoint 
Bevision  Courts  in  all  the  polling  dis- 
tricts. 
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Mb.  SYNAN  thouglit  there  had  been 
Bome  confusion  with  regard  to  the  ope- 
ration of  the  Ballot;  Act.  Under  that 
Act  there  was  power  to  increase  the 
polling  districts.  These  districts  were 
fixed  at  the  Quarter  Sessions.  The  re- 
vision of  the  registration  was  also  a 
matter  belonging  to  Quarter  Sessions. 
The  question  that  now  arose  was  whe- 
ther, in  consequence  of  the  increased 
number  of  voters  who  would  be  placed 
upon  the  Register,  they  would  have  suf- 
ficient facilities  afforded  them  for  main- 
taining their  rights  as  electors  under  the 
revision  provided  at  Quarter  Sessions. 
He  did  not  think  they  would  be  suffi- 
cient, and  was  of  opinion  that  further 
provision  ought  to  be  made  under  the 
4th  clause  of  the  Bill,  and  not  by  an 
Amendment  relating  to  polling  districts, 
which  would  have  nothing  to  do  with 
the  revision  of  registration.  The  revi- 
sion of  votes  at  Quarter  Sessions  was 
one  thing,  and  the  fixing  of  polling 
places  at  Quarter  Sessions  was  another. 
Under  the  Ballot  Act  the  polling  places 
were  increased  to  such  an  extent  that 
every  polling  place  was  brought  to 
within  lour  or  five  miles  of  the  electors' 
residences ;  but  the  revision  of  the  Bf)- 
gister  was  not  similarly  dealt  with,  and 
he  thought  that  some  provision  ought  to 
be  made  under  the  Bill^by  which  the 
number  of  voters  in  Ireland  was  almost 
doubled— for  an  increase  in  the  number 
of  Bevision  Courts.  He  thought  the 
matter  was  one  with  which  the  Qovern- 
ment  ought  to  deal.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr. 
Healy)  seemed  to  think  that  the  Ballot 
Act  had  provided  for  what  was  needed  ; 
but  this  was  not  so.  The  Ballot  Act 
merely  left  the  question  of  revision  where 
it  was,  at  Quarter  Sessions,  and  the  only 
way  to  increase  the  facilities  for  revision 
was  by  an  Amendment  of  this  Bill  in- 
creasing the  number  of  Bevision  Courts. 

Mb.  GALLAN  said,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Limerick  (Mr.  Synan)  laboured 
under  a  great  mistake  in  attaching  to 
the  Quarter  Sessions  both  the  revision 
and  the  polling.  It  might  have  been 
60  in  the  olden  time,  when  the  hon. 
Member  first  came  into  Parliament;  but, 
at  the  present  day,  the  registration  and 
polling  questions  were  settled  at  sepa- 
rate Sessions  altogether,  and  wholly 
apart  from  the  Quarter  Sessions.  Each 
of  these  matters  was  deal  with  at  sepa- 
rate Sessions. 


Mr.  KENNTf  said,  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Louth  (Mr.  Callan), 
while  technically  correct,  was  essentially 
wrong. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  the  main  point 
at  issue  was  whether  there  was  any  rea* 
son  why  the  electors   should  be  under 
the  necessity  of  walking  a  great  many 
miles  for  the  purpose  of  attending  the 
Bevision  Courts.     In  a  county  like  that 
which  he  represented  (Galway),  where 
there  was  no  contest  at  all  about  regis- 
tration, he  did  not  see  why  the  Govern- 
ment should  be  put  to  the  expense  of 
appointing  a  number  of  additional  Bevi- 
sion Courts.    In  cases  where,  as  in  Gal- 
way, under  ordinary  circumstances,  there 
would  be  no  fighting  at  all,  it  would  be 
a  farce  and  a  ridiculous  expenditure  to 
institute  a  number  of  new  Courts.    Hta 
own  experience  was  that  the  calling  over 
the  Boll  at  Quarter  Sessions  was  a  thing 
that  only  occupied  five  minutes  or  so, 
and  the  matter  was  settled.     But  in 
cases  where  large  additions  of  voters 
were  made  to  the  Begister,  where,  for 
instance,  there  might  be  a  supplemen- 
tary list  of  4,000,  .5,000,  or  6,000,  and 
where  every  Liberal  objected  to  every 
Conservative,  and  every  Conservative  to 
every  Liberal,  and  any  voter  who  hap- 
pened to  keep  his  own  counsel  on  poU* 
tical  subjects  was  objected  to  by  both 
Parties,   it  became   a  totally  different 
matter.    In  those  cases  he  considered 
that  a  multiplication  of  the  Bevision 
Courts  would  be  found  necessary,  and 
he  hoped  that  means  would  be  taken  to 
provide  the  requif»ite  facilities. 

Mr.  T.  a.  DICKSON  said,  that,  to  hit 
own  knowledge,  there  were  cases  in  which 
electors  would  have  to  walk  a  distanee 
of  15,  16,  and  even  17  miles  to  get  to 
the  nearest  Bevision  Courts.  He  was  in 
the  recollection  of  the  hon.  and  gaUaot 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Galvay 
(Colonel  Nolan),  and  of  other  hoa. 
Members,  when  he  stated  that  in  many 
counties  in  Ireland  several  thonsanda  ct 
notices  of  objection  were  served  upoa 
electors  on  both  sides  at  evwy  reviaioa ; 
and  unless  a  sufficient  number  of  Revi- 
sion Courts  was  provided,  it  would  be 
next  to  impossible  for  the  voters  to  bt 
able  to  attend  them  and  maintain  tbeir 
rights. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  he  affreed  with 
the  hon.  and  learned  Genuemaa  thm 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Walker)  that  there  was  ample  juisdifr* 
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tion  at  present  for  the  appointment  of 
Bevision  Courts,  to  be  held  at  such 
times  and  places  in  the  course  of  the 
year  as  the  Lord  Lieutenant  might  deem 
fit.  The  Act  of  1877  gave  the  power  of 
holding  Quarter  Sessions  more  often 
than  those  already  fixed ;  but  he  had  no 
doubt  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor 
Qeneral  for  Ireland  would  look  into  the 
matter  and  satisfy  himself  as  to  the 
existence  of  the  necessary  powers,  as  it 
was  obvious  that  if  sufficient  power  did 
not  exist  for  the  provision  of  the  re- 
quisite number  of  Revision  Courts  some 
further  provision  ought  to  be  made  for 
the  purpose  of  insuring  that  result. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walkeb)  said,  the 
Ballot  Act  of  1872  provided  certain  ma- 
chinery for  the  appointment  of  new 
polling  districts,  and  that  Act  was 
amended  by  the  Act  of  1873,  which 
latter  Act  also  provided  machinery  for 
the  appointment  of  Revision  Courts. 
The  two  things  were  perfectly  dis- 
tinct. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  quite  agreed 
that  the  3rd  section  of  the  Act  of  1873, 
which  amended  the  Ballot  Act  of  1872, 
gave  the  Lord  Lieutenant  power  to  pro- 
vide Revision  Courts  where  necessary ; 
but  what  he  complained  of  was  that  this 
power  was  never  exercised  by  the  Lord 
JLieutenant.  In  the  case  of  Dublin 
it  was  only  after  a  tremendous  struggle 
that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  was  induced 
to  prive  some  additional  Revision  Courts, 
and  he  gave  them  with  a  most  meagre 
hand.  The  gpreatest  possible  pressure 
had  to  be  brought  to  bear  on  that  occa- 
sion ;  several  Memorials  were  sent  to  the 
Xiord  Lieutenant  on  the  subject,  and  the 
result  was  that  he  did  not  give  half  the 
Courts  that  were  wanted.  When,  how- 
ever, the  Tories  found  that  they  had  not 
a  sufficient  number  of  Revision  Courts 
in  Monaghan,  and  the  magistrates  sent 
up  an  application  for  additional  Courts, 
the  county  being  formerly  a  Tory 
county,  they  were  able  to  get  what 
they  wanted.  Why,  he  asked,  did  not 
the  Government  undertake  to  deal  with 
this  matter?  There  ought  to  be  some 
hard-and-fast  line  laid  down  for  the 
appointment  of  a  certain  number  of 
persons  to  hold  Revision  Courts,  or  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  should  be  compelled  to 
^ve  a  Revision  Court  for  every  1,000 
electors.  As  the  matter  at  present  stood, 
the   section  of  the  Act  of  Parliament 


which  gave  the  existing  power  said  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  might  by  Order  in 
Council  appoint  Revision  Courts,  and  so 
forth.  He  (Mr.  Healy)  would  not  say 
that  there  ought  to  be  a  Court  in  every 
Petty  Sessional  district ;  but  he  thought 
there  ought  to  be  one  in  every  town  of 
any  size — say,  with  a  population  of 
2,000,  or  having  Town  Commissioners. 
Revision  Courts  ought  to  be  held  in  all 
such  places — at  any  rate  for  the  present 
year.  He  would  not  carry  his  proposi- 
tion beyond  this — It  was  proposed  to 
appoint  a  greater  number  of  Revising 
Barristers,  and  to  take  other  additional 
means  to  provide  for  the  registration 
necessitated  by  the  Franchise  Act ;  and 
he  thought,  therefore,  the  Government 
ought  to  be  anxious  to  see  that  the  new 
law  was  properly,  fairly,  and  efficiently 
carried  out  in  every  respect. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  the  circumstances  connected  with 
the  present  legislation  would  necessarily 
require  a  much  larger  scheme  of  revi- 
sion than  would  be  requisite  in  ordinary 
years ;  and  he  would  promise,  on  behalf 
of  the  Government,  that  the  matter 
should  be  carefully  considered  in  the 
spirit  indicated  by  the  last  observations 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy). 

Mb.  CALLAN  said,  he  was  afraid  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Monaghan 
did  not  go  far  enough.  That  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would  be  content 
with  having  a  Revision  Court  in  each 
town  where  there  were  Town  Commis- 
sioners; but,  if  this  recommendation 
were  adopted,  it  would  leave  a  large 
number  of  small  towns  that  had  not 
Town  Commissioners  without  any  means 
of  revision  at  all.  In  his  own  county 
(Louth)  there  were  only  two  Courts, 
which,  he  contended,  were  not  enough. 
There  ought  to  be  one  at  least  in 
each  barony,  which  would  give  ^y^ 
instead  of  two  Revision  Courts  to  the 
county. 

Mr.  healy  said,  he  wished  to  know, 
before  the  clause  was  agreed  to,  whe- 
ther the  Government  did  not  think  it 
necessary  to  indicate  the  Schedules  re- 
ferred to  in  the  Bill  by  numbers  or  ini- 
tials ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL .  BANNERMAN 
said,  he  was  afraid  they  could  hardly 
amend  the  Bill  in  that  way  at  the  pre- 
sent moment;  but  he  would  consider 
what  it  would  be  best  to  do  on  Report. 
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Oa  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Campbell- 
Bankerscan,  the  following  Amendment 
made: — In  page  2,  line  25,  after 
'•  the,"  insert  "  ttecond." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  6  (Hemuneration  of  officers. 
13  &  14  Vict.  c.  69.  B.  73;  31  &  32 
Vict.  c.  49.  s.  23). 

Me.  E.  power  moved  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  effect  that  the  power  of 
fixing  the  remuneration  of  collectors  of 
Unions  and  poor  rate  collectors  for 
their  senrices  in  carrying  the  Begistra- 
tion  Act  into  effect  should  be  vested  in 
Boards  of  Guardians,  and  not  in  the 
Local  Grovemment  Board  for  Ireland,  as 
was  proposed  by  the  clause.  He  said 
he  was  at  a  loss  to  understand  what  it 
was  that  induced  the  Government  to  put 
such  a  power  in  the  hands  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  as  would  be  given 
to  them  under  this  section  if  it  were 
carried  without  amendment.  Of  all  the 
public  Boards  in  Ireland,  he  did  not 
think  there  was  any  so  unpopular  as  the 
Local  Government  Board.  He  should 
like  to  know  on  what  ground  they 
were  to  be  asked  to  place  in  the  hands 
of  a  more  or  less  irresponsible  authority 
the  disbursement  of  those  payments,  an 
expenditure  to  which  they  did  not  con- 
tribute, while  those  who  actually  did 
contribute  the  means  of  paying  the 
money  were  to  have  no  voice  in  the 
manner  in  which  it  was  to  be  expended? 
The  ratepayers  had  no  control  whatever 
over  the  Local  Government  Board  in 
Ireland ;  and  this  fact  sufficiently 
showed  how  differently  the  two  coun- 
tries were  treated,  because  in  England 
the  ratepayers  had  perfect  control  over 
the  manner  in  which  the  money  they 
contributed  was  to  be  spent.  He  found 
that  in  England  it  was  necessary  that  a 
certificate  should  be  given  to  the  over- 
seers by  the  Revising  Barrister,  under 
Section  57  of  the  principal  Act,  for  ex- 
penses incurred  in  carrying  into  effect 
the  provisions  of  the  Act,  this  certificate 
to  be  final  and  conclusive,  provided  it 
was  signed  by  the  Revising  Barrister  in 
the  open  Court.  In  Ireland,  however, 
there  was  no  open  Court  in  the  case.  In 
addition  to  the  provision  he  had  just 
quoted,  the  ratepayers  in  England  had 
a  right  to  inspect  the  accounts  and  ob- 
ject to  any  items  before  they  were 
allowed  by  the  Revising  Barrister. 
Therefore,  in  England  the  ratepayers 


had  a  perfect  right  to  object  to  any  item 
of  expenditure  brought  before  the  Re- 
vising Barrister  for  his  signature ;  but 
under  the  present  Bill  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  might  expend  ten  times  too 
much  or  ten  times  too  little,  and  the  un« 
fortunate  ratepayers  would  have  no 
voice  whatever  in  the  matter.  Another 
point  was,  that  in  this  instance  the  Go- 
vernment had  departed  from  the  course 
pursued  in  regard  to  former  Registra- 
tion Bills.  By  the  Bill  of  1 850  he  found 
that  the  Guardians  had  the  power  of 
fixing  the  salaries  of  all  the  officers,  and 
paying  them  for  any  expenses  they 
might  have  been  put  to ;  and  he  should 
like  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  to  say  why  he  had  departed 
from  this  precedent,  and  thrown  the 
power  into  the  hands  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  in  Dublin  ?  He  (Mr. 
R.  Power)  might  say  that  he  thought  it 
would  have  been  much  better  if  the  ex- 
pense had  not  to  be  taken  from  the 
local  rates  at  all ;  but  the  Government 
had  determined  not  only  that  the  money 
was  to  be  contributed  by  the  ratepayers, 
but  that  those  who  made  the  contribu- 
tion should  have  no  voice  whatever  in 
regard  to  its  disbursement.  If  the 
Local  Government  Board  were  to  retain 
the  power  of  paying  those  salaries,  and 
the  ratepayers  were  to  have  no  voice  in 
the  matter,  the  Grovernment  ought  to 
have  brought  forward  some  different 
scheme  by  which  the  Local  Government 
Board  would  be  guided,  and  not  leave 
it  to  that  body  to  pay  twice  as  much  in 
one  place  as  they  might  pay  in  another. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  3,  line  12,  to  leave  out  the  words 
"Local  Government  Board  for  ][reland."  in 
order  to  insert  the  words  ''Board  of  Guar- 
dians,''—(if  r.  Richard  Power,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
'  Local  Government  Board  for  Ireland ' 
stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  it  was  the  opinion  of  the  Gt>vem- 
ment  that  the  Local  Gt)vernment  Board 
was  the  best  qualified  body  to  secure  a 
reasonable  and  not  too  high  a  remunera- 
tion being  paid  to  those  public  servants 
for  the  performance  of  these  duties. 

Mb.  lewis  thought  that  if  there 
were  need  for  the  intervention  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  or  some  other 
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•BufHcient  authority,  for  the  purpose  of 
seeing  justice  done  between  the  clerks 
and  collectors  of  Unions  and  the  rate- 
payers, this  was  the  case  in  which  it  had 
arisen.  He  had  to  remind  the  Com- 
mittee of  an  instance  he  had  brought 
before  the  House  on  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill,  only  two  days  ago.  He  had 
then  informed  the  House  that  the  Athy 
Board  of  Quardians  had  proposed  to 
appoint  certain  gentlemen  who  were 
secretaries  of  the  National  League  for 
the  purpose  of  making  out  the  list  of 
voters  in  the  various  Unions.  This 
proposal  was  brought  before  the  Board 
without  any  previous  notice;  and  al- 
though the  attention  of  the  Guardians 
was  called  to  this  fact,  and  they  were 
asked  to  postpone  the  matter  in  order 
that  due  notice  might  be  given,  they 
bad  declined  to  do  so,  but  had  there  and 
then,  on  the  spot,  appointed  as  fit  and 
proper  persons  to  make  out  the  new 
lists  seven  gentlemen  whose  special 
qualification  was  that  they  were  secre- 
taries to  the  National  League.  At  the 
next  meeting  it  was  proposed  to  fix  their 
remuneration.  Now,  if  this  sort  of 
thing  were  to  be  tolerated  elsewhere  in 
Ireland,  it  would  be  easy  to  imagine 
what  sort  of  a  remuneration  would  be 
g^ven.  One  particular  class  of  persons 
they  would  remunerate  handsomely, 
while  another  class  would  hardly  be  re- 
munerated at  all.  With  respect  to  the 
Amendment  before  the  Committee,  he 
regarded  it  as  utterly  unintelligible  and 
unworkable,  and,  moreover,  wanting  in 
point  of  definition.  It  was  an  essential 
matter,  in  which  the  independence  of  a 
Government  Board  was  necessary,  to  see 
fair  play  between  the  ratepayers  and 
the  officers.  In  England  it  was  a 
different  matter ;  the  business  of  making 
out  the  lists  lay  with  the  overseers,  who 
were  not  entitled  to  receive  anything  but 
their  expenses.  No  doubt  they  could 
remunerate  any  sub-ofiicial  for  manual 
labour;  but  the  "bills'*  referred  to  on 
these  occasions  were  not  bills  for  remu- 
neration, for  he  believed,  as  a  matter  of 
law,  they  were  not  entitled  to  remunera- 
tion. But  they  were  allowed  expenses, 
which  were  audited  in  the  public  ac- 
counts, the  overseer,  however,  giving 
his  services  just  as  the  Sheriff  did  in 
other  matters,  without  receiving  remu- 
neration. He  hoped  the  Government 
would  be  firm  in  holding  to  their 
clause. 


Mr.  sexton   said,    it   was   but  a 
trivial  opposition  which  had  been  offered 
to  the  Amendment.  Though  the  terms  of 
the  Amendment  were  not  perhaps  those  a 
cultured  lawyer  would  use,  still  the  ob- 
ject was  quite  clear ;  it  waste  take  away 
irom  the  central  body  the  power  of  fix- 
ing   the    remuneration   of  clerks   and 
others    concerned  in    the    business  of 
registration,  giving  that  power  in  each 
Union  to  the  Board  of  Guardians ;  and 
he  thought    the   Board  of    Guardians 
would  be  a  more  fitting  body  to  fix  the 
remuneration  than  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  in  Dublin.     In  the  first 
place,  the  Board  of  Guardians  would 
provide  the  money ;  and  generally,  un- 
less some   incapacity  could  be  shown, 
the   people   who   had  to    provide  the 
money  for  the    discharge  of    a  public 
duty  ought,  through  their  representa- 
tives, to  be  allowed  to  say  the  extent  to 
which  their  money  should  be  expended. 
The  Local  Government  Board  had  not 
that  knowledge  of  what  would  be  the 
work  under  the  new  franchise  to  enable 
them  to  fix  a  scale  with  adequate  speed. 
If  the  clause  were  agreed  upon  in  its 
present  form,  and  the  Bill  in  due  course 
was    sent  up  to  the  House  of  Lords, 
where,  after  a  time,  it  might  pass  and 
ultimately    receive   the  Boyal   Assent, 
then,  and  not  till  then,  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  set   about  fixing  the 
scale  of  remuneration.     This  would  be 
productive  of  something  very  like  dis- 
aster to  the  public  interest.     The  de- 
mand on  the  time  of  the  public  rate 
collectors  would  be  overpowering ;  and 
if  they  were  left  in  doubt  for  a  month 
or  six  weeks  as  to  what  remuneration 
they  would  receive  for  their  extra  duty, 
they  would  go  about  that  duty  in  a  care- 
less apathetic  manner,  instead  of  with 
that  energy  the  public  interest  required. 
He  took  it  to  be  a  prime  requisite  that 
the  collectors  should  know  immediately 
or  very  soon  how  much  they  were  to  get ; 
and  if   the  Government  accepted  the 
Amendment    allowing    the   Boards    of 
Guardians  to  fix  the  amount  of  remu- 
neration, the    Boards    would  at  once, 
from  their  knowledge  of  local  circum- 
stances, knowing  the  number  of  people 
to  be  put  upon  the  Hegister,  the  extent 
of  work  from  each  collector,  their  know- 
ledge of  the  rate-producing    Hetiums 
and  their  funds  in  hand,  take  a  full  view 
of  all  the  elements  of  the  case,  and  hs. 
a  fair  scale  of  remuneration.    If, -on  the 
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otber  hand,  out  of  an  obstinate  desire  to 
leave  all  power  in  the  hands  of  a  cen- 
tral body,  taking  it  out  of  the  hands  of 
Boards  having  only  a  limited  represen- 
tation, if  the  Government  persevered  in 
that,  then  the  result  would  be  that 
nothing  definite  would  be  known  for 
weeks  to  come  as  to  the  amount  of  re- 
muneration to  collectors,  and  necessarily 
^e  effect  would  be  that  collectors  would 
not  interest  themselves  as  they  ought ; 
they  would  know  you  could  not  really  re- 
cover penalties,  though  they  were  in  the 
Act;  and  thousands  or  tens  of  thou- 
sands of  people  entitled  to  be  on  the 
Electoral  BoU  would  have  their  names 
omitted. 

Mr.  T.  a.  DICKSON  said,  he  hoped 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Waterford  (Mr.  R.  Power)  would  not  be 
accepted.  He  thouerht  it  most  undesir- 
able to  throw  upon  Boards  of  Guardians, 
among  whom  in  Ireland,  as  was  well 
known,  strong  Party  feeling  existed, 
delicate  work  of  this  kind  in  connection 
with  the  registration  of  voters ;  and  that 
rate  collectors  and  clerks  of  Unions 
should  be  solely  dependent  on  Boards 
of  Guardians.  He  did  not  think  the 
latter  wanted  any  such  power,  and  he 
knew  that  rate  collectors  and  clerks  of 
Unions  wished  to  have  the  scale  of  re- 
muneration fixed  by  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board ;  and  he  also  believed  that 
rate  collectors  knew  already  that  they 
were  to  be  paid  for  the  work,  and  he 
believed  they  would  enter,  and  were 
entering,  on  the  work  with  pleasure. 
Hitherto  they  had  done  the  work  and 
were  paid  nothing,  and  it  would  be 
most  undesirable  to  accept  an  Amend- 
ment, the  result  of  which  would  probably 
be  great  inequality  in  the  scale  of  pay- 
ment throughout  the  Unions  in  Ireland, 
some  Unions  paying  highly,  others  pay- 
ing very  little.  He  thought  a  fixed 
scale,  puch  as  was  the  case  in  preparing 
the  jury  lists,  should  be  arranged  by  the 
Local  Government  Board,  and  then  col- 
lectors would  know  how  they  were  to  be 
paid. 

Mr.  CALL  an  said,  he  was  surprised 
at  the  grounds  upon  which  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  T.  A.  Dickson)  objected 
to  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Waterford  (Mr.  R.  Power).  The 
hon.  Member  spoke  of  irregularity  in 
payments;  he  was  surprised  that  an 
hon.  Gentleman  should  hand  himself 
over  to  the  interest  of  a  narrow  class  to 
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the  detriment  of  the  constitaency  he  re* 
presented.     He  stated  that  it  was  nnds- 
sirable  that  Boards  of  Guardians  shooM 
have  the  power  of  fixing  the  remunera- 
tion, and  he  said  rate  collectors  wert 
paid  nothing  for  the  work  now.    But 
then,  when  they  proposed  to  collect  tl»s 
rates  in  certain  parishes,  they  were  wdl 
aware  of  the  duty  that  would  devolts 
upon  them  in  connection  with  Beviiioi 
Sessions ;  and  therefore,  in*making  their 
estimate    for  what  they  would  do  th« 
collection,  they  took  into  condderatiot 
the  duty  of  preparing  the  Electoral  BolL 
He  said  the  Board  of  Guardians  did  not 
wish  for  the  power;  but  he  would  ask 
the  hon.  Member,  was  there  any  Fetitiot 
from  any  Board  of  Guardians  asking  the 
House  not   to   impose  this  duty  npoa 
them?    Was  there  any  Beeolution ex- 
pressive of  the  wish  that  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  should  take  this  powsr 
from  them?    He  (Mr.  Callan)  sUted, 
with  all  the  authority  that  attached  to 
the  Bepresentative  of  a  large  county, 
that  the  Boards  of  Guardians  did  not 
wish  to  have  the  power  of  fixing  the  rs- 
muneration ;  but  he  would  ask  the  hon. 
Member  to  state  in  the  House,  could  be 
point  to  a  single  vote  of  any  Board  o( 
Guardians    in  Ireland    expressing  di- 
rectly, indirectly,  or  by  implication,  any 
such  wish  ?     He  knew  the  hon.  Memb« 
had  been  entrusted  with  a  number  of  let- 
ters from  officials  of  the  Poor  Law  Board; 
but  he  had  yet  to  learn  that  the  boa. 
Member  had  representations  from  Botidi 
of  Guardians,  in  Tyrone  or  elsewhere, 
suggesting  that  any  Board  wished  to 
have  this  power  taken  from  them.    If  «o« 
then  perhaps  the  hon.  Member  vooU 
avail  himself  the  opportunity,  and  gift 
the  name  of  any  Board  of  Guardians,  b 
substantiate  his  assertion  he  had  vet- 
turod    to    make   in    opposition   to  tbi 
Amendment. 

Mr.  T.  a.  DICKSON  said,  from  Wi 
own  knowledge  he  was  certain  tbit 
Boards  of  Guardians  did  not  wish  tbit 
work  cast  upon  them. 

Mr.  callan  said,  he  accepted  thai 
explanation.  The  hon.  Membra  ex* 
pression  was  *'  Boards  of  Guardians  did 
not  wish  it."  But  to  turn  to  the  ob- 
jections of  the  hon.  Member  for  Loodoa- 
derry  (Mr.  Lewis).  First,  he  must  wsf 
the  clause  contained  that  to  whiob  Irnb 
Members  for  years  bad  objeoted— tbt 
levying  of  taxation  without  leptassita' 
tion.     One  of  the  great  objections  lotbe 
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Grand  Jury  Laws  was  that  they  gare 
the  power  of  levying  rates  without  the 
representation  of  the  ratepayers ;  and  so 
this  Bill  would  withhold  representation 
from   the   ratepayers,   while  imposing 
taxation.    Some  two  years  since,  there 
was  a  Bill  before  the  House,  and  re- 
ferred to  a  Select  Committee  on  which 
he  (Mr.  Callan)  sat,  a  Bill  in  reference  to 
the  superannuation  of  Poor  Law  officers ; 
and  what  substantially  killed  that  Bill 
in  Committee  so  effectually  that  the  Go- 
vemment  did    not  bring  forward  the 
question  now  was  the  demand  by  Mr. 
HobinsoD,  Chief  Commissioner  and  re- 
presentative of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  that  the  Board  should  have  the 
power  of  fixing  the  retiring  allowances 
of  Poor  Law  officers,  overriding  the  au- 
thority of  the  elected  Guardians,  and 
now  there  was  the  attempt  made  by  the 
Oovernment.  undercover  of  this  Bill,  to 
take  away  from  the  Poor  Law  Guardians 
the  power  of  fixing  the  remuneration  of 
those  officers.     The  hon.  Member  for 
Londonderry  said  the  Amendment  was 
an  attempt  to  g^ve  power  to  Boards  of 
Ouardians  such  as  they  had  never  had  ; 
but  the  bon.  Member,  though  represent- 
ing an  Irish  constituency,  could  not  have 
read  the  Irish  Poor  Law  Act,   or  he 
would  know  that    under  tho  existing 
law  power  of  fixing  salaries  was  given 
to  the  Poor  Law   Guardians.    Every 
item  of  expense,  however,  was  audited 
by  the  Government  auditor,  and  unless 
this  official  sanctioned  the  expenditure, 
he  surcharged   the  unfortunate  Guar- 
dians who  signed  the  chequo.     Nothing 
could  be  paid  that  was  not  approved  by 
the  Government  auditor.  He(Mr.  Callau) 
certainly  strongly  supported  the  Amend- 
ment for  many  reasons,  and  was  sur- 
prised that  it  was  resisted  by  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
who  be  believed  had  never  attended  a 
Board  meeting  on  a  single  occasion ;  or 
if  he  had  done  so,  he  (Mr.  Callan)  would 
be  glad  to  be  corrected.     On  the  other 
hand,  let  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  bring 
forward  any  single  instance  of  neglect 
by  Boards  of  Guardians  of  the  duty  that 
fell  upon    officials  under  the  existing 
Begistration   Act.    If    such    could    be 
shown,  there  might  be  some  reason  for 
introducing    this    clause  into  the  Bill. 
Until  a  sufficient  reason  was  shown,  he 
certainly  thought  Irish  Members  were 
bound  to  support  the  hon.  Member  for 
Waterford.      The    Local    GK>vemment 


Board  of  Ireland — in  fact,  the  Irish 
Executive — knewthat  in  the  near  future 
there  would  be  some  extension  of  local 
self-government,  and  so  they  wished  to 
absorb  and  gather  to  themselves  all  the 
power  they  possibly  could,  so  as  to  leave 
County  Boards,  when  appointed,  as  little 
as  possible  to  control.  He  was  most 
anxious  that  Poor  Law  collectors  and 
clerks  of  Unions  should  be  properly  re- 
munerated for  the  work  imposed  upon 
them ;  and  unless  a  case  could  be  made 
out  showing  the  incapacity  or  disincli- 
nation of  Boards  of  Guardians  to 
fix  the  scale,  he  should  support  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Waterford. 

Mr.  CHARLES  EUSSELL  said,  he 
rose  to  offer  a  suggestion.  He  was  in 
favour  of  the  principle  that  those  re- 
sponsible for  raising  the  rates  should 
have  the  ordering  of  their  distribution ; 
and,  certainly,  he  was  not  in  favour  of 
putting  all  control  over  the  remunera- 
tion in  the  hands  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board;  but  he  thought  there  were 
certain  possible  difficulties  that,  in  deal- 
ing with  particular  work  of  this  kind, 
might  create  some  inconvenience.  It 
was  desirable  there  should  be  remunera- 
tion provided  for  these  officers  for  work 
done,  and  it  should  also  be  provided 
that  there  should  be  eome  uniformity 
of  payment,  some  system,  so  that  one 
set  of  Guardians  should  not  proceed 
on  one  principle,  and  others  upon  a 
principle  totally  different.  It  seemed 
to  him  the  power  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  in  reference  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  officers,  suggested  an  analogy 
which  might  be  followed  in  the  pre- 
sent case.  The  clerks  and  collectors 
were  appointed  by  the  Guardians,  but 
in  each  case  subject  to  the  approval  of 
the  Local  Government  Board ;  and  he 
would  suggest  that,  in  the  present  case 
— of  course,  the  language  of  the  clause 
would  require  alteration — the  action  of 
the  Guardians  should  be  subject  to  the 
approval  of  the  Local  Government 
Board.  That  would  bring  matters  into 
exact  analogy  with  the  power  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  at  present, 
and  would  effect  something  like  an  uni- 
formity of  payment  all  over  the  country. 
An  hon.  Friend  near  him  said  the 
Board  of  Guardians  gave  no  remune- 
ration ;  but  that  point  was  answered  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Louth  (Mr.  Callan). 
Undoubtedly,  the  collectors  knew  of  the 
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conditions  when  they  accepted  office; 
they  knew  the  character  of  the  work  ex- 
pected from  them.  So  much  for  the 
general  question ;  but  he  took  the  op- 
portunity of  asking  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  a  question  upon  another 
point.  This  clause  provided  for  the  re- 
muneration of  a  new  set  of  officers 
under  new  circumstances ;  but  he  did 
not  know  whether  representations  had 
been  made  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
as  they  had  been  to  himself  and  other 
hon.  Members,  in  relation  to  the  case  of 
those  who  had  performed  corresponding 
work,  or  a  great  part  of  it,  in  relation 
to  boroughs  now  disfranchised — whether 
these  officers  had  a  fair  claim  for  com- 
pensation ?  He  knew  that  in  some  in- 
stances the  remuneration  of  clerks  and 
county  officials  had  been  fixed  in  con- 
sideration of  work  done  in  connection 
with  revision  when  they  accepted  office. 
He  did  not  know  that  this  was  strictly 
germane  to  the  present  discussion ;  but 
he  desired  to  mention  it. 

Mb.    CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  as  to  the  last  question  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Oentleman  (Mr.    Charles 
Bussell),  he  did  not  think  it  arose  under 
this  clause;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
representations  had  been  made  by  town 
clerks  of  boroughs  about  to  be  merged, 
but  he  could  not  say  the  claim  could  be 
allowed — they  must  follow  the  fate  of 
their  brethren  elsewhere;   he  was   al- 
most sure  it  never  had  been  done.    As 
to  the  new  proposal  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend,  as  he  said  before,  he 
was  very   much  in  the  hands  of    the 
Committee.     He  preferred  himself  the 
Bill  as  it  stood.     He  could  assure  hon. 
Members — though,  perhaps,  they  would 
not  accept  that  assurance  as  worth  much — 
that  the  Local  Government  Board  were 
not  so  gluttonous  of  authority  that  they 
desired  to  assume  a  duty  of  this  sort ; 
but  the  Government  thought  they  were 
an  independent  body,  to  whom  might 
be  entrusted  the  interests  that  had  to  be 
considered.     Next  to  that,  to  provide 
for  the  payment  of  clerks  of  Unions  by 
the  Boards  of  Guardians,  subject  to  the 
approval  and  control  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment  Board,   would,   perhaps,    be 
better  than  leaving  them  absolutely  at 
the  mercy  of  the  Guardians,  who  were 
often — he  did  not  wish  to  say  anything 
against  them,  but  in  matters  of    this 
sort,  touching  politics,  were  apt  to  be 

Mr.  Charlei  Rmsell 


swayed  by  political  Party  feelings.  If 
he  found  a  strong  expression  of  o|Hnkm 
in  favour  of  the  compromise,  he  should 
not  be  disposed  to  stand  oat  against  it ; 
but  still  he  would  prefer  to  leave  the 
clause  as  it  was. 

Mb.   GIBSON  said,  he  did  not  un- 
derstand the  tone  of  the  speech  of  the 
right    hon.    Gentleman    opposite.     A 
Minister  of  tho  Crown  came  there,  and 
threw  his  discretion  on  the  floor  id  the 
House  for  any  Member  to  pick  up,  abta- 
doning  that  reasonable    indepeodeaee 
he  was  bound  to    assume  as  Ministv 
of  the  Crown.     ["  Ob,  oh !  "]    He  (Mr. 
Gibson)    expressed    his    opinion  as  il 
presented  itself  to  his  mind  on  this  as 
on  other  questions ;  but  he  passed  to 
the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  and  leaned 
Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr.  Charles  Biu- 
sell),  which,  of  course,  was  ingenioosi 
as  would  be  expected.    But  did  it  hold 
water  ?    Would  it  not  be  op«i  to  thif 
broad  objection  of  a  substantial  kind— 
that  the  Local  Government  Board*  » 
the  Bill  stood,  was  the  central  body  to 
lay  down  the  rule  for  the  whole  of  thi 
Boards  of  Guardians  in  Ireland  ?— that 
was  clear  and  authoritative,  speakiB^ 
from  a  neutral  standpoint,  and  layiif 
down  a  rule  for  the  guidance  of  all  lie- 
land.    But  supposing  the  suggestion  ol 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  adopted, 
then  Boards  of  Guardians — it  might  bt 
several  sets  of  them  in  the  same  eomtj 
— would  have  very  different  aiandpoiBti. 
One  Board  would  have  a  very  difletsat 
standard  from  another  Board ;  and  tk 
Local  Government   Board,    instead  ol 
laying  down  one  scale,  might  hafo  ti 
consider  and  adjust  from  40  to  80  scsUi 
for  the  whole  of  Ireland.    Suppose  froa 
the  North  of  Ireland— he  did  not  kaov 
whether  they  were  more  liberal  tk«i 
than    in  the    South — but  suppose  tW 
Local  Government  Board  found  this  ii 
the  North  or  the  West,  or  elaevhere. 
there  was  one  scale  laid  down  for  tk 
payment  of    clerks    and    oolleetors  ^ 
Unions — a  high  scale,  which,  with  ibo£* 
fication,  the  Local  Govemm^it  Bosd 
approved — and  then  suppose  from  mr 
other  part  of  Ireland  an  entirely  dif- 
ferent scale  was  presented  lor  exacdr 
the  same  work,  what  would  the  LocsK 
Government  Board  do  ?    Ware  A«y  ** 
I  drop  the  rate  agreed  on  to  the  low 
I  scale,  or  were  they  to  raise  the  few 
I  scale  to  the  figure  agreed  upoa  ?    Thi5 
I 
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must  level  up  or  level  down,  and  if  that 
was  the  way  the  Amendment  would 
work,  would  it  not  be  doing  the  very 
same  thing:  the  Bill  would  do  as  it 
stood  ?  What  would  be  gained  by  the 
proposed  alteration  ?  As  he  understood 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  declared 
to  stand  by  the  clauses  of  the  Bill. 

Mr,  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN 
laid,  what  he  stated  was  that  there  were 
two  ways  of  providing  payment — by  the 
Local  Government  Board  and  by  the 
Guardians.  He  pointed  out  the  pros 
and  eoM^  and,  of  the  two,  thought  the 
method  proposed  in  the  Bill  was  the 
best. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  he  understood, 
however,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
in  his  original  speech,  stated  he  was 
then  prepared  to  remain  of  the  opinion 
of  those  who  approved  of  the  BiU,  and 
to  stand  by  the  clauses  as  drawn ;  and 
he  rather  reprobated  the  statement  from 
the  Opposition  Benches,  that  the  way  in 
which  he  presented  his  views  was 
weak-kneed.  It  was  rather  surprising, 
then,  just  now,  to  find  the  right  hon. 
hon.  Gentleman  had  lapsed  into  a  moral 
position  that  beggared  all  description. 
He  was  unaware  what  course  would  be 
taken  now  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ; 
he  had  left  the  Committee  in  that  at- 
mosphere of  doubt  hon.  Gentlemen  were 
so  familiar  with  in  relation  to  greater 
questions  than  an  Irish  Begistration 
Bill.  If  there  was  a  division,  he  should 
certainly  support  the  wisdom  that  sug- 
gested the  original  draft  of  the  Bill; 
and  he  awaited  with  curiosity  and  pain- 
ful suspense  to  know  what  would  be  the 
ultimate  action  of  the  Irish  Executive. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  Committee  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  that  when  a 
Minister  went  out  of  his  way,  as  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  lieutenant 
had  done,  to  say  that  he  would  pay  some 
little  attention  to  the  opinions  of  private 
Members,  he  was  doing  a  rather  good 
thing  in  departing  from  the  usual  fashion 
of  Ministers,  and  ought  to  be  encouraged. 
The  point  at  issue  was  who  should  settle 
how  much  should  be  paid  to  those  clerks 
and  collectors;  and  it  seemed  to  him 
that  both  sides  had  proved  their  case. 
One  aide  said  the  Poor  Law  Guardians 
riiould  settle  it,  and  the  other  that  the 


Local  Government  Board  should  do  so. 
But  one  party  proved  that  the  Local 
Government  Board  was  a  very  bad 
authority,  and  the  other  that  the  Guar- 
dians were  a  bad  authority ;  and,  so  far 
as  he  was  concerned,  he  thought  both 
parties  were  right.  The  Guardians  were 
a  bad  authority  because  they  might  be 
on  one  side  or  the  other  in  politics,  and, 
therefore,  there  would  be  no  uniformity 
over  the  country.  The  fact  was  that  the 
question  was  not  local,  but  Imperial; 
and  it  was  a  bad  thing  to  leave  it  to 
local  bodies  to  settle  how  much  should 
be  paid  for  what  really  was  an  Imperial 
work.  The  Guardians  might  say — **  We 
do  not  care  how  the  list  of  voters  is  cut 
down ;  they  can  cut  it  down  to  nothing 
at  all  if  they  like."  Then  the  people 
who  argued  that  the  Local  Government 
Board  was  an  equally  bad  authority 
were  quite  right,  because  it  was  unrea- 
sonable that,  the  Guardians  having  to 
pay  the  money,  the  Local  Government 
Board  should  settle  the  amount.  Speak- 
ing generally,  he  thought  it  was  a  very 
wrong  thing  to  extract  this  money  from 
the  Guardians  at  all.  It  was  making 
the  localities  pay  for  Imperial  purposes ; 
and  so  strongly  did  he  object  to  the  pro- 
posal, that,  on  a  future  occasion,  he 
should  have  to  move  an  Amendment  on 
the  point.  Whether  the  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians settled  the  salaries  or  the  Local 
Gt)vernment  Board,  both  systems,  it  had 
been  proved,  would  give  rise  to  great 
inconvenience.  The  money  should  be 
taken  from  the  Imperial  taxes.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Dundalk  (Mr.  Charles  HusseU)  had 
proposed  a  compromise  about  as  good 
as  they  could  adopt,  to  the  effect  that 
the  Guardians  should  settle  the  money 
in  the  first  place,  and  that  the  Locid 
Government  Board  should  have  some 
power  of  revision.  That  was  a  practical 
way  to  carry  out  the  scheme — an  excel- 
lent compromise  for  getting  out  of  the 
difficulty.  Very  often  the  Boards  of 
Guardians  would  be  anxious  to  over-pay 
the  collectors  and  clerks,  or,  at  any 
rate,  to  increase  their  salaries  unduly, 
and  then  the  Local  Government  Board 
would  come  in  and  say  that  too  much 
was  being  paid,  and  cut  down  the  sala- 
ries. He  knew  cases  in  which  the  Guar- 
dians fixed  salaries  at  much  too  high  a 
figure,  and  where  the  Local  Government 
Board  had  to  cut  them  down.      The 
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Guardians  bad  to  give  reasons  for  fixing 
salaries  so  high ;  but,  as  be  bad  said, 
tbe  real  difficulty  was  as  to  wbo  should 
pay  this  money.  No  matter  who  fixed 
the  salary,  tbe  stiog  of  tbe  thing  would 
remain ;  the  payment  was  the  real  sting. 
If  they  went  to  a  division,  be  should 
support  the  hon.  Member  for  Waterford 
(Mr.  R.  Power),  more  because  the  hon. 
Member  had  moved  tbe  Amendment 
than  anything  else.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
be  did  not  think  his  constituents  cared 
one  halfpenny  about  tbe  whole  matter. 

Mr.  CHARLES  RUSSELL  said,  he 
rose  for  tbe  purpose  of  saying  a  word 
which  be  thought  should  be  said  by 
someone.  The  right  bon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant, in  dealing  with  tbe  Amendment, 
in  the  first  instance,  bad  pointed  out 
what  must  be  obvious  to  everyone  who 
considered  tbe  matter  at  all --namely, 
that  it  involved  no  very  grave  principle 
on  which  tbe  fate  of  a  Government  might 
depend,  and  that  it  was  not  a  matter 
which  should  excite  any  very  great  beat 
in  tbe  breast  of  bon.  Members.  Tbe 
right  bon.  Gentleman  tbe  Chief  Secre- 
tary objected  to  have  it  said  that  be  bad 
a  preference  personally  for  a  particular 
course;  he  would  be  quite  willing  to 
defer  to  tbe  general  view  of  bon.  Mem- 
bers representing  Ireland  who  were  in- 
terested in  the  clause.  Tbe  right  bon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
tbe  University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson) 
thereupon  thought  himself  justified,  for- 
sooth, in  getting  up  and  condemning 
what  he  called  tbe  weak-kneed,  and  what 
tbe  bon.  Member  for  Londonderry  (Mr. 
Lewis]  called  the  fiabby,  expressions  of 
tbe  right  bon.  Gentleman  tbe  Chief 
Secretary.  He  (Mr.  Charles  Russell), 
however,  thought  the  Irish  Members 
ought  to  be  extremely  grateful  to  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  doing  that  which  it 
was  the  obvious  duty  of  every  Minister 
to  do,  whatever  Department  he  repre- 
sented, in  consulting,  as  far  as  be  could, 
those  who  were  especially  interested  in 
tbe  question.  Tbe  question  was  asked — 
What  would  be  tbe  result  of  this  Amend- 
ment if  carried  ?  Why,  the  result  of  it 
would  be  this.  One  Board  of  Guardians 
might  ^x  one  scale  of  remuneration, 
while  another  Board  of  Guardians  might 
fix  another,  although  practically  tbe 
amount  of  work  to  be  done  by  the  officers 
of  tbe  Boards  would  be  almost  tbe  same. 

Colonel  Nolan 


Tbe  Local  Government  Board  wooM 
have,  and  ought  to  have,  regard  to  th« 
local  expression  of  opinion  of  those  who 
bad  to  raise  the  money,  but  that  they 
should  not  be  absolutely  bound  by  thit 
expression  of  opinion  in  case  tbey  fousd 
it  taking  tbo  form  of  giving  extravagant 
remuneration  for  a  small  amount  d 
work.  Tbe  practical  result  would  he 
that  a  uniform  scale  would  be  arrived 
at,  as  would  be  tbe  case  under  the  Bill 
as  it  stood,  with  this  difference,  that  the 
influence  of  tbe  local  bodies  would  pla^ 
tically  prevail.  As  tbe  claoee  stood,  h 
would  appear  that  hereafter  the  Local 
Government  Board  would  bave  no  in* 
fluence  in  tbe  subject,  whereas  in  the 
other  case  effect  would  be  given  to  locil 
opinion. 

Mr.  CALLAN  said,  that  there  wm 
different  scales  of  payment  in  Ireland  at 
present,  and  that  in  such  counties  at 
Gulway  and  Mayo  largf»r  snms  were  paid 
than  in  such  rich  districts  as  Meath  and 
Louth.  If  the  Amendment  of  the  hoe. 
Member  for  Waterford  (Mr.  R.  Power' 
were  accepted,  the  remuneration  m^ 
be  made  commensurate  with  the  dntiei 
performed.  For  instance,  in  Mtjo  asd 
Galway,  where  a  large  amount  oi  woit 
was  to  be  done,  the  salaries  might  he 
made  higher  than  in  Meath  and  Looth. 
where  there  was  comparatively  littW 
work  to  do.  In  tbe  nob  distneta  the 
expense  would  be  less  than  in  the  wilds 
of  Connaught,  where,  perhaps,  ten  tis9* 
as  many  people  as  were  on  the  votm' 
list  at  present  would  have  to  be  indoded. 
The  bon.  Member  for  Waterford  (Mr 
E.  Power)  proposed  to  subetitftte  tW 
Boards  of  Guardians  for  tbe  Local  Go- 
vernment Board ;  and  if  that  bon.  Maa- 
ber  was  not  present,  he  (Mr.  Oallaa 
thought  he  might  accept  f^  him  tk 
arrangement  proposed  by  tbe  bon.  asc 
learned  Gentleman  tbe  Member  (v 
Dundalk  (Mr.  Charles  Kussell).  In  that 
case  the  Amendment  would  read* 

"  The  Board  of  Guardians  may  from  t*»  * 
time,  eubject  to  the  appcoval  of  tha  Local  <^ 
vemment  Board,  fix  the  scale  npoo  w^aA  Ai 
clerks  of  Unions  and  poor  rate  collerai  ^ 
be  remanerated.'* 

That  would  meet  the  only  object^* 
raised.  The  hon.  Member  for  Wai^r* 
ford  (Mr.  B.  Power)  bad  told  hia  thtf 
be  should  be  quite  prepared  to  aflH)* 
that  modification  of  bta  Ameodaff^ 
and  he  (Mr.  Callan)  hoped  that,  forth* 
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Bake  of  making  ererything  satisfactory, 
that  proposal  would  be  accepted  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor 
Greneral  for  Ireland. 

Mb.  CHARLES  RUSSELL  said,  that 
before  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
rose  he  would  make  a  suggestion  as  to 
the  wording  of  the  clause.  He  thought 
it  woold  be  more  conyenient  in  this 
form — 

**  The  several  Boards  of  Gaardians  in  Ire- 
land, subject  to  the  control  of  the  Local  Govem- 
ment  Board/'  &c. 

1£b.  OALLAN  said,  he  would  suggest 
tHat  the  word  ''approval"  should  be 
used  instead  of  "control,''  because  it 
was  in  a  measure  subjecting  the  action 
of  the  Poor  Law  Guardians  to  the  Local 
Government  Board. 

Mb.  CHARLES  RUSSELL  said,  he 
had  made  his  suggestion  because  the 
Boards  of  Guardians  might  not  give  re- 
mo  n  oration  where  it  ought  to  be  given, 
and  the  Local  Government  Board  should 
have  power  to  saj  that  they  should. 

Mb.  PARNELL  said,  he  thought  the 
disonsston  as  to  what  authority  should 
fix  the  rates  of  remuneration  of  the  col- 
lectors and  clerks  uf  Unions  was  carried 
on  under  some  disadvantage,  seeing  that 
they  had  not  yet  decided  out  of  what 
source  that  remuneration  was  to  be  paid. 
Until  they  had  decided  that  question  it 
was  rather  putting  the  cart  before  the 
horse  to  decide  what  authority  should 
oontrol  the  fixing  of  the  remuneration. 
The  Goyemment  proposed  by  this  Bill 
that  the  remuneration  should  be  paid 
ont  of  the  local  rates,  and  they  also  pro- 
posed that  a  Governmental  authority  in 
Ireland — namely,  the  Local  Government 
Board — should  direct  what  the  scale  of 
remuneration  should  be.  He  (Mr.  Par- 
nell)  certainly  thought  that  a  very  ob- 
jectionable principle  to  proceed  upon, 
and  one  which  they  were  bound  to  op- 
pose. At  the  same  time,  if  the  hon. 
Member  for  Waterford  (Mr.  R.  Power) 
were  in  the  House,  he  should  suggest  to 
him  whether  it  would  not  be  as  well  to 
withdraw  the  Amendment  for  the  pre- 
aenty  in  order  that  they  might  come  to  a 
decision  upon  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sligo  ^Mr.  Sexton) 
low^er  down  as  to  the  source  out  of  which 
the  expense  should  be  paid.  He  referred 
to  the  Amendment  to  Clause  6,  page  3, 
after  line  17,  insert— 

«*  All  ezpenaes  so  incurred  shall  be  defrayed 
oat  of  the  Consolidated  Fund." 


The  CHAIRMAN:  I  think  I  may 
save  time  if  I  point  out  to  the  hon. 
Member  that  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton),  to 
which  he  refers,  will  not  be  in  Order. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  that  upon  the 
point  of  Order  he  would  remind  hon. 
Members  that  the  arrangement  he  pro- 
posed would  practically  come  to  the 
same  thing.  His  proposal  was  to  leave 
out  from  ''  Guardians  "  to  the  end  of  the 
clause.  The  effect  of  that  would  be  to 
strike  out  that  part  of  the  section  which 
provided  that  the  Guardians  should  pay 
the  money.  There  would  then  be  no- 
thing in  the  Bill  to  settle  who  was  to 
pay  the  money,  and  the  Government 
would  have  to  put  in  words  to  the  effect 
that  it  should  be  paid  out  of  the  Con- 
solidated Fund. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN :  We  have  not  ar- 
rived at  that  point  yet,  and  I  think  we 
are  rather  complicating  matters  by  re- 
ferring to  it.  What  I  say  now  is  merely 
to  save  hon.  Members  the  trouble  of 
going  into  this  matter.  The  proposal 
would  involve  a  charge  upon  the  Con- 
solidated Fund,  and  it  is  not  competent 
for  a  private  Member  to  make  such  a 
proposal.  It  could  not  be  put  in  the 
Committee. 

Me.  SEXTON :  WiU  you,  Sir,  rule 
out  of  Order  the  Amendment  in  the 
name  of  the  Chief  Secretary  ? 

Colonel  NOLAN:  No ;  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  a  Privy  Councillor,  and  is 
privileged. 

The  chairman  :  The  same  remark 
would  apply  to  the  Amendment  of  the 
Chief  Secretary.  Until  permission  to 
bring  forward  such  a  question  be  ob- 
tained it  would  not  be  in  Order  for  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  move  it,  and  I 
understand  that  he  has  not  taken  the 
necessary  preliminary  steps  yet. 

Mr.  PARNELL  said,  that,  at  any 
rate,  he  could  raise  the  same  question 
on  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  the  Member  for  Galway 
(Colonel  Nolan).  The  Committee  would 
be  in  an  unfortunate  position  if  it  were 
not  allowed  to  settle  this  matter  before 
it  came  to  the  discussion  of  the  question 
raised  by  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Waterford  (Mr. 
R.  Power).  Until  they  knew  out  of 
what  source  the  remuneration  was  to 
be  paid,  it  would  be  impossible  for  them 
fairly  to  decide  the  autnority  which  they 
should  appoint  for  the  purpose  of  fixing 
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the  rate  or  scale  of  remuneration ;  and 
lie  would  submit  to  the  Committee 
whether  they  should  not  raise  that 
point  on  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Galway  (Co- 
lonel Nolan),  which  proposed,  in  Clause 
6)  P&ge  8,  line  18,  to  leave  out  from 
*'  Guardians  ''  to  end  of  clause.  If 
that  Amendment  were  carried  the  Go- 
yernment  would  undoubtedly  be  com- 
pelled on  Beport,  unless  they  reversed 
the  decision,  to  introduce  a  clause,  the 
assent  of  the  House  having  been  ob- 
tained in  the  meantime  to  pay  the 
charges  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund. 
They  would  be  placed  in  a  better  posi- 
tion to  discuss  the  merits  of  the  question 
raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Water- 
ford's  (Mr.  R.  Power's)  Amendment  if 
they  had  first  decided  the  question  as  to 
the  source  out  of  which  the  remunera- 
tion was  to  be  paid.  He  would  also 
suggest  to  his  hon.  Friend,  with  regard 
to  the  special  merits  of  his  Amendment, 
that  it  was  of  the  utmost  importance  to 
the  success  of  the  lists  in  Ireland  that 
the  collectors  of  rates,  who  had  to  make 
out  the  initial  lists,  should  know  as  soon 
as  possible  what  they  were  going  to  get. 
If  it  were  left,  according  to  the  proposal 
in  the  Bill,  to  the  Local  Government 
Board  to  announce  hereafter,  in  all  pro- 
bability when  the  work  had  been  all 
done,  and  the  time  had  elapsed  for  per- 
forming it,  what  the  collectors  and 
other  officials  interested  in  the  work 
were  to  get,  the  motive  of  self-interest 
would  be  naturally  wanting,  and  the 
work  would  be  imperfectly  and  unsatis- 
{actojily'^l^fbrmed.  The  Amendment 
oF'ms  hon.  Friend  would  leave  the 
matter  to  the  Board  of  Guardians,  and 
there  was  a  great  deal  to  be  said  in 
favour  of  that.  It  would  certainly  be  a 
better  principle  from  every  point  of  view, 
and  an  improvement  upon  the  proposal 
of  the  Government,  because  in  all  pro- 
bability the  authorities  would  meet 
almost  immediately  and  decide  what 
they  were  going  to  give  to  the  poor 
rate  collectors  and  the  other  officials. 
He  (Mr.  Pamell)  had  placed  a  new 
clause  on  the  Paper  ;  but  he  proposed  to 
move  to  leave  out  Clause  6,  or  so  much 
of  it  as  it  might  be  necessary  to  leave 
out  for  the  purpose,  in  order  to  substitute 
for  it  the  clause  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice.  His  proposal  was  to  put  in  the 
Bill  itself  what  the  poor  rate  collectors 
should  receive.    Those  eollectort  were 

Mr,  Pamell 


really  important  officials  in  the  mmttflr* 
and  he  (Mr.  Pamell)  followed  the  pre- 
cedent set  by  the  Jurors'  Act  with  regard 
to  the  rate  of  remuneration  given  to  the 
rate  collectors  in  reference  to  the  placing 
of  names  on  jury  lists.  He  would  make 
it  compulsoiy  on  Boards  of  Ghiardiens 
in  Ireland,  free  from  the  action  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  to  gire  se 
much  per  head  according  to  the  ecele 
for  the  number  of  voters  returned.  The 
Guardians,  however,  would  haTe  it 
within  their  competence  to  fix  the  rate 
of  remuneration  to  the  derks  of  the 
Unions  also  without  the  Local  Goreni- 
ment  Board  having  anything  to  do  with 
it.  The  question  would  be  divided  into 
two  halves.  The  rate  collectors  woald 
be  collected  according  to  the  acalee  ia 
the  Act,  and  their  compensatioii  would 
be  compulsory,  and  the  Boards  of  Ouar- 
dians  would  have  discretionary  powor 
as  to  how  much  they  should  giTe  the 
clerks  of  Unions.  He  thought,  as  re- 
garded the  action  of  the  rate  coUecton^ 
that  it  was  of  the  utmost  im 
that  they  should  set  to  work  ai 
possible.  He  was  credibly  informed 
that  up  to  the  present  they  had.  doae 
next  to  nothing,  and  had  made  no  pre- 
parations to  meet  the  trouble  and  work 
which  would  be  thrown  upon  them.  He 
doubted  whether  it  would  be  posaible  t» 
get  them  to  take  the  enormous  trooble 
which  would  be  involved  in  m^V^ng  oet 
correct  lists  unless  they  were  told  how 
much  they  were  to  get,  and  unleae  the 
principle  of  paying  them  by  resulta  wen 
adopted.  He  thought  that,  on  the  whoK 
his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  B.  Power)  might 
fairly  withdraw  his  present  Amiiad 
ment,  and  allow  them  to  dtscaae  the 
proposal  of  the  hon.  and  gallaat  Gea- 
tleman  the  Member  for  Galwaj  (OoloaJ 
Nolan),  for  after  they  had  decided  the 
source  out  of  which  the  remiineratiaa 
should  be  taken  they  would  be  in  a 
better  position  to  decide  as  to  the  bo^y 
to  control  the  payment. 

Mb.  WARTON  said,  he  wished  u 
ask  a  question  which  was  almost  a  qaet^ 
tion  of  Order.  It  seemed  to  him  thmx  ii 
they  looked  at  the  Amendment  oi  ths 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell)  at  the  top  of  page  635  tWy 
would  see  that,  owing  to  the  cm* in— 
way  in  which  it  had  been  priated,  it  was 
in  the  shape  of  a  new  oLaose*  tVm|!h 
differing  from  all  the  other  ne 
because  it  said  "  leave  out  Qaase  6 
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insert  the  following  Clause."  He  (Mr. 
Warton)  apprehended  that  it  would  not 
be  poaaible  for  the  hon.  Member  to  make 
that  proposal  if  Clause  6  were  passed 
unamended ;  and  he  would  submit,  there- 
fore, that  the  new  clause  of  the  hon. 
Member  was  really  an  Amendment,  and 
not  a  new  clause  in  the  correct  sense 
at  all.  It  was  really  an  Amendment  to 
the  clause  they  were  now  on ;  and  he, 
therefore,  submitted  to  the  hon.  Member 
that  unless  the  Amendment  they  were 
now  discussing  were  withdrawn  he  would 
not  be  able  to  move  his  clause. 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell) 
would  be  entitled  to  move  his  Amend- 
ment as  a  new  clause.  I  am  not  at  all 
prepared  to  say  that  he  would  be  out  of 
Qhrder  in  the  course  he  proposes.  The 
Amendment  before  the  Committee  at 
the  present  moment  is  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Waterford  (Mr.  E.  Power). 
I  do  not  know  whether  it  is  withdrawn. 

Mb.  CALLAN  said,  the  difficulty  the 
Committee  were  in  would  be  met  by 
dividing  on  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Waterford  (Mr.  R.  Power), 
and  then  afterwards  those  who  were  in 
favour  of  the  proposed  new  clause  could 
vote  against  the  adoption  of  the  clause 
itself.  That  would  enable  them,  in  the 
first  instance,  to  obtain  a  fixing  of  the 
rate  of  remuneration  by  the  Boards  of 
Guardians,  subject  to  the  approval  of 
the  Local  Government  Board.  After- 
WM^s  they  could  divide  upon  the  clause 
itself. 

Tms  CHAIRMAN:  At  the  present 
moment  the  Amendment  before  the  Com- 
mittee is  that  upon  the  Paper.  I  have 
listened  very  attentively  to  what  has 
taken  place.  I  have  heard  a  great  deal 
about  the  Amendment  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr. 
Charles  Russell)  intends  to  move,  and 
Amendments  to  that  Amendment.  What, 
however,  is  before  the  Committee  is  the 
Amendment  on  the  Paper.  I  understand 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
suggested  that  that  Amendment  should 
be  withdrawn,  in  order  thattheCommittee 
might  consider  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Galway  (Colonel 
Nolan). 

Ms.  CHARLES  RUSSELL  said,  he 
wonld  point  out  that  the  Amendment 
suggested  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  seemed  to 
proceed  upon  a  fslae  assumption,  be- 


cause the  hon.  Member  proposed  to 
leave  out  Clause  6,  and  to  substitute  the 
clause  which  stood  at  the  top  of  page 
635.  The  hon.  Member's  ground  for 
that  was,  as  he  (Mr.  Russell)  understood 
it,  that  they  had  not  yet  fixed  the  fund 
out  of  which  the  remuneration  was  to  be 
paid.  But  if  the  hon.  Member  would 
look  at  bis  own  clause  he  would  see  that, 
so  far  from  saying  that  the  payment 
should  be  made  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund,  which  was  the  object  of  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Galway  (Colonel  Nolan), 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Parnell)  pro- 
posed to  pay  it  out  of  the  rates.  The 
proposed  new  clause  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber said — 

"The  guardians  of  the  poor  of  each  union 
shall,  by  order,  make  an  annual  allowance  out 
of  the  rates  to  the  poor  rate  collectors,  as  com- 
pensation for  the  duty  by  the  Registration  Acts 
imposed  upon  them,  in  accordfuice  with  the 
following  scale : — ^Two  pounds  ten  shillings  per 
annum  to  each  collector  for  any  number  of 
names  up  to  twenty-five,  and  two  pounds  for 
every  additional  hundred  names  up  to  five  hun- 
dred, and  one  pound  for  every  succeeding  hun- 
dred :  Provided,  That  no  collector  shall  receive 
a  greater  sum  than  fifty  pounds  in  any  one  year. 
The  said  guardians  shall  allow  clerks  of  unions 
under  the  said  Acts  such  sums  as  they  think 
reasonable." 

Mb.  PABNELL  said,  that  what  he 
suggested  was  that  they  should  at  first 
decide  the  question  as  to  the  source  out 
of  which  this  remuneration  should  be 
paid — whether  it  should  come  from  the 
Imperial  Exchequer  or  local  rates.  That 
apparently  could  only  be  done  imder  the 
Bules  of  the  House  bv  taking  a  division 
on  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  for  Galway  (Colonel  Nolan). 
That  having  been  decided,  and  the  words 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sex- 
ton) having  been  added  to  the  Bill,  he 
(Mr.  Parnell)  should  not  move  his  sub- 
sequent Amendment. 

Mb.  lewis  said,  that  if  the  Amend- 
ments before  the  (]!ommittee  were  not 
withdrawn  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Oalway  (Colonel 
Nolan)  could  not  be  put,  as  it  would 
make  the  clause  absurd.  It  would  make 
it  read — 

<<  The  Board  of  Guardians  may,  from  time  to 
time,  by  order,  fix  the  scale  or  scales  according 
to  which  the  poor  rate  collectors  and  clerks  of 
unions  should  be  remunerated  for  their  ser- 


Tices. 
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He  understood  that  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Waterford  (Mr.  B. 
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Power>  was  not  withdrawn.  If  it  were 
not  withdrawn  and  was  incorporated  in 
the  Bill  it  would  lead  to  utter  confusion. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  There  seems  to 
be  a  question  whether  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Waterford  (Mr. 
R.  Power),  as  it  stands  on  the  Paper,  is 
in  Order.  The  hon.  Member  merely 
proposes  to  substitute  for  the  **  Local 
Government  Board"  the  words  "Board 
of  Ouardians." 

Mr.  GIBSON  :  The  Amendment  says 
"  Board  of  Guardians ; "  but  there  are  a 
great  many  Boards  of  Guardians  in  Ire- 
land —over  1 00  I  should  think. 

Mb.  LEWIS :  Yes ;  the  clause  would 
be  nonsense. 

Mb.  GORST  :  But  the  hon.  Member 
for  Waterford  (Mr.  R.  Power)  may  add 
something  after  his  Amendment  is  ac- 
cepted which  would  make  it  sense. 

The  chairman  :  Is  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Waterford  present  ? 

Seyeral  Irish  Mehbebs  :  No. 
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The  chairman  :  If  he  is  not  we 
cannot  put  it. 

Mb.  R.  power  said,  he  intended  to 
withdraw  his  Amendment,  although  he 
must  say  he  thought  it  would  be  much 
better  to  accept  it,  though  verbally 
wrong;  before  they  settled  where  the 
money  was  to  come  from.  Some  of 
his  hon.  Friends,  however,  thought  dif- 
ferently ;  and  he  would,  therefore,  with- 
draw the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  he  would  now 
move  his  Amendment  to  leave  out  from 
the  '* Boards  of  Guardians"  to  end  of 
clause 

Mb.'  CHARLES  RUSSELL  said,  he 

wished  to  move  an  Amendment  earlier 

in  the  clause  than  that,  and  it  was  in 

page  3,  line  12,  before  the  word  *'  the" 

to  insert — 

"  Several  Boards  of  Guardians,  subject  to  the 
control  of  the  Local  Qovemment  Board  of  Ire- 
Xand,  may  from  time  to  time,*'  &c. 

He  wished  to  move  this  and  certain 
verbal  consequential  Amendments — for 
instance,  the  omission  of  the  words  '*  by 
order,''  and  the  omission  of  the  words 
**by  the  Local  Government  Board  "  in 
lines  19  and  20.  He  did  not  propose  to 
add  anything  to  what  he  had  already 
aaid  on  this  subject. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  3,  line  12,  to  insert,  after  the  word 
*<  The,'*  the  words  **  Several  Boards  of  Guar- 

Mr.  Lewis 


dians,  subject  to  the  control  of."— (Ifr.  CJUKc» 

EusBell.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  wordB 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  SEXTON  said,  the  leason  why 
he  thought  it  would  be  desirable  that 
the  source  from  which  the  money  was 
to  come  should  be  settled  before  they 
decided  upon  the  relative  measures  of 
authority  to  be  vested  in  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  and  the  Boards  of 
Guardians  was  this— that  if  the  money 
was  to  come  from  the  Lnperial  Treasury 
it  might  then  be  deemed  to  be  resson- 
able  that  the  Central  Board  in  Dublin, 
representing  the  Government,  should 
have  some  control  over  the  money,  or 
guidance  over  the  expenditure  of  the 
money  so  provided;  but  if  it  was  to 
come  out  of  the  local  rates,  then  he 
and  his  hon.  Friends  thought  his  hoa. 
Friends  around  him  would  be  dis- 
posed to  resist  any  proposal  to  give 
coQtrol  or  even  g^dance  to  the  IjocsI 
Government  Board  in  regard  to  the 
expenditure  of  the  money,  because  tbsj 
thought  that  if  the  Guardians  coa- 
tributed  the  money  out  of  their  local 
rates  they  were  entitled  to  control  it. 
He  thought  that  at  the  present  moxneat 
they  were  putting  the  cart  before  tke 
horse,  and  that  it  would  be  better  that 
they  should  at  first  say  from  what  aoures 
the  money  should  come  before  th«j 
proceeded  to  consider  as  to  whether  the 
responsibility  for  the  expenditure  sbooU. 
be  vested  in  the  Local  Ooverameat 
Board  or  the  elected  Boards  of  Guar* 
dians  in  Ireland.  The  objection  hs 
had  to  any  reference  to  the  Local  Go* 
vemment  Board  was  the  grave  objec- 
tion of  delay*  In  this  matter  time  was 
of  the  utmost  importance.  Every  day 
was  now  of  great  value  ;  and  if  ths 
Local  Government  Board  were  to  have 
this  function  under  the  Bill  of  fixing  the 
remuneration,  nothing  would  be  dooe 
until  the  measure  was  passed  into  lav. 
If  the  Local  Government  Board  sav 
it  was  proposed  to  confer  the  fi 
upon  them,  they  would  not  move  a 
until  the  Bill  was  passed ;  and  hia 
tention  then  was,  that  it  would  be 
late  to  do  the  work  properly.  On  the 
other  hand,  if  they  indicated  to  th» 
Guardians  by  a  Motion  in  that  He«w 
that  they  were  to  have  the  antboMr 
vested  in  them,  then  he  preeumed 
Bodies  would  immediately  aet  on  tke 
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dieation  contained  in  the  Bill,  and  would 
proceed  next  week,  or  in  the  course  of  a 
few  days,  to  fix  the  rates  of  remunera- 
tion. At  present,  the  whole  thin^  in 
Ireland  was  in  a  state  of  chaos.  The 
Qaardians  did  not  know  whether  they 
were  to  pay  the  money,  and  the  collec- 
tors did  not  know  what  they  were  to 
receive.  Not  long  ago  the  Sligo  Board 
of  Guardians  asked  their  clerk  whether 
it  was  the  duty  of  the  collectors  to  make 
out  these  lists,  and  he  answered  in  the 
negative.  The  collector  had  said  that 
he  woidd  not  proceed  with  the  work 
until  he  knew  what  remuneration  he 
was  to  receive.  The  Guardians  asked 
him  if  he  would  not  go  on  with  the  work 
for  a  fortnight ;  to  which  he  replied  that 
he  should  not  like  to  do  so  unless  he 
knew  what  remuneration  he  was  to  re- 
oerve,  pointing  out  that  the  work  would 
be  extremely  heavy.  A  Guardian  then 
Mttd — •*  Won't  you  trust  our  honour  for 
a  fortnight?"  And  the  reply  was  that 
the  collectors  could  hardly  do  that  after 
the  manner  in  which  they  had  been 
treated  by  the  Guardians  under  the 
Seeds  Supply  Act.  One  of  the  Guar- 
dians then  suggested  to  the  collector 
that  he  should  go  on  with  the  work  be- 
hind the  backs  of  the  Guardians — that 
the  Guardians  should  know  nothing 
abont  it — and  the  clerk  then  exclaimed — 
**  Say  you  will  pay  the  collectors  if  the 
Qoyemment  do  not."  To  that  a  decided 
negative  was  given.  The  collector  stated 
that  if  the  Board  would  give  him  £40, 
he  would  at  once  proceed  with  the  work ; 
bat  the  Ghiardians  could  not  promise  to 
do  that.  That  was  what  had  taken 
place  in  Sligo,  and  the  same  thing  was 
going  on  all  over  Ireland  every  day. 
The  important  work  of  making  out  the 
lists  was  therefore  delayed,  and  every 
moment  was  of  the  utmost  importance 
in  connection  with  such  an  important 
matter.  The  Guardians  did  not  know 
what  they  were  to  do;  and  until  the 
matter  was  settled  in  a  definite  manner, 
no  satisfactory  Beturn  would  be  made. 
He  agreed  that  the  first  step  which 
ong^ht  to  be  taken  should  be  to  decide 
from  what  source  the  money  was  to 
oome.  He  thought  it  would  be  inad- 
visable to  leave  the  Local  Government 
Board  any  power  in  the  matter,  because 
of  the  tendency  in  connection  with  that 
Office  to  bring  about  delay — because  in 
all  probability  several  weeks  would 
elapse  before  anything  was  done,  and 

VOL-  OOKOVII.    [thibd  sbbibs.] 


the  present  chaotic  state  of  things  would 
continue. 

Mb.  CALLAN  said,  he  was  sorry  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dundalk 
(Mr.  Charles  Bussell)  had  not  acceded 
to  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell),  to  which 
suggestion  the  hon.  Member  for  Water- 
ford  (Mr.  R.  Power)  had  at  once  given 
way.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Dundalk,  after  a  conference  with  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Soli- 
citor General  for  Ireland,  had  taken  up 
this  matter.  [Mr.  Charles  Bussell: 
No,  no  !]  Well,  after  an  apparent  con- 
ference with  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland,  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man had  moved  a  modification  of  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Waterford  (Mr.  E.  Power),  which  in- 
volved almost  all  the  objectionable  por- 
tions of  that  hon.  Member's  proposal. 
He  (Mr.  Callan)  begged  to  move,  on  the 
proposed  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dundalk,  that  the 
word  ** control'*  be  left  out,  and  the 
word  *•  approval  *'  be  inserted.  He 
made  that  proposal  on  the  ground  of 
precedent,  because  he  found  that  in  the 
Act  of  1850,  and  in  the  13  &  14  Vict,  c.  69, 
intituled  '*  An  Act  to  amend  the  Laws 
which  regulate  the  qualification  and  re- 
gistration of  Parliamentary  Voters  in  Ire- 
land,'' that  altered  the  law  for  rating  in 
certain  boroughs,  the  language  used  was 
such  as  he  proposed.  He  did  not  know 
why  the  Government  should  pretend  to 
think  that  the  wording  of  an  Act  of 
Parliament  which  had  existed  35  years 
was  imsatisfactory.  The  73rd  section 
of  the  Act  stated — 

'*  Be  it  enacted,  that  the  guardians  of  the 
poor  of  each  union  shall,  by  an  order,  make 
such  annual  allowances  out  of  the  rates  to  the 
clerks  of  the  unions  "— 

the  very  words  used  in  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork — 

<<a8  compensation  for  the  duties  imposed  upon 
them  as  the  said  guardians  shall  think 
proper  ....  but  no  payment  shall  be  made 
thereunder  unless  the  same  shall  be  approved  of 
by  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  " — 

that  was  to  say,  by  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board.  Why  should  they  change 
the  wording  of  that  Act?  Why  not 
make  the  proposed  Amendment  read  so 
that  the  payment  should  not  be  subject 
to  the  control  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  but  subject  to  their  approval? 
He    begged    to    move    that  the  word 
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"control"  be  left  out  for  the  purpose 
of  inserting  in  place  of  it  the  word 
•*  approval." 

Amendment  proposed,  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment,  to  leave  out  the  word 
"control,"  and  insert  the  word  "ap- 
proval."— {Mr.  Callan.) 

Question  proposed,  "Th^t  the  word 
'  control '  stand  part  of  the  said  proposed 
Amendment." 

Mr.  lewis  said,  he  had  understood 
the  reference  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton')  to  the  proceeding* 
which  had  taken  place  before  the  Sligo 
Board  of  Guardians  in  a  very  different 
manner  to  tlie  hon.  Member  himself. 
The  hon.  Member  seemed  to  think  that 
what  he  had  said  shewed  the  necessity 
of  having  some  independent  body  to 
stand  between  the  Guardians  and  the 
collectors.  It  seemed  to  him  (Mr.  Lewis), 
however,  that  the  very  last  body  to 
whom  the  collectors  were  inclined  to 
give  their  confidence  were  the  Guar- 
dians. The  collectors  appeared  to  dis- 
trust the  Guardians  altogether. 

An  hon.  Member:  The  Guardians 
cannot  make  terms  with  them. 

Mu.  LEWIS  said,  that  if  this  altera- 
tion were  not  made  the  power  given  to 
the  Boards  of  Guardians  would  be  be- 
side the  question  entirely.  Many  of 
them  remembered  what  was  the  result 
of  giving  the  Boards  of  Guardians  power 
to  increase  the  remuneration  of  the 
teachers  under  the  Education  Act.  They 
knew  what  a  great  difficulty  there  had 
been  in  obtaining  additional  remunera- 
tion for  teaeher<i  in  ppite  of  that  provi- 
sion; and  it  seemed  to  him  that  that 
was  rather  a  warning  why  the  present 
matter  should  come  under  the  specific 
form  of  the  proposal  in  the  Bill,  or  why 
ir4  some  way  or  other  control  should  be 
kept  over  those  payments.  The  discus- 
sion which  had  been  going  on  for  the 
last  two  hours  end  a-half  was  entirely 
owing  to  the  indisposition  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  show  any  incli- 
nation to  stand  by  his  own  clause. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  that  as  between  the  two  words 
"  approval  *'  and  "control "  he  did  not 
think  there  was  much  to  choose,  though 
personally  he  should  prefer  the  word 
"approval."  He  found  "approval" 
lued  in  almost  every  case  of  the  kind. 

Mr.  Callan 


In  the  Bill  on  the  subject  of  registra- 
tion, two  years  aj^o,  which  measure  vts 
sent  up  to  the  House  of  Lords,  a  pro- 
posal was  made  on  this  very  subject  that 
the  Guardians  should  fix  the  remunera- 
tion, subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Loral 
Government  Board.  That  was  an  ad- 
ditional reason  why  he  was  iotTned 
to  think  that  the  Committee  should 
accept  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Mem1»er  for 
Dimdalk  (Mr.  Charles  Hussell).  He 
(Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman)  had  enjoyed 
the  benefit  of  a  frightful  wiping  from 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  GentlemaB 
opposite  (Mr.  Gibson) ;  but,  after  all,  be 
certainly  did  not  think  there  was  anj- 
think  very  unreasonable  in  his  de^'iriog: 
to  arrive  at  what  was  the  ereneral  feeling 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  from  Ireland  on  this 
subject.  He  had  explained  what  the 
object  of  the  Government  on  the  whole 
matter  was;  and  he  thou$;ht,  on  the 
whole,  that  the  object  might  be  aufi- 
ciently  met — that  was  to  say.  tliat  of  the 
interef^ts  of  the  persons  aifected  would 
be  sufficiently  secured,  together  with 
uniformity,  by  the  adoption  of  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  leaned 
Gentleman,  even  with  the  word  "ap- 
proval." He  should  be  very  glad  to 
give  the  Local  Authorities  any  additiooai 
power  it  was  thought  they  ought  to  exe^ 
cise. 

Mr.  CHAELES  EUSSELL  said,  he 
did  not  care  in  the  least  to  defend  asj 
particular  words  in  his  proposal,  and  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  desired  to  have 
the  word  "  approval "  in  place  of  "coa- 
trol,"  he  should  not  defend  his  ora 
word.  He  would  point  out  that  if  tHe 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  f^ 
Louth  (Mr.  Callan)  were  adopted,  thoe 
would  be  a  consequential  Aoieodmeat 
necessary — that  was  to  say,  that  the  void 
"  may  "  would  have  to  be  subbtituted  kx 
the  word  "  shall." 

Mr.  DEAST  said,  he  had  frequatlj 
heard  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemaa 
opposite  (Mr.  Charles  Bussell)  speak 
strongly  against  the  control  of  such  a 
Board  as  the  Local  Government  Bflsid 
in  Ireland.  On  a  question  of  this  kiad 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  came  ia 
and  made  a  proposal  which  would  hKV 
the  effect  of  giving  the  Local  Govemincat 
Board  the  control  over  an  enonnooa  a»- 
nual  sum  of  money  which  was  paid  far  tks 
unfortunate  ratepayers  of  Ireland.  Xbe«« 
was  a  very  strong  feeling  on  this  poiat  ia 
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the  South  of  Ireland  from  the  district  he 
(Mr.  Deasy)  came  from.  He  had  had 
fr«quent  conversations  with  collectors  on 
the  subject  in  one  of  the  largest  Poor 
Law  Unions  in  Ireland.  The  tendency 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  for 
some  years,  had  been  to  get  as  much 
control  as  they  could  in  their  own  hands 
in  regard  to  the  administration  of  local 
affairs  in  that  country.  Seven  or  eight 
yeari  ago  the  Secretary  to  the  Poor  Law 
Board  had  given  evidence  in  tliat  House 
in  favour  of  allowing  the  Boards  of 
Ouardians  to  fix  the  amount  of  superan- 
nuation of  Poor  Law  officers ;  hut  last 
year  a  change  came  over  that  gpn tie- 
man,  and  he  gave  evidence  of  a  diffe- 
rent character.  He  was  now  in  favour 
of  giving  the  control  of  everything  of 
this  kind  to  the  Local  Government 
Board,  and  of  taking  it  out  of  tlie 
hands  of  the  reproHentatives  of  the 
ratepayers.  He  (Mr.  Deasy)  considered 
that  evidence  extremely  vexatious.  It 
had  very  much  annoyed  the  people  of 
Ireland.  Certainly,  the  Local  Govern- 
ment  Board  deserved  no  consideration 
whatever  at  the  hands  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers ;  and  no  one  in  the  habit  of  attend- 
ing that  House  Session  after  Session 
could  fail  to  observe  that  on  every  occa- 
sion on  which  the  Irish  Members  had 
obtained  the  opportunity  they  had 
brought  forward  and  substantiated 
charges  of  incompetency  against  that 
Board— charges  of  gross  favouritism  in 
the  carrying  out  of  the  laws.  He  hoped 
the  hon.  Member  for  Louth  (Mr.  Call  an) 
would  withdraw  his  Amendment,  and 
that  the  Government  would  not  show 
any  favour  to  the  Amendment  proposed 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  op- 
posite (Mr.  Charles  Russell).  He  trusted 
that  they  would  carry  out  the  principle 
they  had  always  heen  advocating— that 
was  to  say,  to  place  the  control  over  the 
expenditure  of  the  rates,  wherever  they 
could  properly  do  it,  in  the  hands  of  the 
representatives  of  the  ratepayers.  He 
had  never  known  in  any  Union  in  the 
South  of  Ireland  any  Poor  I^aw  officer 
inadequatf*ly  paid  by  the  Guardians; 
and  as  for  the  likelihood  of  their  paying 
salaries  unduly  large,  there  could  not  be 
much  fear  of  that  when  they  took  into 
consideration  the  large  number  of  ex 
officio  members  on  all  the  Boards.  He 
could  not  understand  why  it  was  that 
this  proposal  had  been  made,  or  the 
course  which  had  been  taken  by  the 


right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  He  hopM 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would 
withdraw  the  Amendment,  for  the  reason 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Waterford  (Mr.  R.  Power)  had  with- 
drawn his  Amendment,  on  the  under- 
standing that  a  vote  would  be  taken  for 
or  against  the  clause.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Charles 
Russell)  had  evidently  been  a  party  to 
that  understanding ;  and  whv  h^  should 
have  jumped  up  to  propose  the  Amend- 
ment now  before  the  Committee,  he  (Mr. 
Densy)  could  not  understand. 

Mr.  CHARLES  RUSSELL  said,  that 
after  he  had  proposed  the  Amendment, 
which  he  considered  a  fair  compromis**, 
he  was  assurod  by  the  hon.  M^'mber  f<)r 
tho  City  of  Waterford  (Mr.  R.  Power) 
that  he  was  ready  to  accept  it.  The 
hon.  Member  subsequently  left  the  Com- 
mittee, and  he  (Mr.  Charles  Russell)  had 
understood  from  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Louth  (Mr.  Callan)  that  he 
had  been  asked  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Waterford  to  state  that  he  was  pre- 
pared to  accept  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  CALLAN  :  I  did  not  say  any- 
thing about  accepting  it ;  but  I  said  I 
believed  the  hon.  Member  would  accept 
it.  To  save  discussion,  I  will  withdraw 
my  Amendment. 

Amendment  to  proposed  Amendment, 
by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Amendment  again  put. 

Mr.  callan  said,  he  now  begged  to 
move,  as  an  Amendment,  to  leave  out 
the  words  **  Local  Government  Board  of 

The  chairman  :  That  is  not  ap- 
propriate to  the  present  Amendment. 
The  Amendment  still  stands  to  insert 
''several  Boards  of  Guardians,  subject 
to  the  control  of,"  &o. 

Mr.  callan  :  Then  I  beg  to  leave 
out  the  words  ''subject  to  ttie  control 
of." 

The  chairman  :  I  am  afraid  that 
would  not  make  sense,  for  the  clause 
would  then  read — 

'*  Several  Boards  of  Guardians.  .....  the 

Local  Government  Board  may  from  time  to 
time,*'  &c. 

Mr.  callan  said,  his  desire  was  to 
leave  out  the  words  "Local  Government 
Board  of  Ireland,"  and  to  provide  simply 
that  the  *'  several  Boards  of  Guardiana 
may  from  time  to  time,"  &c, 
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The  CHAIEMAN  :  The  proper  way 
to  do  that  would  be  to  negative  the  pre- 
sent Amendment,  and  then  to  propose, 
instead  of  those  words,  "the  several 
Boards  of  Guardians." 

Mr.  CALLAN  said,  that  for  the  pur- 
pose of  saving  time,  he  would  move  afc 
once  the  omission  of  the  words  "  subject 
to  the  control  of,"  his  object  being  to 
leave  the  Guardians  uncontrolled  in  this 
matter  by  the  Local  Government  Board. 
He  had  a  precedent  for  that,  and  he 
was  in  Order,  seeing  that  it  was  his  de- 
clared intention  that  he  intended  later 
on  to  move  a  consequential  Amendment 
to  leave  out  other  words. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  that  on  the  point 
of  Order,  he  wished  to  remind  the  Com- 
mittee that  it  had  been  distinctly  ruled 
by  the  Speaker  that  Amendments  might 
be  moved,  having  the  effect  of  leaving 
the  Question  before  the  House  merely 
the  word  ''That."  Of  course,  "that" 
was  not  sense  in  itself;  but  it  was  pos- 
sible to  move  to  add  words  to  it  which 
would  make  sense.  They  had  the  famous 
case  where  the  word  "That"  once  re- 
mained on  the  Journal  of  the  House. 

The  CHAIEMAN  :  If  the  question 
of  Order  is  to  be  disposed  of  first,  it  is 
true  that  the  word  "That"  has  been 
left  the  Question  before  the  House,  be- 
cause "  that "  can  be  added  to.  It  is 
always  possible  to  add  to  "that"  to 
make  sense.  In  the  present  case,  how- 
ever, two  Amendmehto  would  be  neces- 
sary to  make  sense. 

Mb.  CALLAN  said,  he  had  a  right  to 
move  his  Amendment  according  to  his 
discretion,  and  he  contended  that  if  the 
Amendment  he  proposed  were  carefully 
read  it  would  be  seen  that  there  would 
be  no  difficulty  in  making  sense  of  it. 

Mb.  PAHNELL  said,  the  Amend- 
ment, as  he  understood  it  to  have  been 
moved  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr. 
Charles  Bussell),  was  as  follows : — 

"That  the  several  Boards  of  Guardians  in 
Ireland  may,  sabject  to  the  control  of  "^— > 

Mb.  CHARLES  EU8SELL:  The 
word  "may"  does  not  occur. 

Mb.  PAENELL  said,  "  subject  to  the 
control  of"  occurred.  There  appeared 
to  be  little  sense  in  that  if  it  stood  by 
itself ;  but,  taking  it  in  connection  with 
what  followed,  it  would  read — 

*<  The  several  Boards  of  Guardians  in  Ire- 
land, subject  to  the  control  of  the  Local  Goyem- 
ment  Board  in  Ireland,*'  Ac. 


He  wished  to  ask  the  Chairman  if  that 
statement  of  the  premises  were  a  correct 
one  ?  It  was  their  desire  that  the  several 
Boards  of  Guardians  in  Ireland  should 
not  be  subject  to  the  control  of  any  aotho- 
rity — either  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  or  any  other  Central  Board.  Thej 
were,  however,  willing  to  adopt  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Dundalk,  for 
the  sake  of  peace  and  quietness,  and  for 
the  purpose  of  raising  a  question  they 
desired  to  raise  subsequently ;  but  only 
so  far  as  this — namely,  "  several  Boards 
of  Guardians  in  Ireland."  Then  thej 
would  not  be  shut  out  from  raising  the 
subsequent  question  of  the  control  whkh 
was  not  made.  No  doubt,  there  must  be 
a  control  of  some  kind.  If  they  agreed 
to  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  the  Committee  would  hm 
decided  on  some  control ;  and  Irish  Mem- 
bers objected  to  any  control  being  agi««d 
to  at  present. 

The  CHAIEMAN ;  There  is  no  doubt 
that  "  subject  to  the  control  of  "  is  eoa- 
sistent  with  what  follows  for  the  pur- 
pose of  making  sense.  The  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Louth  ^Ifr. 
Callati)  is  to  strike  out  words  withovt 
which  the  Motion  would  not  make  sesstL 
The  object  aimed  at  would  be  perfecdj 
accomplished  by  rejecting  this  Amead- 
ment,  and  then  moving,  eubseqnentlj, 
to  omit  the  words  "  Local  OovemmeBt 
Board  of  Ireland,"  and  to  insert  instead, 
"the  several  Boards  of  Ghmidians  ci 
Ireland."  That,  I  take  it,  is  the  object 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Loath,  whidr 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cock 
(Mr.  Pamell)  desires  to  support  We 
must  first,  however,  dispose  of  tbt 
Amendment  before  the  Committee. 

Mb.  PABNELL  suggeeted  that,  m 
the  two  questions  were  involved,  it 
would  be  advisable  for  the  hon^  aad 
learned  Member  ,for  Dundalk  (Mr. 
Charles  Bussell)  to  withdraw  his  Amflad- 
ment  and  move  it  in  a  more  auapk 
form.       

Mb.  lewis  said,  the  propcaitioa 
now  made  had  been  already  soggesttd. 
and  had  been  discussed  for  twoiioiixi» 
after  which  the  Amendment  had  bes 
withdrawn. 

Mb.  PABNELL  said,  he  would  mk 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Doa- 
dalk  whether  he  would  withdraw  fait 
Amendment  in  order  to  more  ona  to  tfat 
following  effect  —  to  which   tha  Utk 
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Members,  generally,  would  be  prepared 
to  assent — th  at  the  words  ^  *  several  Boards 
of  Ghiardians  in  Ireland"  should  be 
inserted  ? 

Mb.  CHARLES  RUSSELL  said,  he 
could  not  properly  do  that,  as  it  would  be 
inconsistent  with  the  view  he  had  taken 
and  had  submitted  to  the  Committee. 

Mb.  CALLAN  pointed  out,  that  if  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  accepted 
that  proposition  there  would  be  no  diffi- 
culty in  the  case,  as  the  words  would 
read — 

'*  The  several  Boards  of  Guardians  in  Ireland, 
•abject  to  the  control  of  ^the  Local  Government 
Bocud  in  Ireland." 

He  put  it  to  the  Chairman — having  had 
some  experience  in  the  House — that  it 
was  not  necessary  to  consider  any  future 
portions  of  the  Bill.  It  was  proposed 
by  an  hon.  Member  to  strike  out  certain 
words,  and  it  would  be  in  the  discretion 
of  the  Committee  afterwards  to  say  what 
words  should  be  added.  He  (Mr. 
Callan)  would  like  a  distinct  ruling  on 
the  matter,  so  that  they  might  have  a 
record  of  what  had  taken  place  hereafter. 
The  Amendment,  *<  The  several  Boards 
of  Ouardians  subject  to  the  control 
of,"  had  been  proposed,  and  he  {Mr. 
Callan)  had  moved  an  Amendment  to 
leave  out  '*  the  control  of,"  with  the  in- 
tention, subsequently,  of  inserting  "the 
Local  Government  Board  for  Ireland." 
That  would  make  sense  of  the  Motion. 
Ho  thought  he  would  be  within  his  right 
io  moving  that.  At  any  rate,  before  he 
was  satisfied  he  would  ask  to  have  it 
distinctly  ruled  that  he  was  not  entitled 
to  move  to  leave  out  the  words  "sub- 
ject to  the  control  of."  If  the  Amend- 
ment made  nonsense  of  that  which  pre- 
ceded it,  then,  no  doubt,  it  would  not 
be  competent  to  move  it.  But  here  he 
wished  to  leave  out  certain  words,  in 
order,  subsequently,  to  make  another 
proposal  which  would  make  sense.  He 
wished  to  know  whether  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber could  be  deprived  of  his  right  of 
moving  an  Amendment  to  an  Amend- 
ment sprung  on  them,  and  not  on  the 
Paper? 

Mb.  GORST  said,  that  with  great 
respect  to  the  Chairman,  he  wished  to 
say  that  he  had  always  understood  the 
Hole  of  the  House  to  be  this — that  no 
hon.  Member  could  move  an  Amendment 
which  would  make  nonsense  of  that 
which  the  Committee  bad  already  doter- 
niined  should  stand  part  of  a  clause. 


But  the  Amendment  the  hon.  Member 
had  moved  would  fnot  necessarily  make 
nonsense  of  the  Bill,  because  the  Com- 
mittee had  not  yet  determined  what 
should  follow  the  words  proposed  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Dundalk.  The  Committee  was 
entirely  at  liberty  to  make  sense  of  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Louth  by  the  determination  they  might 
arrive  at  on  the  subsequent  words.  He 
(Mr.  Gorst)  thought  he  was  right  in 
saying  that  Amendments  to  clauses 
which  did  not  in  themselves  make  sense, 
but  which  required  consequential  Amend- 
ments to  make  sense  of  them,  were  con- 
stantly admitted. 

The  chairman  :  The  Amendment 
proposed  could,  no  doubt,  be  made  to 
make  sense  by  a  subsequent  Amendment. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Louth,  indeed, 
has  suggested  words  which  he  could 
afterwards  move,  which  would  make  the 
clause  intelligible ;  but  it  is  unfortunate 
that  this  method  of  proceeding  involves 
the  consideration  of  two  Amendments 
together.  If  it  is  the  sense  of  the  Com- 
mittee that  we  should  take  that  course, 
I  will  put  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  this  question  had 
been  raised  by  the  Poor  Law  Superan- 
nuation Bill.  They  had  wrangled  over 
it  for  some  days ;  and  the  Government, 
owing  to  the  strong  objection  to  the 
system  originally  proposed,  decided  that 
the  matter  was  within  the  competence 
of  the  Guardians.  The  Government 
now  proposed  to  throw  the  whole  thing 
over  again  on  the  Local  Government 
Board,  and  they  had  accepted  an  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr.  Charles 
Eussell)  which  was  really  worse  than 
nothing,  because  it  was  simple  hypocrisy. 
The  consent  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  meant  this — that  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  were  in  full  charge, 
and  could  upset  any  Union  Guardians 
they  did  not  like.  It  would  be  more 
respectful  to  the  Boards  of  Guardians  if 
this  species  of  control  were  not  given 
to  them  at  all.  Whatever  they  might 
do,  they  knew  that  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  might,  or  might  not,  agree 
to  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
(Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman)  professed  to 
be  most  anxious  to  place  increased  re- 
sponsibility on  the  local  bodies.  Very 
well,  Irish  Members  made  a  proposal  to 
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intrust  local  affairs  to  the  Local  Boards, 
of  which  the  landlords  generally  formed 
three-fourths  ;  and  yet  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  mistrusted  those  bodies.  The 
landlords,  as  fx  officio  members,  formed 
Lalf  of  the  Boards  of  Guardians ;  and 
then,  by  reason  of  the  proxy  or  multiple 
vote,  they  generally  managed  to  get  a 
fourth  of  the  elected  Guardians  >  Notwith> 
standing  that,  the  Goyernment  declined 
to  intrust  them  with  so  small  a  matter  as 
the  pavment  of  their  collectors.  This 
was  really  a  matter  upon  which  nothing 
could  be  fairer  than  to  except  the  Boards 
of  Guardians,  and  for  the  very  reason 
that  upon  those  Boards  the  Tories  and 
the  Nationalists  were  represented;  the 
landlord  Party  would  see,  by  means  of 
the  ex  officio  members  of  the  Boards  and 
the  gentlemen  they  elected  by  the  mul- 
tiple vote,  that  the  collector  did  his  duty 
to  the  Conservative  section  of  the  people. 
The  Nationalist  Party,  by  means  of  the 
elected  Guardians,  would  see  that  the 
collector  did  his  duty  fairly  by  the 
popular  Party;  and  therefore  he  con- 
sidered that  the  Boards  of  Guardians 
were  ideal  bodies  for  this  purpose.  He 
was  far  from  saying  that  Boards  of 
Gunrdians  generally  were  ideal  bodies ; 
but  for  this  purpose  they  were  exactly 
the  bodies  competent  to  deal  with  this 
question.  He  and  his  hon.  Friends  ob- 
jected to  the  principle  of  leaving  this 
matter  to  the  Local  Government  Board 
for  another  reason.  When  a  Bill  similar 
to  this  was  before  the  House  in  1883, 
he  moved  an  Amendment  leaving  out 
a  clause  similar  to  this,  and  he  induced 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  present 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
(Mr.  Trevelyan)  to  accept  a  clause  deal- 
ing with  tlie  remuneration  on  the  basis 
given  under  the  9th  section  of  the 
Juries  Procedure  Act  of  1877.  What 
was  the  remuneration  ?  It  was  a  capi- 
tation allowance,  and  the  Conservative 
Party  supported  Lim  on  that  occa- 
sion. The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
the  Member  f»r  the  county  of  Dub- 
lin (Colonel  KingHarman)  cordially 
supported  his  Amendment,  because, 
as  they  all  knew,  those  officials  in 
Ireland,  as  a  general  rule,  belonged 
to  the  Tory  Party.  The  Gtovernment 
had  allowed  capitation  allowance  in  the 
case  of  jurors;  and  it  was  equally  the 
view  of  the  Irish  Members  that  there 
should  be  some  distinct  incentive  to  the 
clerks  of  the  Unions  and  rate  collectors 


to  put  voters  upon  the  list.  He  tbouglit 
that  a  higher  pay  ought  to  be  given  to 
the  rate  CO  Hectors — he  did  not  care  much 
about  the  clerks  of  the  Union,  because 
their  work  was  less  important  If  a 
collector  received  a  capitation  grant  he 
would  see  that  a  full  compleraeat  of 
voters  were  put  upon  the  list.  That  vas 
the  principle  Parliament  had  adopted 
in  the  case  of  the  jury  list,  and  why  not 
adopt  it  in  this  ?  He  would  leave  the 
clerks  of  the  Unions  to  the  Guardiani, 
but  be  strongly  objected  to  the  amounts 
allowed  to  the  rate  collectors  being  car- 
tailed  ;  unless  the  collectors  got  so  mndi 
per  head  they  would  not  be  atimnUted 
to  as  active  energies  as  they  othervise 
might  be.  Seeing  that  the  Oovemment 
considered  that  a  sound  principle  in  the 
case  of  juries,  lie  could  not  understand 
how  they  could  object  to  apply  it  in  this 
instance.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
(Mr.  Trevelyan)  could  not  take  a  dif- 
ferent stand  to  that  he  did  three  yean 
ago.  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land  (Mr.  Walker)  might  say  that  the 
same  principle  conld  not  be  applied  ii 
this  case  as  in  the  case  of  the  jury  ltst% 
because  the  numbers  were  so  very  dis- 
proportionate. He  (Mr.  Healy)  would 
suggest  to  meet  that  by  propoaiog  only 
a  proportion  of  the  amount  given  under 
the  Juries  Act.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr, 
Ptfrnell)  bad  a  series  of  Amendments  oa 
this  point ;  but  if  they  were  to  get  at 
that  principle  at  all,  it  would  be  nec«»- 
sary  that  this  proposal  about  t)ie  Local 
Government  Board  should  be  complHelj 
abandoned.  He  did  not  see  why  1^ 
Government  shoidd  see  6t  to  depaxt 
from  what  it  agreed  to  in  1683.  etpe- 
eially  that  now  there  was  far  more  nee»- 
sity  for  care  on  the  part  of  the  rate  oii- 
lectors,  seeing  that  there  were  aoch  Urge 
numbers  of  voters  to  bring  in. 

Mr.  PAENELL  said,  he  had  hoprf 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  OM 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  (Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman)  would  havecutei 
what  the  views  of  the  Government  w«r« 
with  regard  to  the  remuneration,  aad 
tiie  way  in  which  the  collectors  of  ratal 
and  other  Poor  Law  officials  were  to  be 
remunerated  in  connection  with  tlM 
duties  under  this  proposal.  The  rig^ 
hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  think  thai  he 
would  get  through  this  BiU  more 
by  shroudinghimself  in  perpetoal 
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and  by  leaving  to  such  Members  as  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dundalk 
(Mr.  Cbarles  Russell)  the  duty  of  repre- 
senting the  Gt>vernment  on  this  ocea- 
tion.  He  (Mr.  Pamell)  did  not  think 
that  the  interposition  of  the  hoQ.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dundalk  had  been 
advantageous  or  useful  to  the  GoTern- 
ment.  or  calculated  to  help  the  Commit- 
tee in  its  proceedings,  or  calculated  to 
save  or  economize  the  time  of  the  Com- 
mittee. The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Dundalk  had  not  put  down  a  single 
Amendment  to  this  Bill,  so  far  as  the 
Committee  knew ;  and,  if  they  were  to 
believe  the  announcements  in  the  public 
Press,  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  did 
not  intend  to  stand  at  the  approaching 
General  Election  for  an  Irish  constitu-' 
ency;  it  would,  therefore,  appear  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  inte- 
rest in  the  Irish  Franchise  Bill  was  not 
eyen  one  of  a  very  remote  or  limited  de- 
(oription ;  in  fact,  that  it  amounted  to 
nothing  at  all.  He  (Mr.  Pamell),  there- 
fore, thought  that  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
action  in  taking  advantage  of  the  course 
adopted  by  the  hon.  GeLtlaman  the 
Member  for  Waterford  (Mr.  K.  Power), 
who  withdrew  his  Amendment  on  the 
understanding  that  the  question,  as  to  the 
source  from  whence  these  expenses  were 
to  be  derived,  should  be  discussed  first 
— the  action  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Charles  Hussell)  in 
taking  advantage  of  the  withdrawal  of 
an  Amendment  upon  such  conditions  to 
take  up  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Oentleman  (Mr.  R.  Power)  immediately 
afterward^,  and  move  it  as  his  own,  was 
not  creditable  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Oentleman.  It  was,  however,  not  alto- 
gether an  unprecedented  action  on  the 
part  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
because  the  Committee  would  remember 
that  on  a  certain  celebrated  occasion  he 
tried  to  appropriate  a  clause  in  the 
Land  Act  which  went  by  the  name  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy).  The  sub- 
sequent course  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  in  refusing  to  allow  the  Com- 
mittee to  discuss  the  principal  portion  of 
his  Amendment  was  not  at  all  a  con- 
venient course.  For  his  (Mr.  Parnell's) 
part,  he  had  endeavoured,  during  the 
progress  of  this  Bill,  to  facilitate  its 
eonrae  as  much  as  he  could ;  but  if  they 
were  landed  very  often  in  such  entangle- 
ments, and  placed  at  such  disadvantage 


as  they  were  placed  in  by  the  action  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dun- 
dalk (Mr.  Charles  Bussell),  he  did  not 
see  how  they  were  to  make  any  progress 
at  all.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
had  evidently  not  studied  the  Bill — he 
had  not  placed  a  single  Amendment  on 
the  Paper.  He  (Mr.  Pamell)  and  his 
hon.  Friends  had  studied  the  Bill,  and 
they  had  placed  on  the  Paper  Amend- 
ments calculated  to  carry  out  their 
views;  and  he  thought  they  should 
have  been  entitled  to  place  their  views 
with  regard  to  the  remuneration  of  col- 
lectors, and  the  source  from  whence  that 
remuneration  should  be  taken,  before 
the  Committee,  instead  of  being  pounced 
upon  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Dundalk,  and  cut  off  from  all  dis- 
cussion, and  all  opportunity  of  express- 
ing their  opinions  upon  those  point<<,  by 
his  action.  He  (Mr.  Pamell)  was  bound 
to  say  he  did  not  think  the  course 
chosen  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
would  be  found  one  convenient  to  the 
Irish  Members,  or  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  himself,  or  to  the  Com- 
mittee in  general.  But  now  with  re- 
gard to  the  immediate  question  of  the 
authority  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
over  the  doings  of  the  Poor  Law  Guar- 
dians. He  thought  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dundalk  should  do  one 
thing  or  the  other — he  should  either 
trubt  the  Poor  Law  Guardians  or  the 
Local  Government  Board.  He  (Mr. 
Parnell)  did  not  see  in  what  way  the 
registration  of  voters  was  likely  to  be 
benefited  by  this  mixing  up  of  autho- 
rity. As  he  had  said  before  in  the  dis- 
cussion on  the  Amendment  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Waterford  (Mr. 
R.  Power),  speed  was  of  great  import- 
ance in  this  matter.  There  were  very 
large  numbers  of  men  to  be  added  to 
the  voters'  list,  amounting,  according  to 
the  calculations  of  those  best  qualified  to 
judge,  to  something  like  600,000.  There 
was  a  very  limitod  number  of  officials  to 
do  the  work,  and  it  was  of  importance 
that  those  officials  should  know,  on  as 
early  a  date  as  possible,  what  remune- 
ration they  were  to  receive.  They  would 
not  go  to  work  with  any  appetite  for  the 
work,  or  any  desire  to  complete  it  tho- 
roughly and  effectually,  until  they  knew 
what  they  were  to  get.  What  did  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Charles 
Bussell)  propose  V  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  proposed  that  after  the  Board 
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of  Goardians  had  got  over  their  natural 
sluggishnesSy  and  after  they  had  fixed 
the  rate  of  remuneration,  a  further 
delay  should  take  place  until  the  ap- 
proval of  the  Local  Government  Board 
was  obtained  as  to  the  rate  of  remune- 
ration. He  (Mr.  Parnell)  would  have 
liked  to  see  the  remuneration  of  the  col- 
lectors fixed  by  the  Act,  so  that  the  offi.- 
cialsy  who  ought  to  be  now  at  work  in 
order  that  there  should  be  any  hope  of 
their  completing  their  task,  should  get  to 
work,  even  before  the  Act  was  passed, 
with  the  knowledge  of  what  they  were 
to  receive.  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber proposed  as  the  first  delay  that  the 
Boards  of  Guardians  would  have  to  wait 
until  the  Act  was  passed  before  they 
could  hold  a  meeting.  Now,  that  meeting 
might  not  take  place  for  a  fortnight,  or, 
in  some  cases,  for  a  month  after  the 
passing  of  the  Act ;  indeed,  it  might  not 
take  place  at  all,  as  there  was  nothing  in 
the  Act  to  compel  the  Guardians  to  fix 
any  rate  oi  remuneration.  In  some  of 
the  most  critical  counties  in  Ireland,  in 
counties  where  it  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary that  the  officials  should  go  to  work 
at  once,  the  time  might  elapse  within 
which  the  work  was  to  be  done  before 
the  officials  interested  would  have  any 
opportunity  of  knowing  how  much  they 
were  to  get  for  their  work.  After  the 
Boards  of  Guardians  had  taken  action, 
supposing  they  did  take  action,  would 
come  the  further  delay  occasioned  by 
the  necessity  of  the  rate  of  remuneration 
fixed  receiving  the  approval  of  the  Local 
Government  Board.  Suppose  the  Local 
Government  Board  disapproved  of  the 
rate  of  remuneration,  then  another  meet- 
ing of  the  Boards  of  Guardians  would 
have  to  be  held.  The  meeting  would 
have  to  be  summoned  by  notice,  and, 
therefore,  a  further  delay  would  have 
to  take  place.  Perhaps  the  Board  of 
Guardians  would  get  into  a  long  cor- 
respondence with  the  Local  Government 
Board  with  regard  to  the  merits  of  the 
case,  and  the  question  of  the  rate  of 
remuneration  might  not  be  settled  until 
the  time  allowed  had  elapsed.  Those 
were  serious  considerations ;  they  were 
considerations  which  would  have  oc- 
curred to  the  mind  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr. 
Charles  Hussell)  if  he  had  taken  the 
trouble  to  look  into  the  matter.  Un- 
fortunately, he  had  not  taken  that 
trouble.     He  (Mr.  Parneir  asked   the  j 
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Gt)vemment  whether,  if  this  was  a  case 
in  which  they  were  interested,  they 
would  not  provide  efficient  machinery 
for  the  puipose?  What  did  they  do 
under  the  Juries  Act.  They  fixed  the 
rate  of  remuneration  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment ;  they  gave  power  to  the  Lord  liea- 
tenant,  in  Council,  to  make  his  Order, 
and  they  settled  that  that  Order  should 
be  of  such  a  practical  nature  that  the 
rate  collector  would  have  an  interest  in 
returning  a  full  list  of  men  fit  to  ewre 
on  juries.  If  it  was  a  question  sueh  ai 
that  connected  with  juries,  where  the 
Government  might  easily  hang,  or  im- 
prison, or  send  some  unfortunate  peasant 
into  penal  servitude,  the  Government 
would  set  their  wits  to  work  and  prodnoe 
a  complete  Bill;  they  would  not  be 
drawn  aside  by  such  catchpenny  Amend- 
ments as  that  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Dundalk 
(Mr.  Charles  Eussell).  He  also  objected 
to  the  proposal  on  other  grounds  thim  that 
of  delay.  If  they  were  going  to  trust  the 
Boards  of  Guardians,  why  not  trust  them 
altogether,  why  give  to  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Boa^  power  of  which  thej 
had  got  too  much  already?  He  en- 
tirely objected  to  this  trammelling  by 
the  Local  Government  Board.  ParUa* 
ment  had  a  right  to  trammel  local  bodiee; 
Parliament  had  undoubtedly  a  right  to 
fix  the  rate  to  be  paid  to  the  coUeeton. 
But  what  was  this  Local  Government 
Board  in  Ireland?  It  waa  a  Board 
which  was  composed  of  the  nominees  of 
Earl  Spencer,  men  who  were  perfecdv 
notorious  for  their  hatred  of  Ixvi 
national  life ;  for  their  desire,  first  of  aO, 
to  starve  the  people  of  the  conntiy  into 
submission  and  then  to  banish  them  oit 
of  the  country  altogether.  Such  was 
the  Local  Government  Board  to  whom 
it  was  proposed  to  hand  over  this  im- 
portant duty  connected  with  the  regtim- 
tion  of  voters.  The  Committee  knev 
what  the  result  had  been  of  the  acdoa 
of  the  nominees  of  Earl  Spencer  in  the 
case  of  the  Irish  boundariea.  He  (Mr- 
Pamell)  objected  to  follow  the  preeedcai 
set  in  that  case.  He  objected  to  h^it'^^ 
over  the  counties  in  Ireland  to  be  9^^*^ 
manipulated  by  the  nominees  of  £aii 
Spencer,  especially  where  Partiea  w«ft 
equally  divided,  and  where  it  wonld  W 
of  importance  to  obstruct  and  delay  the 
preparation  of  the  register  of  Toten> 
He  objected  to  the  interferenee  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  in  this  matter. 
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because  they  would  adopt  methods  of 
procedure  which  would  have  the  effect 
of    renderinii:    it    impossible    for   the 
peasantry  of  Ireland  to  be  placed  on  the 
Toters'  lists.     The  sooner  those  initial 
proceedings  were  taken  the  better.     A 
great  deal  too  much  time  had  been  lost 
already  by  the  dilatory  proceedings  of 
the  Government.     Why  did  not  the  Go- 
vernment follow  the  precedent  set  by 
the  Hegistration  Bill  of  1883,  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  present  Ohan- 
cellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Mr. 
Trevelyan)  agreed  to  ?    In  that  Hegis- 
tration Bill  Parliament  decided  that  so 
much  per  head  of  the  persons  placed  on 
the  list  should  be  given  to  the  rate  col- 
lectors.     What  had  happened  in  the 
meantime  to  induce  the  Government  to 
ohansco  their  mind  ?    Surely,  if  such  a 
provision  was  good  in  1883,  it  was  good 
now?    The  Committee  had  heard  no 
argument  whatever  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman    the   Chief   Secretary  (Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman),  or  the  right  hon. 
Grentieman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster  (Mr.   Trevelyan),  or  the 
Solicitor    General     for    Ireland    (Mr. 
Walker)  against  the  merits  of  that  pro- 
vision.   Why,  if  it  was  good  then,  was 
it  not  left  open  to  the  Committee  at  least 
to  move  the  introduction  of  a  similar 
provision  on  the  present  occasion ;  why 
was  this  Bill  framed  upon  entirely  dif- 
ferent   principles  with  regard    to  the 
remuneration  of  rate  collectors  to  the 
Bill  of  1883?    The  Government  knew 
very  well  that  if  they  did  agree  to  the 
addition  of  a  beneficial  provision  in  the 
Begistration  Bill  of  1883,  they  might 
rely  on  the  House  of  Lords  throwing  the 
whole  Bill  out.    They  were  not  quite  so 
certain  of  the  co-operation  of  the  House 
of  Lords  on  the  present  occasion.     It 
might  be  that  the  House  of  Lords  would 
refuse  some  of  the  provisions,  but  it 
was  certain  they  could  not  throw  the 
BiU  out  in  its  entirety.     He  protested 
a^^ainst  the  conduct  of  the  Government 
upon  the  present  occasion.     It  was  not 
fair  to  the  people  of  Ireland  that  the  Go- 
vernment should  take  advantage  of  every 
side-wind  to  prevent  the  peasantry  of 
Ireland  obtaining  their  just  electoral 
r]|;bt8. 

Mb.  TEEVELYAN  said,  that  if  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell)  seriously  believed  that  the  ob- 
ject of  the  Government,  and  his  (Mr. 
Trevelyan's)    object    in  coming   down 


that  night,  was  to  do  their  best  so  as  to 
diminish  the  number  of  Irishmen  who 
were  to  give  votes  at  the  next  General 
Election,  he  was  quite  welcome  to  his 
belief.  He  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  certainly 
never  heard  a  speech  which  went  so 
little  home  to  his  conscience  as  that 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  had  just  delivered.  His  (Mr. 
Trevelyan's)  only  object  on  the  Bepre- 
sentation  of  the  People  Bill,  on  the  Par- 
liamentary Elections  (Bedistribution) 
Bill,  and  on  the  Begistrations  Bills 
which  he  had  the  honour  of  bringing 
forward  in  that  House,  or  in  supporting 
in  the  House,  and  in  the  support  he  was 
now  giving  to  this  Begistration  Bill, 
which  he  hoped  might  soon  become  an 
Act,  was  that  the  greatest  number  of 
Irishmen  who  were  entitled  to  votes 
should  enjoy  the  vote.  Why  was  it  that 
the  Government  were  supporting  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr.  Charles 
Bussell)  ?  It  was  because  it  was  in  the 
form  which  had  commended  itself  to 
previous  Governments,  which  had  worked 
well  in  Ireland,  and  which,  in  the  opi- 
nion of  the  present  Government,  was  the 
form  which  would  work  the  best.  The 
Begistration  Act  of  1864  contained  a 
provision  of  this  exact  nature — namely, 
that  the  Guardians  of  the  poor  of  each 
Union  might,  by  an  order,  make  some 
annual  allowance  out  of  the  rates  to  the 
clerks  of  such  Unions  respectively  as  the 
Guardians  might  think  proper,  but  that 
such  order  should  not  be  acted  upon,  or 
any  payment  made,  until  the  same  was 
approved  by  the  Poor  Law  Commis- 
sioners, and  payment  sanctioned  by 
them.  He  was  not  aware  that  any  com- 
plaint had  been  made  against  the  opera- 
tion of  that  Act.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy)  had 
quoted  the  Bill  of  1 883.  Now  that  Bill, 
as  brought  in,  provided  that  the  Guar- 
dians of  the  poor  of  each  Union,  might, 
by  order,  make  such  annual  allowance 
out  of  the  rates  to  the  poor  rate  collectors 
as  the  said  Guardians  might  think  right, 
but  no  such  order  might  be  acted  upon, 
or  payment  made  thereunder,  until  the 
same  should  be  approved  of  by  the  Local 
Government  Board  for  Ireland.  Pres- 
sure was  put  upon  the  Government,  and 
the  fixed  scale  of  payment  was  agreed 
upon.  That,  however,  was  not  the 
original  projiosal  of  the  Government ; 
but  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
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Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy)  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell)  must  remember  that  the  constitu- 
encies to  which  that  provision  was  ap- 
plied were  extremely  different  constitu- 
encies to  which  this  Biil  applied.  To 
what  extent  would  the  county  constitu- 
encies of  Ireland  be  increased?  The 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  him- 
self had  said  that  the  Franchise  Act 
would  cause  an  addition  of  600,000 
men  to  the  Begister. 

Mb.  PAENELL  :  I  do  not  think  they 
will  add  half  that  number  under  the 
registration  proposals  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman. 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  said,  that  accord- 
ing to  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, 600,000,-  or  some  large  number  of 
men,  would  have  to  be  dealt  with  under 
this  Act.  Now,  that  was  a  different 
thing  from  the  miserably  and  scan- 
dalously small  number  of  county  electors 
who  would  have  to  be  dealt  with  under 
the  Bill  which  he  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  had 
the  honour  to  introduce  to  the  House  in 
1883.  He  thought  it  was  extremely 
important  that  there  should  be  some 
Supervising  Body  who  could  remove 
from  the  minds  of  rival  politicians  in 
Ireland  the  suspicion  that  the  overseers 
and  rate  collectors  could  in  any  way  be 
influenced  by  the  politics  of  the  Boards  of 
Guardians.  He  did  not  think  the  Local 
Government  Board  would  find  it  very 
necessary  to  interfere.  He  felt  certain 
that  the  interference  would  not  cause 
the  inconvenience  or  the  delay  which  had 
suggested  itself  to  hon.  Members  op- 
posite. He  did  not  think  that  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Dundalk  (Mr.  Charles  Russell)  de- 
served the  hard  words  bestowed  upon  it 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  (Mr.  Parnell) ;  his  own  belief  was 
that  the  Committee  would  take  a  quieter 
▼iew  and  a  more  practical  view  of  the 
question  and  support  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  CHARLES  RUSSELL  said,  he 
hoped  the  Committee  would  not  consider 
it  improper  that  he  should  again  ask 
its  attention  for  a  moment  or  two,  espe- 
cially after  the  observations  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell)  had  thought  proper  to  address 
to  the  Committee.  So  far  as  the  ob- 
servations of  the  hon.  Member  related 
to  his  (Mr.  Charles  Russell's)  conduct, 
apart  from  the  present  Amendment,  he 
should  certainly  not  notice  them.    He 

i/r.  Treveljfon 


did  not  think  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  would,  when  the  hett 
of  the  moment  had  passed  away,  louk 
back  with  entire  satisfaction  to  what  he 
had  said  in  relation  to  him  (Mr.  Chirln 
Russell);   indeed,  he  doubted  whether 
the  hon.  Member,  even  at  that  moment, 
was  quite  satisfied  that  his  obaervations 
were  just.    He  did  not  think  it  would 
be  becoming  that  he  should  occupy  the 
attention  of  the    Committee  with  per- 
sonal matters  which  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  present  discussion  ;  but  in  rela- 
tion to  his  conduct  as  to  the  matter  now 
before  the  Committee,  he  must  take  leave 
to  correct  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork.     It  was  not  true  that  he  bad 
taken  no  interest  in  this  Bill.    It  was 
true  that  he  had  been  here  during  the 
entire  discussion,  which  had  now  lasted 
for  a  considerable    time;    and  it  wis 
equally  true  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  had  not  been  preeeal 
during  the  whole  discussion.     If  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  bed 
been  present  when  the  Amendmant  of 
the  hon.   Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Waterford  (Mr.  R.  Power)  was  before 
the  Committee,   it    would    have    beet 
within  the  competence  and  right  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  to 
have  pointed  out  that  there  might  be 
certain  inconveniences    in    the  eonne 
which  was  being  pursued.     If  the  boa. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  had  baea 
here,  he  would  have  known  that  it  was 
stated  to  him  (Mr.  Charles  Ruaaell)  ia 
the  House  by  the  hon.   Member  for 
Louth  (Mr.  Callan)— although,  as  the 
hon.  Member  now  said,  and,  of  cooita. 
he  (Mr.  Charles  Russell;  most  atatpt 
the  statement,  not  by  the  directioa  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the    Member  f« 
Waterford  (Mr.  R.  Power)— he  (Mr.  B. 
Power)  was  prepared  to  assent  to  the 
withdrawal  of  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  callan  said,  he  bad 
communication  to  the  hon.  and 
Member  (Mr.  Charles  Russell}, 
across  the  floor  of  the  House. 

Mb.  CHARLES  RUSSELL  tbaaked 
the  hon.  Member  for  reminding  the 
Committee  that  that  was  his  ^Mr.  Charltf 
Russell's)  only  mode  of  commonicalMa 
with  the  hon.  Member.  He  ft»kad  to 
be  allowed  to  remind  the  Committa*  ef 
the  course  which  this  diseunion  had 
taken.  When  the  diacnaaioa  vm  ia:- 
tiated,  some  hon.  Gentlemaa  oft 
side  of  the  House,  ptomineot^  hia 
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Friend  the  Member  for  Tyrone  (Mr. 
T.  A.  Dickson),  was  insisting  upon  the 
Oovernment  proposal  being  adopted; 
because,  he  said — and  therein  he  was 
corroborated  hy  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland — that 
representations  had  reached  hon.  and 
right  hon.  Members  from  clerks  of 
Unions  and  rate  collectors  that  the 
Boards  of  Guardians  were  making  no 
arrangements  for  compensating  them  for 
the  extra  labour  that  would  be  put  upon 
them.  He  believed  that  it  would  be 
necessary  that  there  should  be  some  con- 
trolling power,  not  only  for  the  purpose 
of  requiring  that  remuneration  should 
be  fixed,  but  also  to  decide  what  the 
scale  of  remuneration  should  be.  Ac- 
cordingly, on  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Waterford 
(Mr.  H.  Power),  he  had  suggested  the 
Amendment  standing  in  his  own  name 
in  opposition  to  the  Govemment  pro- 
posal embodied  in  the  clause.  He  had 
said  that  the  principle  he  was  in  favour 
of  was  that  the  Boards  of  Guardians, 
who  raised  the  money,  should  have  the 
control  of  that  money,  and  he  said  that 
that  was  the  principle  he  should  like  to 
Bee  carried  out.  But  inasmuch  as  it 
had  been  suggested  that  in  this  case  the 
matters  to  be  dealt  with  were  somewhat 
of  a  delicate  nature,  and  that  compli- 
cated considerations  might  arise  which 
would  lead  to  a  want  of  uniformity  of 
payment— that  was  to  say,  a  larger  pay- 
ment in  some  cases  than  in  others,  and, 
in  some  cases,  no  provision  for  payment 
at  all — hesaid  that,  while  it  was  necessary 
that  remuneration  should  be  given,  there 
should  also  be  some  machinery  which 
would  insure  uniformity  of  payment  in 
proportion  to  the  work  done ;  and  he 
bad  said,  in  justification,  that  by  that 
contrivance  Parliament  would  secure  uni- 
formity of  payment,  and  also  secure  the 
practical  control  of  the  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians, who  raised  the  fundn,  and  that,  if 
there  were  control  by  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  it  would  be  exercised  in 
the  face  of  the  country,  and  in  view  of 
the  elected  Guardians  on  the  spot.  Those 
considerations,  he  might  add,  seemed  to 
have  some  weight  with  hon.  Members 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House.  But 
there  was  one  more  word  which  he  de- 
sired to  say.  What  right  had  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell)  to  address  to  him  the  lan- 
guage which  he  had  made  use  of  in  re* 
fcreaoe  to  this  question  ?  The  hon.  Mem«  I 


her  for  the  City  of  Waterford  rose  in 
his  place  and  proposed  to  withdraw  his 
Amendment ;  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  taunted  him  (Mr. 
Charles  Eussell)  as  if  he  were  a  party 
to  the  Ameadment  being  withdrawn  on 
the  understanding  that  his  (Mr.  Charles 
EusselFs)  Amendment  should  be  with- 
drawn. He  denied  that.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  charged  him 
in  effect  with  having  been  a  party  to  an 
arrangement  from  which  he  had  dis- 
honestly withdrawn,  and  that  baseless 
insinuation  of  the  hon.  Member  he  re- 
pelled with  contempt  and  scorn. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACHsaid, 
having  listened  to  the  discussion  on  this 
question,  there  appeared  to  him  to  be 
great  force  in  the  view  taken  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell)  that  the  Committee  should  settle 
the  basis  on  which  these  expenses  of  the 
clerks  of  Unions  and  poor  rate  col- 
lectors should  be  charged  before  they 
settled  by  whom  they  were  to  be  regu- 
lated. The  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  had  more  than  once  insisted  on 
that  proposition  being  admitted ;  and  on 
that  account  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Waterford  (Mr.  R.  Power)  bad 
been  induced  to  withdraw  the  Amend- 
ment he  had  moved  to  the  clause.  As 
the  Bill  now  stood  he  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks- Beach)  could  very  well  under- 
stand that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
should  feel  some  difficulty  in  adhering  to 
it,  for  it  provided  that  the  expenses  in 
question  should  be  paid  by  the  Boards 
of  Guardians,  and  that  the  Guardians 
should  have  no  voice  whatever  in  de- 
ciding what  the  amount  of  those  ex- 
penses should  be.  It  had  been  sug- 
gested that  the  Local  Govemment  Board 
should  be  the  controlling  authority  in 
this  matter  over  the  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians. Now,  the  control  must  either  be 
real  or  not — if  unreal,  it  would  be  of  no 
use ;  and  if  it  were  real,  it  certainly  in- 
volved interference  with  local  govern* 
ment,  which  was  an  objectionable  prin- 
ciple, and  one  which  he  thought  the 
Committee  ought,  if  possible,  to  avoid. 
He  must  not  be  understood  to  say  that 
some  control  might  not  be  necessary  in 
this  case ;  but  he  said  it  was  an  unsatis- 
factory way  of  settling  this  question, 
and  he  would  rather  like  a  settlement 
to  be  found  in  the  alteration  of  the  inci- 
dence of  the  charge — that  was  to  say, 
by  placing  it  upon  the  Treasury  rather 
than  upon  local  rates.    If  the  expense 
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of  registration  had  been  for  some  time 
past  im|>osed  on  the  localities,  he  could 
not  conceive  that  anyone  would  pro- 
pose that  it  should  be  so  imposed  now. 
These  charges  related  to  matters  which 
concerned  the  nation  at  large  as  well 
as  the  local  ratepayers;  and  it  might 
be  said  that  they  were  not  a  local  but  a 
national  charge.  Therefore,  it  appeared 
to  him  that  there  was  force  in  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy)  that 
there  should  be  some  scale  established 
for  the  remuneration  of  the  officials  in 
question,  and  that  they  should  be  paid 
according  to  that  scale  by  the  Treasury. 
Of  course,  if  that  change  were  to  be 
made  in  respect  of  Ireland,  it  should 
also  be  made  in  respect  of  England  and 
Scotland;  and  he  could  see  no  reason 
whatever  for  continuing  the  incidence 
of  these  expenses  upon  the  rates.  He 
lioped  that  the  incidence  might  be  so 
altered  as  that  it  should  be  placed  on  the 
Treasury. 

Mr.  T.  a.  DICKSON  said,  he  had 
stated  that  he  preferred  the  clause  in 
the  Bill,  but  that  he  would  support  the 
Amendment  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr. 
Charles  Eussell).  He  was  prepared  to  do 
that  if  the  clause  were  withdrawn  and 
a  Schedule  brought  in  fixing  the  scale  of 
remuneration  not  only  for  poor  rate  col- 
lectors, but  also  for  clerks  of  Unions  and 
Clerks  of  the  Peace,  so  that  the  remu- 
neration of  all  those  officials  might  be 
fixed.  His  object  was  to  secure  inde- 
pendence of  action  on  the  part  of  those 
persons.  Let  the  Committee  suppose 
that  the  poor  rate  collector  or  clerk  of 
any  particular  Union  had  incurred  the 
displeasure  of  the  Board  of  Guardians, 
and  that  the  latter  refused  them  any,  or 
scarcely  any,  remuneration.  Therefore, 
he  said,  make  the  rate  collectors  and 
clerks  of  Unions  independent  of  the 
Board  of  Guardians  in  this  respect,  so 
that  they  might  be  in  a  position  fear- 
lessly to  discharge  their  duties.  Let 
them  be  placed  in  a  position  of  inde- 
pendence with  regard  to  any  political 
I^arty.  He  would  certainly  prefer  very 
much  that  a  scale  of  remuneration 
should  be  fixed  in  the  Bill  to  which 
poor  rate  collectors  and  clerks  of  Unions 
could  appeal. 

Mb.  healy  said,  the  position  they 
were  now  in  was  the  result  of  the  Go- 
vernment never  aocepting  the  su^ges- 
tion  of  anyone,  however  well  acquainted 

^•V  Michael  Hicks-Beach 


he  might  be  with  the  subject  under  con- 
sideration.   He  need  not  say  that  hon. 
Members  from  Ireland  knew  more  aboot 
this  question  which  related  to  Ireland 
than  any  other  Members  of  the  Honse ; 
but,  notwithstanding  that,  they  had  to 
come  down  to  the  House  and  hammer 
away  at  the  Government  for  hours  on  a 
simple  question,  and  then  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  East  Glouces- 
tershire (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  and 
the    Government    supporter,   the  hon. 
Member  for  Tjrrone  (Mr.  T.  A.  Dickson', 
came  in  and  supported  the  proposal  of 
hon.  Members  on  those  Benches.  Whit 
excuse  did  the  right  hon.  G^tlemantb« 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancanter 
(Mr.  Trevelyan)  give  for  not  aocepting 
their  suggestion  ?    The  proposal  of  the 
Government  amounted  to  this — that  the 
Local  Government  Board  had  more  in- 
telligence than  the  House  of  Commons. 
It  was  proposed  that  they  should  abdi- 
cate their  functions  in  favour  of  Messrs. 
Brown,  Jones,   and  Eobinson.     There 
were    30    or    40    Members    on    thoee 
Benches  in  favour  of  a  certain  proposal; 
it  had  received  the  support  of  seTcnl 
hon.  Gentlemen  representing  the  Whigt. 
and  the  support  also  of  the  right  hos. 
Baronet  on  the  Front  Opposition  Beock 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beacn) ;  and  sur^, 
under  those  circumstances,  their   prih 
posal  was  entitled  to  acceptance  by  the 
Government.    But  the  Government  said 
— "  No,  we  will  not  accept  your  sngges- 
tion."     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  tlie 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancasts 
gave  it  as  one  reason  why  the  Govern- 
ment could  not  accept  their  proposal 
that  they  did  not  know  how  manyvotcn 
would  come  on  the  list.    But  he  wo«H 
ask,  if  the  Government  did  not  knov, 
how  was  the  Local  GK>vemment  Board— 
how  was  Mr.  Eobinson — ^to  know  how- 
many  voters  would  come  on  the  Iis<  ?  If 
the  clause  remained  in  its  present  form, 
there   would    always    be    uncertaiatT. 
whereas  if  their  proposal  were  embodifd 
in  the  Bill,  all  the  Government  acmpln 
would  be  removed,   and    all  dificwr 
about  the  matter  would  be  at  an  vmi 
With  reference  to  the  clerks  of  Uaiaai. 
he  did  not  agree  with  the  hon.  Membff 
for  Tyrone  in  thinking  that  they  o«fte 
to  take  the  same  trouble  over  the  wa^ 
ter  of  their  remuneration  as  ther  did  ia 
the  cases  of  the  poor  rate  coUecton. 
His  opinion  was  that  Her  Majeety's  Go- 
vernment should  withdraw  thii 
entirely,  and  consent  to  bring  up 
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clause  on  the  Eeport  stage  of  the  Bill, 
embodying  the  capitation  principle. 

Mb.  lewis  said,  that  aiter  the  many 
suggestions  made  in  the  course  of  this 
discussion,  the  proposal  was  now  made 
that  the  clause  should  be  withdrawn, 
and  a  clause  based  on  the  capitation 
principle  brought  up  on  Keport.    Now, 
he  objected  altogether  to  the  principle 
of  capitation  payment  being  applied  in 
this  case.     He  thought  it  would  furnish 
an  inducement  to  overseers  to  put  un- 
qualified   persons    on    the    list.     [Mr. 
Hsaly:  They  will  not  be  paid.]    He 
did  not  know  that ;  they  would  be  paid 
according  to  the  list  made  up.    The  list 
of  Toters  would  be  very  different  from 
the  jury  list,  which  was  only  for  the 
purpose  of  getting  the  names  of  a  com- 
paratiTely   small    number    of    persons 
qualified  to  serve  on  juries.    This  was  a 
totally  different  case,  and,  as  he  said  be- 
fore, he  believed  the  introduction  of  a 
capitation  grant  would  lead  to  a  num- 
ber of  unqualified  persons  being  put  on 
the  list.    The  hon.  Member  for  the  Oity 
of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  proposed  that  the 
remuneration  should  be  at  the  rate  of 
£2  lOt.  per  annum  to  each  collector  for 
any  number  of  names  up  to  25,  £2  for 
every  additional  100  names  up  to  £500, 
and  £1  for  every  succeeding  100 ;  pro- 
vided that  no  collector  should  receive 
a  greater  sum  than  £50  in  any  one  year. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  a  very  fine  ihxng 
might  be  made  out  of  that;  the  col- 
lectors might  sweep  into  the  list  any 
number  of  persons  for  which  they  would 
be  paid  so  much  a  head,  and  the  county 
would  have  to  be  satisfied  with  it.    He 
hoped  that  the  suggestion  to  withdraw 
the  clause  arrived  at  after  four  or  five 
hours'  discussion  would  not  be  assented 
tOy  and  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  adhere  to  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dundalk 
(Mr.  Charles  Eussell). 

Mr.  GORST  said,  that  the  course 
taken  within  the  last  few  minutes  seemed 
to  have  brought  the  Committee  into  a 
state  of  unanimity  on  one  point.  They 
had  agreed  to  sink  objections  and  come 
down  upon  the  Consolidated  Fund  for 
ibe  cost  of  registration.  But  there  was 
one  Member  of  the  Committee  who  had 
not  spoken,  and  whose  opinion  on  this 
matter  was  entitled  to  some  considera- 
tion. He  would  like  to  hear  what  were 
the  views  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
^e  Ohanoellor  of  the  Exchequer  on  the 


subject,  because  if  the  expenses  of  re 
gistration,  as  was  now  proposed,  were 
to  fall  upon  Imperial  and  not  upon  local 
funds,  they  must  first  get  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  open  the  bank  for  them. 
His  own  opinion  was  that  it  was  not 
competent  to  any  hon.  Member  to  move 
such  an  Amendment ;  and  he  supposed 
that  the  Members  of  the  Government 
who  had  charge  of  Irish  affairs  could 
not  assent  to  it  until  they  had  obtained 
leave  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  He  should 
like  to  know  whether  that  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  hold  out  any  hope  that 
the  Consolidated  Fund  would  bear  the 
cost  of  registration  of  voters  in  Ireland  ? 
If  they  were  informed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  that  would  be  the  case, 
the  Committee  could  proceed  on  the  line 
that  had  been  debated ;  but,  if  not,  he 
would  suggest  that  the  time  of  the  Com- 
mittee was  being  thrown  away,  and  that 
they  must  look  for  some  other  alter- 

Thb  CHANCELLOE  of  theEXCHE- 
QIJER  (Mr.  Childebs)  said,  he  had 
never  been  more  surprised  than  when 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
East  Gloucestershire  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  sprung  upon  the  Government  the 
proposal  he  had  made.  The  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  him- 
self had  an  Amendment  on  the  Paper  to 
leave  out  Clause  6,  and  to  substitute  for 
it  a  clause  calling  on  the  Guardians  of 
the  poor  to  make  certain  payments  in 
connection  with  the  registration  of  Irish 
voters  out  of  the  rates — that  was  to  say, 
£2  10«.  per  annum  to  each  collector  for 
any  number  of  names  up  to  25  ;  £2  for 
every  additional  names  up  to  500,  and 
£1  for  every  succeeding  100.  No  one 
could,  after  this,  have  guessed  that  there 
was  any  serious  intention  to  remove 
these  charges  from  the  rates.  But  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  suddenly  came  down 
and  proposed,  not  only  with  respect  to 
the  incidence  of  the  charge  in  Ireland, 
but  also  with  respect  to  its  incidence 
in  the  other  parts  of  the  Kingdom, 
that  the  whole  of  the  registration  ex- 
penses should  fall  upon  the  Consolidated 
Fund.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  made 
that  proposal  without  any  Notice  what- 
ever, his  Friends  having  made  a  pro- 
posal with  respect  to  County  Court 
Judges  in  principle  similar  to  that  of 
the  arrangement  now  existing.  The 
Government  were  suddenly  asked  with 
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respect  to  the  whole  Kingdom,  in  the 
course  of  the  discussion  on  an  Irish  Be- 
gistration  Bill,  to  establish  a  principle 
throwing  a  very  large  charge  on  the 
Ojnsolidated  Fund.  In  reply,  there- 
fore, to  the  appeal  very  properlv  made 
to  him  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst),  he  at  once  said 
that  he  certainly  could  not  consent  to 
make  such  a  change  as  was  proposed  in 
the  Bill,  the  effect  of  which  would  be  to 
cast  a  very  heavy  additional chargeon  the 
Consolidated  Fund  at  once,  and  probably 
a  much  heavier  charge  hereafter.  He 
had  felt  it  his  duty  to  make  these  obser- 
vations to  the  Committee,  and  the  ques- 
tion having  been  put  to  him  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  opposite  as  to  whe- 
ther it  would  be  competent  to  move  an 
Amendment  to  that  effect,  he  answered 
it  by  saying  that  no  such  proposal  could 
be  made  without  the  consent  of  the 
responsible  Minister. 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  said,  he  had 
never  heard  a  more  technical  answer 
given  on  a  large  subject.  He  regretted 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  not  been 
able  to  argue  the  question  on  those 
broader  grounds  on  which  he  (Mr. 
Stanhope)  considered  it  ought  to  he 
argued.  His  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  liad  raised  this 
qiiestion — Were  the  expenses  of  regis- 
tration a  matter  of  local  interest,  or 
were  they  a  matter  of  Imperial  interest? 
And  he  might  point  out  to  the  Committee 
that  that  question  was  not  a  new  one. 
It  had  been  argued  in  that  House  on 
former  occasions,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer knew  that  it  would  come  forward 
in  connection  with  the  Bill ;  at  any 
rate,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did 
not  know  it,  he  would  know  it  before 
the  English  Hegistration  Bill  left  the 
House.  Hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  that  side  felt  that  the  charges  in- 
question  were  matters  of  Imperial  inte- 
rest. They  believed  that  it  was  a  gross 
injustice  to  charge  the  enormously  in- 
creased expenditure  that  would  be  in- 
curred under  the  Eepresentation  of  the 
People  Act  upon  the  local  rates,  and 
that  somehow  or  other  they  must  find  a 
remedy  for  the  evil. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
HsKBT  James)  said,  he  would  ask  the 
Committee  to  carry  their  minds  back  to 
the  year  1868,  when  greatly  increased 

Th4  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


charges  were  thrown  upon  the  boroughs 
of  England.  At  that  time  Parliament 
enfranchised  a  large  number  of  new 
voters,  and  the  boroughs  had  to  pay  in 
consequence  greatly  increased  registra- 
tion charges;  but  not  one  worj  was 
said  then  about  throwing  those  charges 
upon  Imperial  funds.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope) 
and  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  East  Gloucestershire  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  had  nothing  to  say  then 
in  favour  of  relieving  the  small  towns  of 
the  increased  burden  of  registration 
charges  which  the  Act  of  that  year 
threw  upon  them ;  they  were  not  a 
matter  of  Imperial  interest  then,  and 
the  localities  were  left  to  bear  the 
charges  themselves.  But  now — 17  years 
afterwards — when  Parliament  was  doing 
for  the  counties  what  in  1868  it  did  for 
the  borough«,  the  county  Members  came 
forward,  and  said — '*You  must  not  do 
for  the  counties  what  you  did  for  the 
boroughs."  They  were  now  giving  the 
counties  increased  representation ;  and 
did  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  think  it  fair 
or  right,  in  Committee  on  a  Begi^tration 
Bill,  to  raise  this  broad  question,  and  to 
introduce  the  novelty  of  making  Impe- 
rial taxation  pay  for  the  increased  re- 
presentation of  the  localities?  How 
could  they  in  justice  make  the  boroughs 
pay  their  own  registration  expenses 
as  they  had  hitherto  done,  and  then  say 
that  they  should  not  only  pay  for  them- 
selves, but  for  the  registration  expenses 
of  the  county? — for  that  was,  practi- 
cally, what  the  proposal  amounted  to. 
['*No,  no!"]  imperial  taxation,  he 
contended,  did  pay  for  the  expenses  of 
representation ;  but  until  a  week  ago 
there  had  never  been  a  suggestion  that 
the  expenses  of  registration  should  be 
defrayed  from  any  other  source  than 
that  of  local  taxation.  [*'No,  no!"] 
If  he  was  wrong  in  saying  that,  why, 
he  asked,  was  not  the  same  practical 
view  taken  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
when  the  boroughs  were  saddled  with 
increased  registration  charges  ?  Having 
allowed  the  boroughs  to  pay  those 
charges  in  1868,  why  was  it  that  the 
county  Members  now  asked  that  an  op- 
posite course  should  be  followed  ?  The 
proposal  was  not  only  novel,  but  there 
was  a  practical  objection  to  the  course 
proposed. 

'iHE   CHAIRMAN  (Mr.  Coubtnby) 
said,  he  mast  point  out  the  double  irre* 
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pilarify  tbat  was  beings  committed.  The 
QiieHtiun  before  the  Committee  was 
whether  the  Local  Government  Board 
or  the  Boards  of  Guardians  should  fix 
the  rate  of  remuneration  to  officials  for 
carrying  out  the  registration  of  voters 
under  the  Representation  of  the  People 
Act.  The  question  under  consideration 
was  not  as  to  the  source  from  which 
that  remuneration  should  come.  That 
was  the  first  irregularity.  The  second 
irre;i:ularity  was  the  discussion  as  to 
whether  the  registration  charges  should 
be  thrown  on  the  Consolidated  Fund, 
with  regard  to  which  he  would  point 
oat  that  the  question  could  not  be  dis- 
cussed on  this  Bill  without  the  consent 
of  a  Committee  previously  set  up. 

Tub  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hekry  Jamba)  said,  he  asked  pardon 
for  having  transgressed  the  Rule  of  the 
Committee.  He  was  answering  the 
apeecli  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
I^colnshire  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope). 

ScB  MICHAEL  HICKS- BEACH 
said,  the  position  taken  up  by  the  hon. 
aud  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
Gentleman  appeared  to  be  this.  Being 
a  borough  Member,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  argued  that,  because  the  bo- 
rough Representatives  neglected  their 
duty  in  1868 

The  chairman  (Mr.  Coubtwby)  : 
Order,  order ! 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  We  hear  now, 
Sir,  of  1868 

The  chairman  (Mr.  Coubtwey)  : 
Order,  order ! 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH 
said,  he  rose  for  the  purpose  of  appeal- 
ing to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Dundalk  (Mr.  Charles  Russell)  to  with- 
draw his  Amendment,  in  order  that  the 
Committee  might  proceed  to  discuss  the 
more  important  question  raised  in  the 
aecjond  paragraph  of  the  clause.  He 
believed  it  would  be  very  much  for  the 
convenience  of  the  Committee  if  he 
would  take  that  course. 

CoLomex  NOLAN  said,  the  Bill  had 
been  wrongly  drawn.  The  draftsman 
had  first  made  them  spend  a  lot  of 
mouey,  but  had  never  said  until  after- 
wards where  the  money  was  to  come 
from.  All  that  confusion  arose  from 
the  way  in  which  the  Bill  had  been 
drafted.  He  saw  the  Chief  Secretary 
laughing;  perhaps  the  draftsman  had 
drawn  it  wrongly  on  purpose.  He  hoped 
the  Amendmeat  woiikl  be  withdrawn. 


and  then  they  could  get  to  the  main 
question  as  to  where  the  money  was  to 
come  from. 

Mr.  CHARLES  RUSSELL  said, 
that  if  it  was  the  general  wi^h  of  the 
Committee,  he  should  be  most  happy  to 
withdraw  the  Amendment ;  but  he  must 
6rst  have  it  made  clear  to  his  mind  that 
that  was  the  general  wish  of  the  Com- 
mittee ;  and  he  was  by  no  means  clear 
upon  that  point  at  present. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  the  matter  stood 
thus.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Dundalk  (Mr.  Charles  Russell)  proposed 
the  Amendment  as  a  compromise  to  the 
suggestion  that  the  matter  should  be 
dealt  with  by  the  Boards  of  Guardians, 
and  not  by  the  Local  Government  Board. 
When  that  suggestion  was  madp,  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Charles 
Russell  came  forward  and  proposed  as  a  ' 
compromise  that  it  should  be  in  the 
hands  of  the  Boards  of  Guardians,  sub- 
ject to  the  control  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board.  He  (Mr.  Gibson)  assumed 
that,  having  regard  to  the  discussion 
which  was  going  to  be  raised  on  the 
2nd  paragraph,  the  Boards  of  Guardians 
would  not  be  mentioned  again  at  this 
stage ;  and  therefore  he  would  suggest 
that  the  Amendment  should  be  with- 
drawn, and  the  whole  of  the  1st  para- 
graph should  remain  as  it  was.  They 
would  then  be  able  to  make  such  obser- 
vations as  might  occur  to  them  on  the 
2nd  paragraph. 

Mr.  call  an  said,  that  if  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dundalk  was 
willing  to  withdraw  his  Amendment,  he 
(Mr.  Callan)  was  ready  to  facilitate 
that  operation  by  withdrawing  hia  pro- 
posal to  amend  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  (Mr.  Callan),  by  leave, 
toithdrawn. 

The  chairman  (Mr.  Courtney)  : 
Is  it  your  pleasure  that  the  original 
Amendment  be  withdrawn  ? 

Mr.  lewis  :  No,  no. 

Mr.  CALLAN :  Then,  if  the  original 
Amendment  is  not  to  be  withdrawn,  I 
beg  to  move  that  my  Amendment  to  it 
be  restored,  and  that  we  leave  out  the 
words  **  subjfct  to  the  control  of." 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  that  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Louth  (Mr.  Callan)  had 
withdrawn  his  Amendment  to  the 
Amendment  on  the  understanding  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dun- 
dalk (Mr.  Charles  Russell)  would  with* 
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draw  his  proposal,  surely  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  now  place  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dundalk  in 
the  position  of  not  allowing  him  to  with- 
draw it.  If  the  Q-ovemment  or  any 
Member  of  the  House  intended  to  take 
that  course,  the  proper  thing  to  do 
would  have  been  to  have  objected  to 
the  withdrawal  of  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Louth. 

Mb.  FAENELL  said,  he  did  not  see 
that  they  could  proceed  profitably  with 
a  discussion  upon  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dundalk, 
because  after  they  had  arrived  at  a 
decision  upon  it  they  would  really  only 
be  at  the  beginning  of  the  clause,  and 
they  would  have  to  discuss  further 
Amendments  subsequently,  which  would 
undoubtedly  come  from  different  sides 
of  the  Committee  and  from  different 
points  of  view,  all  of  which  would  take 
up  a  great  deal  of  time.  He,  therefore, 
thought  there  were  only  two  courses 
open  to  the  Committee,  if  they  were  to 
proceed  with  any  hope  of  making  pro- 
gressi— either  that  the  clause  should  be 
withdrawn,  to  give  an  opportunity  to 
the  Irish  Executive  to  consider  the  ques- 
tion, with  the  view  of  bringing  up  a 
fresh  clause  upon  the  Eeport ;  or  else 
the  hon.  Member  for  Londonderry  (Mr. 
Lewis),  who  had  objected  to  the  with- 
drawal of  the  Amendment,  should  take 
into  account  the  fact  that  he  would  be 
able  to  raise  this  particular  question  in 
the  subsequent  discussion  on  a  new 
clause  which  would  undoubtedly  have 
to  be  moved,  and  that  he  would  not 
debar  himself  from  adopting  the  prin- 
ciples he  wished  to  adopt  with  regard  to 
the  control  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  or  whatever  other  principles  he 
might  be  desirous  of  inserting,  and 
should,  therefore,  consent  to  allow  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dundalk  to  be  withdrawn. 
There  was,  undoubtedly,  a  very  general 
wish  on  both  sides  of  the  Committee  that 
they  should  proceed  to  the  settlement  of 
the  question  involved  in  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Galway  (Colonel  Nolan),  and  thus 
utilize  the  favourable  opportunity  which 
had  now  presented  itself.  If  the  hon. 
Member  for  Londonderry  did  not  persist 
in  his  refusal  to  allow  the  Amendment 
to  be  withdrawn,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  debar  himself  from  the  asser- 
tion of  the  principle  which  he  wished  to 

Mr,  Healy 


assert,  because  it  could  be  asserted  in 
the  discussion  of  the  new  clause  whidi 
would  have  to  be  moved. 

Mb.  lewis  wished  to  say  why  he 
had  objected  to  the  withdrawal  of  the 
Amendment.  During  the  earlier  pan 
of  the  evening,  when  there  were  pro- 
bably not  above  10  or  12  persons  in  the 
House,  and  after  they  had  discussed  for 
two  hours  and  a-hd[f  the  Amendmrat 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Watw- 
ford  (Mr.  It.  Power),  that  Amendment 
was  allowed  to  be  withdrawn.  But  10 
minutes  afterirards,  it  was  proposed  to 
be  moved  again,  and  when  he  (Mr. 
Lewis)  raised  some  question  on  tha 
point,  the  Chairman  told  him  that  he 
could  not  object  because  the  previoni 
Amendment  had  been  withdrawn  and 
not  rejected.  That  was  why  he  had 
wished  to  draw  attention  to  the  matter, 
and  to  point  out  that  the  withdrawal  of 
Amendments,  when  followed  by  re-pro- 
posing them  directly  afterwardsi  was 
most  inconvenient.  However,  he  had 
no  desire  to  press  his  objection  any 
further. 

Amendment  [Mr,  CharUn  Rium^^  by 
leave,  withdrawn. 

Colonel  NOLAN  moved  an  Amend- 
ment to  Clause  6,  page  3,  line  17,  to 
leave  out  all  the  words  after  the  word 
''defrayed"  to  the  end  of  the  danaa. 
He  said,  he  did  not  intend  to  go  minat^ 
into  the  merits  of  this  question,  for  the 
reason  that  a  large  number  of  hoa. 
Members  had  already  made  up  tiwfr 
minds,  and  several  had  already  spokca 
upon  it,  although  on  a  different  Amead* 
ment.  Hon.  Members'  minds  wara, 
therefore,  full  of  the  subject.  But  ha 
would  just  explain  one  point     He  had 

Proposed  no  charge  upon  the  Conaoli- 
ated  Fund,  because  he  Imew  that  that 
would  be  out  of  Order;  but  what  ha 
did  propose  was  to  leave  out  the  cbafgt 
upon  the  local  rates ;  and  if  that  wm 
agreed  to,  it  would  then  be  the  duty  of 
the  Government  to  propose  some  otbrf 
way  of  paying  the  people  who  did  that 
work.  He  thought  the  AmendnMBi 
ought  to  be  carried,  both  upos  its 
merits  and  according  to  the  rtrnigtli  «l 
Parties  in  the  House.  That  was  not  s 
question  of  asking  that  a  loeal  rati 
should  be  paid  out  of  Imperial  ieaomm*> 
but  of  refusing  to  pay  an  Imperial  tax 
out  of  local  rates.  They  were  aakad  ta 
pay  out  of  every  poor  Unioii  m  Irdaad 
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£200  or  £300  to  return  Members  to 
Parliament.  Why  should  the  ratepayers 
liave  to  pay  that?  They  mi|)^ht  as  well 
]iaT0  to  pay  the  Members.  If  the  pay- 
ment of  Members  liad  to  he  proposed  at 
any  time  it  would  have  tj  be  ]ir.>pojed 
out  of  Imiierial  taxes,  and  not  out  of 
local  rates.  The  expense  of  registration 
aliould  properly  be  a  rate  on  the  whole 
cmntiyat  large.  He  did  not  seo  why 
barristers  and  rich  merchant?,  who  lived 
In  fine  houses,  nnd  who  were  rated  to  a 
very  Fmall  extent  on  those  houses,  should 
not  fake  their  hhare  of  the  burden  ;  and 
why  this  ohargo  should  not  be  paid  out 
of  income  Tax  instead  of  out  of  the  poor 
rates  of  the  miserably  poor.  The  Com- 
mittee ought  to  be  strong  enough  to 
cany  this  Amendment.  He  did  not 
see  why  Irish  Members  on  the  Minis- 
terial fride  of  the  House  should  not 
unite  with  Irish  Members  on  the  Oppo- 
Fition  Hde  to  vote  on  behalf  of  the 
Guardians  of  the  Poor,  and  probably 
souje  of  the  £ngli(h  county  Members 
would  support  them.  If  he  could  only 
get  the  Irish  Members  on  the  Ministerial 
tide,  or  even  one-half  of  them,  to  vote 
with  htm,  and  if  they  would  stick  up 
for  the  Guardians,  they  ought  to  be 
able  to  caiTy  the  Amendment,  even  in  a 
full  House.  He  would  now  leave  the 
Amendment  to  the  Committee.  It  was 
perfectly  ])lain  what  it  meant.  Under 
it,  the  charges  woul  I  not  have  to  be 
defrayed  out  of  the  local  rates,  and  the 
Ooveroroent  would  be  left  to  propose 
some  alternative  afterwards. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  pagf}  3,  line  1 7,  to  leave  out  all  the  words 
after  the  word  **  defrayed,"  to  tho  end  of  the 
Chinte. ^^Cutoiiei  Nolan,) 

Question  proposed, 

'*  That  the  words  *  the  boards  of  guardians  of 
tho  several  Poor  Law  Unions  are  hereby  re- 
quired to  pay  out  of  union  funds  the  amounts 
•o  fixed  by  the  Local  Government  Board  : 

This  section  shall  apply  to  the  Collector 
General  of  Itates  in  Dublin,*  stand  part  of  the 
Clause.** 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman,  if  I  understand  him 
lightly,  says  that  if  the  Committee 
negatives  the  imposition  of  this  charge 
U|>on  the  local  rates  it  will  be  the  duty 
of  the  Govern meut  to  find  some  other 
source.  It  is  mj  duty  in  some  degree 
to  consider  what  is  the  duty  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  I  differ  entirely  from  the 
hon.   and  gallant  Gentleman.     I  give 

VOL.  CCXCVIL    [thibd  sebies.1 


the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  clearly 
to  tinderstand  that  he  must  not  rrekim 
upon  me  to  discharge  the  duty  which  he 
seeks  to  throw  upnn  me.  I  am  not 
prepared  to  say  that  it  is  the  duly  of  a 
G.jvernraonf,  in  con^ideIing  a  Regiatra- 
t'on  Bill,  to  enter  upon  the  question  of 
the  incidence  of  a  particular  charge, 
hitherto  paid  out  of  local  fundp,  upon 
the  Consolidated  Fund,  and  I  claim  for 
myself  entire  liberty  to  decline  that 
responsihility,  and  to  throw  upon  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentloman— aud  upon 
all  who  may  support  him.  the  louso- 
quence?,  as  regards  this  Bill,  and  any 
poitiou  of  the  settlement  to  which  it  is 
directed,  that  may  flow  from  the  vote  ho 
intends  to  {^ive.  I  will  have  nothing  to 
do  with  giving  it  any  countenance,  so 
far  as  I  am  personally  comorned. 
[Colonel  Nolan:  Hear,  iiearlj  Ytr-s, 
•*  Hear,  hear."  I  am  glad  to  see  that 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  under- 
stands me.  I  will  give  no  countenanco 
to  tho  principle  that  upon  a  quesiion  of 
this  kind,  with  regard  to  the  incidental 
consequences  of  an  enlargement  of  the 
franchise,  with  respect  to  a  charge 
always  imposed  upon  the  local  rates, 
that  d  propitH  of  this  clause,  the  question 
can  be  legitimately  raised  of  imposing 
this  charge  upon  the  Cons  didated  Fund. 
Therefore,  the  Imn.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man will  clearly  bnderstand  that  I 
decline  to  undertake  the  duty  which,  by 
the  vote  he  pro{?osed  to  give,  he  de8T<.8 
to  impose  upon  me. 

Dj*.  LYONS  said,  he  wished  to  re- 
present the  claims  of  an  important  body 
of  public  officers.  He  had  had  very 
strong  representations  from  the  City  of 
Dublin 

Mn.  GORST  rose  to  Order.  The  hon. 
Member  was  addressing  himself  to  the 
3rd  sub-section  of  the  clause.  The 
Question  was  whether  the  2nd  sub-sec- 
tion should  stand  part  of  the  clause. 

Tab  chairman  (Mr.  Coubtney)  : 
The  Question  before  tho  Committee  is 
to  omit  both  the  2nd  and  the  3rd  sub- 
sections. 

Dii.  LYONS  said,  that  his  attention 
had  been  drawn  to  this  matter  b^*  aveiy 
important  body  of  public  officers,  who 
had  asked  him  to  represent  their  claims 
t J  that  House.  No  provision  Mhatevir 
was  made  for  tho  payment  of  the  ci  1- 
lectors  and  the  Collect! »r  General  for 
Dublin;  and  yetspfc'al  provision  was 
made  that  this  section  shotdd  apply  to 
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the  Collector  General  of  Bates  in  Dub- 
lin. Thej  were  advised — and  they  had 
taken  care  to  obtain  first-class  advice 
upon  the  matter — that  their  position 
would  be  indeterminate  if  the  I^ill  passed 
as  it  was  now  worded ;  and,  therefore, 
he  desired  to  point  out  this  blot  in  jus- 
tice to  this  body  of  very  responsible 
public  officers,  upon  whom  the  collection 
of  the  rates  would  fall. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  Jambs)  :  I  should  like,  if  I  may, 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  Committee 
to  what  it  is  that  is  now  proposed.  The 
franchise  has  been  lowered,  from  time 
to  time,  and  the  looalities  which  have 
profited  by  the  widened  constituency 
have  hitherto  borne  the  burden  of  the 
increased  expense  of  registration.  Wliile 
tlie  franchise  was  being  gradually  ex- 
tended in  the  boroughs,  the  county 
Members  have  never  once  advised  that 
the  localities  should  be  relieved  from 
this  increased  cost  of  registration.  I 
would  respectfully  ask  the  attention  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
East  Gloucestershire  who  has  already 
spoken  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  to  this 
point — that  wherever  there  has  been  an 
increase  of  the  franchise  given  to  locali- 
lies,  up  to  the  present  moment,  those 
localities  have  been  allowed  to  bear  the 
increased  expense  of  registration.  If 
lie  will  give  an  instance  to  the  contrary, 
I  shall  be  glad  to  hear  it;  but,  from 
time  to  time,  when  the  franchise  has 
been  increased,  the  localities  have  borne 
the  increased  expenditure.  There  has 
not  been  an  instance  in  which  there  was 
any  suggestion  to  the  contrary.  In 
1867  we  threw  upon  the  boroughs  an 
increased  expenditure  amounting  to  a 
sum  of  very  nearly  £l,000,OtJO.  Was 
one  word  said  then  about  the  increased 
expenditure  being  borne  by  Imperial 
taxation  ?  I  must  ask  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  and  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope),  who  are  now  representing 
the  counties,  to  reflect  whether  there  is 
not  a  little  want  of  generosity  in  their 
proposal  ?  They  allowed  the  boroughs 
to  bear  the  increased  expense.  No 
suggestion  came  then  that  there  should 
be  aid  from  Imperial  taiation ;  and, 
without  grudging,  the  boroughs  had 
borne  the  cost  of  the  advantage  which 
they  had  obtained,  without  a  whisper 
that  there  should  be  any  aid  from  Im- 
perial taxation.    Now,  Sir,  progress  has 

Dr.  Zyoni 


been  made,  and  the  counties  are  going 
to  obtain  the  same  benefit  this  year 
which  the  boroughs  obtained  in  1868 ; 
and  now  the  county  Members,  repre- 
sented by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  and 
the  bun.  Gentleman,  who  allowed  the 
boroughs  to  bear  the  increased  expendi- 
ture because  it  was  a  local  benefit  to 
the  boroughs,  and  not  an  Impeiial 
benefit,  which  was  then  obtained, 
and  who  allowed  this  to  go  on  fur  17 
years  past,  come  forward  and  refuse 
to  pay  the  money.  They  refused  to  be 
placed  on  an  equal  position  with  the 
boroughs.  They  say  that  that  which 
was  only  local  when  applied  to  the  bo- 
roughs in  1868  is  not  a  local  benefit 
when  g^ven  with  equal  hand  to  the 
counties,  but  has  become  an  Imperiol 
matter. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  I  rise  to 
Order.  I  wi^h  1o  call  attention  to  the 
fact  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Attorney  General  is  repeating 
over  and  over  again  the  Rame  arguments, 
in  almost  the  same  words ;  and  I  wish  to 
ask  you,  Sir,  whether  he  does  not 
thereby  make  himself  obnoxious  io  the 
Rule  against  tedious  and  irrelevant  re* 
petition  ? 

This  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henrt  James):  I  am  speaking  to  a 
difi^erent  Amendment. 

Mr.  HEALT:  Against  time.  Ob- 
struction. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  Jahes)  :  I  am  speaking  to  a 
different  Amendment.  The  Amendment 
proposed  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  Gal  way  (Colonel  Nolan)  was 
that  this  expenditure  should  be  borne 
by  Imperial  taxation.  [Colonel  Nolan  : 
No.]  Well,  at  all  events,  that  it  should 
not  be  borne  by  the  local  rates.  The 
Members  for  the  counties  allowed  the 
boroughs  to  bear  it  in  1868,  and  for 
17  years  they  have  borne  it;  but  directly 
it  is  put  on  the  counties  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Eaf^t  Glouces- 
tershire and  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  Fay — 
'^  You  shall  hear  more  of  this  if  you 
do  not  relieve  the  counties  from  bearing 
the  expense  of  their  own  regiKtration." 
Well,  Sir,  may  I  nut  a^k  that  there 
should  be  equal  justice  dealt  out  to  the 
counties  and  to  the  boroughs  ?  The 
Members  for  the  counties,  having  cast 
upon  the  boroughs  of  England  the  ex- 
penses of  this  registration,  now  come 
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down  to  this  House  and — I  will  not  use 
the  word  I  was  going  to  use — I  will  not 
fay  what  I  mean — but  why  should  they 
not  bear  the  same  burden  which  they 
willingly  east  upon  the  boroughs  ia 
lb68?  Are  they  not  as  well  able  to 
bear  it?  Have  they  not  the  same 
generosity — the  same  sense  of  jus- 
tice? Why  should  they  cast  on  the 
boroughs  in  1868  this  expenditure, 
and  seek  to  evade  it  for  the  counties 
now,  in  1885  ?  May  I  point  out  to 
the  Committee  the  great  danger  that 
they  run  if  once  they  make  one  body 
bear  the  task  of  spending  money  and 
another  body  the  task  of  paying  for  it  ? 
The  suggestion  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  opposite  is  to  allow  local  bodies 
to  incur  this  expenditure;  and  it  will 
be  extremely  difficult  to  check  them. 
You  will  have  to  deal  with  Bevising 
Barristers  and  others,  and  you  will 
allow  all  this  to  be  paid  for  out  of  the 
Imperial  Exchequer.  Thus  there  will 
be  two  elements ;  one  body  will  have  to 
spend  the  money,  with  very  little  con- 
trolling power  over  it,  and  another  body 
will  have  to  bear  the  expense ;  so  that 
you  may  produce  a  reckless  amount  of 
expenditure  on  the  one  hand,  and  on 
the  other  a  burden  cast  upon  those  who 
do  not  derive  immediate  benefit  from 
that  expenditure.  I  do  not  know  that 
anything  I  can  say  will  shake  the  pre- 
sent combination  between  Irish  Mem- 
bers and  English  county  Members ;  but 
it  will  be  iound  that  the  principle  is  not 
one  which  ought  to  receive  the  support 
of  any  of  those  who  reflect  calmly  and 
with  justice  on  the  subject. 

Mh.  CHARLES  RUSSELL  said,  he 
did  not  profe€s  any  tender  regard  for  the 
Consolidated  Fund,  and  he  did  not  see 
anything  objectionable  in  principle  in  a 
charge  of  this  nature,  which  unquestion- 
ably might  be  said  to  be  a  charge  of  an 
Imperial  character,  being  met  from  Im- 
perial sources.  But  the  practical  ques- 
tion on  which  he  would  like  to  be  in- 
formed before  he  gave  his  vote  was  this 
— supposing  this  Amendment  were  car- 
ried adversely  to  the  view  of  the  Go- 
vernment, what  course  would  the  Go- 
vei  nment  take  with  reference  to  the  Bill 
itself?  He  wanted  to  be  informed  on 
that  point,  because  whatever  suggestions 
might  be  made  in  the  hurry  of  the  mo- 
ment about  his  want  of  interest  in  Irish 
affairs  he  certainly  did  take  a  deep  in- 
terest in  thepi.    The  Governmeiit  werQ 


entitled  to  take  this  credit  to  themselves 
— that  on  a  previous  clause  which  had 
already  been  disposed  of,  and  by  which 
it  was  sought  by  hon.  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  to  disfranchise  a 
largebodyof  the  people  who  would  other- 
wise be  entitled  to  the  franchise,  the 
Government  Liyally  stood  to  their  guns. 
He  (Mr.  Russell)  was  anxious  that  the 
Irish  people  should  have  more  and  more 
effect  given  to  their  vote.  He  had  little 
doubt  about  the  purpoFo  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  (Colonel  Nolm)  in 
moving  this'  Amendment;  but  he  was 
certain  that  that  hon.  and  gallant  Mt^m-* 
ber  would  be  unwilling  to  take  th's 
course  if  he  believed  it  would  risk  the 
chance  of  the  Bill  being  passed,  and 
speedily,  into  law.  He  therefore  thought 
the  Committee  were  entitled  to  know 
what  would  be  the  position  of  the  Bill  in 
case  the  Amendment  should  be  carried 
against  the  Government  ? 

Mr.  THOROLD  ROGERS  (who,  on 
rising,  was  greeted  with  interruptions 
from  irishMembers)said,he  did  not  under*- 
stand  the  meaning  of  that  outrage.  His 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  had  suggested 
that  Imperial  taxation  should  be  applied 
for  the  purpose  of  meeting  the  obliga- 
tions of  the  local  rates ;  and  he  was 
bound  to  say  that  it  was  absolutely  irre- 
gular that  the  Committee  should  be 
called  upon  suddenl}*,  without  any  notice 
of  any  provision  of  the  kind,  to  decide 
whether  it  woidd  made  a  fundamental 
change  in  the  machinery  by  which  local 
government  and  local  representation 
were  carried  on,  and  have  put  before  it 
the  issue  that  there  should  be  a  charge 
put  upon  Imperial  taxation  for  the  pur- 
pose of  meeting  this  local  obligation. 
He  had  entered  into  an  arrangement  by 
which  he  had  paired  for  the  night ;  but 
though  he  should  be  unable  to  vote,  he 
would  move  that  Progress  be  reported. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Mr, 
Thorold  Rogers,) 

Mil.  GLADSTONE:  I  am  sorry  to 
find  that  a  very  serious  question  has 
been  raised  of  a  nature  calculated  to  in- 
terfere in  the  gravest  manner  with  the 
purposes  of  the  Government.  A  s  so  stated, 
as  the  purposes  of  the  Governraent,  they 
have  very  little  special  ilaim  upon  the 
Committee ;  but  they  are  purposes  con- 
nected with  a  great  extension  of  the 
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f  ancliipe  in  Ireland — a  great  enlarge- 
ment of  the  legitimate  Constitutional 
power  of  the  Irish  people.  To  the 
wliole  of  the  arrangeiueiitn  connect o J 
with  these  purposes  we  attach  a  very 
groat  value  and  importance ;  and  it 
would  be  to  us  a^  matter  of  extreme 
regret  if  any  vote  given  by  the  Com- 
mittee  

Mr.  ONSLOW:  I  rise  to  Order.  The 
Motion  before  the  Committee  is  that 
you,  Sir,  do  report  Progress.  The  right 
lion.  Gentleman  is  not  addressing  him- 
self to  that  Motion,  but  to  the  Main 
Question. 

TnE  CHAIRMAN  (Mr.  Courtxey)  : 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  as  far  as  I 
have  heard,  is  in  Order. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  would  be  the 
last  person.  Sir,  to  disibey  the  ruling  of 
theChair,  and  I  hopethat  the  nioment3'ou 
perceive  that  lam  travelling  beyond  the 
Question  you  will  call  me  to  Order ;  and 
I  Iiope,  by  my  obedience  to  your  call, 
without  ratting  any  question  upon  it  as 
has  now  become  almost  a  settled  rule, 
that  I  shall  set  an  example  which  I  think 
it  my  du'y  to  set.  But  I  understood 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Southwark 
moved  to  report  Progress  in  order  to  get 
rid  of  a  discussion  which  he  deemed  to  be 
illegitimate.  My  desire  would  be  to  dis- 
cuss  the  matter  at  no  great  length,  but 
bi  iefl  V,  either  upon  this  question  or  upon 
the  Mo'ion  when  it  comes  on.  If  there 
is  any  doubt  as  to  whether  I  should  be 
in  Order  in  objecting  to  the  proposal 
made  on  the  question  now  raised,  in  the 
present  circumstances  I  would  far  rather 
jiostpone  any  observations  which  I  should 
otherwise  make. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH  : 
Before  you  reply,  Sir,  to  the  appeal  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  would  a^k 
leave  to  draw  your  attention  to  Bule  10 
of  the  Standing  Orders,  which  requires 
that  when  a  Motion  is  moved  for  the 
adjournment  of  tho  debate  or  of  the 
Uoueo  during  any  debate,  or  when  a 
Motion  is  moved  that  the  Chairman  of 
tho  Committee  do  report  Progress,  the 
debate  thereupon  f-hnll  be  confined  to 
the  matter  of  mic*i  Motion. 

The  CIIAIBMAN  (Mr.  Courtxey): 
I  was  quite  awjre  of  the  Pule  to  which 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  has  called  my 
attention.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
at  the  head  of  the  Government  opened 
bis  argument;  but  I  did  not  see  what 
the  Foope  of  that  argument  would  be. 

Mr.  Oladttoni 


As  far  as  it  was  opened,  it  was  strictly 
relevant  to  the  Question  before  the  Com* 
mittce.  If  tho  right  hon.  GentletDan 
ha  diverged  from  the  Question  bt-f  ra 
the  Committee  to  repoit  Progress  t) 
discuss  another  question,  I  Fhculd  have 
done  whHt  I  have  done  alrea<ly  th's 
evening — ^I  should  have  called  him  to 
Order. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question  again  proposed, 

''•That  tho  word*  '  Tho  Bmrds  of  GaarditM 
of  the  several  Poor  Law  Unions  are  hereby  re- 
quired to  pay  out  of  Union  funds  the  amooolt 
so  fixed  by  the  Local  Government  Board : 

•^'ITiis  section  shall  apply  to  tho  CuUector 
General  of  Bates  in  Dablio,*  stand  part  of  tho 
Clanse." 

TfiE  CHANCELLORoF  the  EXCHE- 
QIJEE  (Mr.  CuiLDEBs) :  I  must  ogoia 
apologize  to  the  Cjminittee  fir  inter- 
veniuij^  in  this  discussion.  I  must  ask 
the  Committee  to  pause  before  ih^y 
agree  ta  this  proposal,  coming  as  itd'>es 
upon  us  in  an  unexpected  manner.  Tho 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Memher  for 
East  Oloucestershire  (Sir  Michael  Hii*k»- 
Beach)  stated  that  the  effect  of  tbii 
Motion  would  be,  in  his  op'ninn,  to 
charge  upon  the  Consolidated  Fund  tho 
whole  of  the  registration  expenses  of 
England.  Scotland,  and  Ireland.  I 
repeat,  that  the  Committee  should  paa«o 
before  it  adopts  that  proposal,  mhirh 
certainly  no  one  expf  cted  would  be  put 
forward.  I  want  the  Committee  to 
consider  what  would  be  the  effect  of 
agreeing  to  this  Motion.  If  the  Moiioa 
were  agreed  to,  the  Committee  would 
then  have  expressed  the  opinion  that  at 
the  present  time,  when  the  Oovemment 
found  great  difficulty  in  providing  for 
the  increased  expenditure  of  the  ronn- 
try.  it  was  right,  as  the  right  hon.  lUio* 
net  proposes,  to  add  t)  that  exp^'nditnre 
something  like  £120.000  or  £130.000 
a-year.  Now,  I  a^k  the  Girauiittee 
to  pause  before  it  makes  that  addi- 
tion 1o  the  charge  upon  the  Con«oU- 
dated  Fund.  As  I  liave  said  before,  it 
is  a  serious  matter  at  the  present  time 
1o  propose  to  increase  the  cbarj^o  ^ 
£100,000  by  the  additional  sum  of 
£120,000  or  £130.000.  I  a^k  whether 
on  such  shoit  notice,  on  the  propotal 
Fprung  upon  us  by  the  right  lion.  Baro- 
net opposite,  the  Committee  i^  to  dHef- 
mine,  in  view  of  the  great  dilBctilttes  I 
have  alluded  to,  to  increase  the  c: 
of  the  taxpayer  by  that  sum  ? 
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Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  did  not 
intend  1o  deliver  on  that  occasion  any 
fixed  opinion  on  the  question  as  to  whe- 
tlier  the  burden  of  the  registration  ex- 
penses phouM  be  borne  by  local  funds 
or  should  be  a  charge  on  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund.  He  did  not  intend  to  give 
any  final  opinion  on  the  question.  He 
thought  it  was  open  to  discussion.  He 
Tvas  not  much  moved  by  the  observation 
that  the  char^^e  was  an  Imperial  matter, 
because  there  was  hardly  any  charge  to 
which  that  expression  was  not  appli- 
cable ;  but  he  said  that  that  was  not  the 
proper  occasion  for  the  consideration  of 
the  question,  whether  the  burden  vi  re- 
gibtration  expenses  should  be  borne  by 
local  funds  or  should  be  a  charge  upon 
tlie  Cons  didated  Fund.  As  regarded 
the  Amendment,  he  protected  that  it  was 
not  the  function  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  be  the  or)ginat)r  of  a  public 
charge.  But  there  was  one  thing  worse 
than  that.  If  the  House  was  to  be  the 
originator  of  public  charge  at  all.  let  it 
be  the  originator  of  public  charge  openly, 
and  let  tbe  country  know  that  this  or 
that  charge,  wliich  was  formerly  on  the 
ratepayers,  had  been  traost'erred  to  the 
Cjnsolidated  Fund,  supported  as  it  was 
in  great  part  by  the  labour  of  the  coun- 
try. Let  the  country  know  that  that 
had  been  done  by  their  own  Eepresen- 
tatives  in  the  House  of  Commons  on 
their  own  responsibility.  If  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Quntleman  (Colonel  Nolan) 
was  prepared  to  propo<ie  that  change  in 
the  Constitution,  and  if  the  Guardians 
of  that  Constitution,  who  sat  opposite, 
were  prepared  to  support  it,  it  might  be 
that  they  could  overcome  any  resistance 
lie  could  offer.  They  would  have  a  fair 
discussion ;  but  at  present  the  principle 
of  the  Constitution  was  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  to  be  the  originators  of  charge, 
and  were  to  be  responsible  for  placing 
burdens  on  tlie  taxpayers  of  the  country. 
He  tolil  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
fairly  that  he  did  not  accept  his  instruc- 
tion ;  he  would  not  work  under  his  in- 
struction, and  he  reserved  to  himself 
and  his  Colleagues  absolute  discretion 
as  to  what  their  course  with  respect  to 
Ihis  proposal  should  be.  The  Govern- 
ment could  not  consent  to  any  such  pro- 
posal on  a  Registration  Bill,  because  it 
-was  not  their  duty  to  accept  the  respon- 
sibility, and  because  it  involved  a  total 
revolution  with  respect  to  the  mode  of 
providiDg  for  the  expenses  of  registra- 


tion, which  had  been  established  by  a 
long  and  undisputed  series  of  preoedents, 
and  which  had  never  been  the  subject  of 
complaint  until  they  came  t>  the  sacrrd 
question  of  counties  as  compared  with 
the  boroughs  of  the  country,  which  for- 
mer, it  would  appear,  were  nut  to  bo 
subject  to  the  (^anie  taxation  as  the 
latter.  He  answered  his  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Friend  with  the  fullest  acknowledg- 
ment of  the  fairness  and  excellent  temper 
with  which  his  proposal  had  been  put, 
that  those  who  chose  to  introluce  a 
change  of  this  kind,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  Government,  illegitimate  in  prin- 
ciple, and  not  bearing  on  the  present 
discussion,  into  the  Bill,  must  be  respon- 
sible for  the  progress  of  the  B 11  itself, 
and  that  the  Government  must  claim  for 
themselves  perfect  freedom  in  reg  ird  to 
the  course  which  they  might  conbider  it 
their  duty  to  pursue  in  respect  to  the 
Constitutional  principle  involved. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  66  j 
Noes  r>2:  Majority  6.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  127.) 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  As  the  division 
which  has  just  taken  pla'-e  will  make  it 
necessary,  in  conformity  with  the  distinct 
intimation  p^eviou^ly  given  to  the  Com- 
mittee, fur  the  Government  to  consider 
at  large  the  course  they  shouM  pursue 
in  re5»pect  of  the  further  prosecution  of 
this  Bill,  in  order  to  give  us  an  oppor- 
tunity for  that  further  consideration,  I 
move.  Sir,  that  you  do  now  report  Pro- 
gress. 

Motion  mode,  and  Question  proposed^ 
**  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again.'*— (i/r.  GUd* 
stone,) 

Mr.  PAENELL  said,  he  thought 
that  before  the  Motion  was  agreed 
to,  which,  of  course,  he  regarded  as  a 
natural  one  under  the  circumstance**, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  might  give  the  Committee  some 
intimation  as  to  what  course  he  proposed 
to  adopt  with  regard  to  the  English  and 
Scotch  Eegistration  Bills.  Did  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  propose  to  agree  to  simi- 
lar Amendments  in  the  case  of  those 
Bills  ? 

Mr,  GLADSTONE :  I  propose  to  go 
forward  with  the  English  and  Scutch 
Bills,  and  to.  see  whether  the  House  of 
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Oommons  will  give  similar  votes  on  thoso 
Bills. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  upon  3londay  next. 

SUPPLY.-REPORT. 
Resolutions  [23rd  April]  reported. 

First  Eesolution  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the 
Committee  in  the  said  Eesolution." 

Mb.  BIQQAE  said,  that  Ihis  Eesolu- 
tion related  to  a  Vote  to  which  Irish 
Members  had  taken  objection,  Jbecause 
the  people  of  Ireland  had  to  pay  a  very 
substantial  proportion  of  it  without  get- 
ting anything  in  return.  They  thought 
that  if  those  grants  were  made  for  the 
maintenance  of  roads  in  England  and 
Scotland,  the  same  contribution  ought 
to  be  made  towards  the  maintenance  of 
roads  in  Ireland ;  and  because  that  prin- 
ciple was  not  applied,  they  considered 
that  a  great  injustice  was  done  to  the 
people  of  Ireland  which  ought  to  be 
redressed.  They  had  heard  over  and 
over  again  the  argument  that  this  charge 
was  only  temporary,  and  that  the  matter 
would  be  considered  when  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Bills  for  England  and  Ireland 
were  passed ;  but  they  thought  that  in 
the  meantime,  seeing  that  those  Bills 
had  been  promised  so  long,  and  that 
there  was  very  little  pro*»pect  of  getting 
them  passed  into  law,  the  Government 
should  bring  in  a  Supplementary  Esti- 
mate during  the  present  Session  which 
would  afford  the  redress  claimed  by 
Members  for  Ireland.  If  the  Govern- 
ment would  undertake  to  do  that-,  they 
would  be  well  satisfied.  They  did  not, 
of  course,  want  the  large  amount  now 
being  voted  for  English  roads,  but  an 
amount  proportioned  to  the  taxation  as 
between  the  three  countries.  The  rates 
raised  in  Ireland  for  the  repair  of  roads 
were  callM  county  cess  levied  by  the 
Grand  Juries,  tf  a  grant  were  given  to 
Ireland  and  divided  amongst  the  diffe- 
rent counties,  the  counties  would  be 
thus  indirectly  benefited.  For  those 
reasons  he  opposed  the  present  Vote. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  7^ Ayes  61 ;  Noes 
21 :  Majority  40.— (Div.  list,  No.  128.) 

Subsequent  Besolutions  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Gladstone 
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INDUSTRIES  (IRELAND). 

1?0MINATI0N  OF  SELECT  COSaCITTEB. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Select  Committee  on  Indus- 
tries (Ireland)  do  consist  of  Twenty- four 
Members."— (6VjB(iri//ffy  JFilmot,) 

Mr.  PAENELL  said,  he  was  sorry 
that  the  Government  had  adopted  such 
an  extraordinary  course  in  reference  to 
the  nomination  of  this  Committee  as 
that  which  they  had  adopted.  It  was 
towards  the  end  of  last  Session  that  the 
Government  agreed  to  the  appciintment 
of  such  a  Committee  npon  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Eardley  Wilmot), 
who  had  now  moved  its  nomination ;  and 
upon  one  pretext  or  another  they  bad 
delayed,  since  the  commencement  of  the 
Session,  the  nomination  of  the  Commit- 
tee, and  refused  the  just  claim  of  the 
Members  with  whom  he(Mr.Pamell)  wai 
associated  for  representation  upon  the 
Committee.  He  and  his  hon.  Friends 
considered  that  a  Committee  embracing 
such  a  very  wide  field  of  inve^tigatioa 
as  that  connected  with  the  industnal  re- 
sources of  Ireland  should  have  upon  it 
a  sufficiently  strong  force  of  Members 
belonging  to  the  Irish  Nationalist  Partj 
as  to  have  enabled  them  to  take  a  lead* 
ing  share  in  its  deliberations.  He  ad* 
mitted  to  the  fullest  extent  that  if  the 
Committee  were  suitably  constitated, 
and  if  it  had  time  to  pursue  its  investi- 
gations thoroughly,  they  would  be  of 
enormous  value,  and  would  result  in  tlie 
obtaining  of  very  much  valuable  iufoc^ 
mation  as  regarded  the  industrial  re- 
sources of  Ireland.  But  he  should  look 
upon  an  incomplete  investigation  as  a 
great  disaster.  In  the  first  place,  if  thf 
Committee  reported  that  Session,  aad 
he  had  no  doubt  it  would  report,  if 
nominated,  because  if  it  had  not  cooh 
pleted  its  investigation  by  the  does  of 
the  Session,  it  could  not  daim,  from  aa 
expiring  Parliament,  its  reappoiDtoiaat 
the  following  Session — if  the  Committee 
were  to  make  a  Eeport  by  the  dose  of 
the  Session,  it  could  not  be  aoythiag 
but  a  very  incomplete  and  imperfSeot 
Beport. 

Mb.  MONK  rose  to  Order.  Tbt 
House  had  already  dedded,  on  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  £ardl«7 
Wilmot),  that  this  Committee  sboold  bs 
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appointed.  The  Question  now  put  to 
the  Ilouse  was  that  the  Select  Coin- 
raittee  do  consist  of  2  (  Members.  Tiie 
hiQ.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  seemed  to 
be  going  a  little  beyond  the  Question. 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  have  not  put  the 
first  name  of  the  hon.  Members  who  it 
is  proposed  should  form  the  Select  Com- 
mittee ;  and  therefore  the  wider  question 
is  still  before  the  House  on  the  Question 
that  the  Select  Committee  do  consist 
of  such  and  swh  Members. 

Mb.  parnell  said,  he  should  en- 
deavour to  confine  his  remarks  as  much 
as  he  possibly  could  to  the  immediate 
Question  before  the  House.  Ot*  course, 
he  did  not  desire  to  detain  the  House 
unnecessarily  at  that  time  of  the  night 
(12.45).  Apart  from  the  question  of 
the  probable  incomplete  nature  of  the 
Committee's  Report,  owing  to  the  fact 
that  so  little  time  of  the  Session  still  re- 
mained to  investigate  such  a  wide  sub- 
ject, he  wished  to  say  that  he  certainly 
should  not  like  to  undertake  the  respon- 
sibility of  being  a  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee with  only  four  Colleagues  to 
assist  him  in  overcoming  the  opposition 
of  19  English  Members,  which  would 
almost  certainly  be  exhibited  against 
any  proposal  of  theirs  tending  to  make 
the  operation  of  the  Committee  an  effec- 
tive one.  If  the  Irish  Party  had  such 
a  number  of  Members  on  the  Committee 
as  would  be  likely  to  give  them  their 
auitable  share  in  directing  the  issues  to 
which  the  Committee  might  come  the 
case  would  be  different.  But  it  was 
only  proposed  that  the  Committee  should 
consist  of  2 1  Members.  Of  that  number 
the  Irif«h  Party  were  only  to  be  given 
^ve.  The  Committee  was,  he  under- 
stood, to  consist  of  10  Liberal  Members, 
nine  Conservative  Members,  and  five 
Members  belonging  to  the  Irish  Party. 
That  would  leave  only  five  Members  of 
the  Iris^h  Party  against  1 9  other  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  ;  and  his  experience 
of  the  working  of  other  Select  Commit- 
tees was  that  it  would  be  exceedingly 
difficult  for  the  five,  under  the  circum- 
stances, hampered  as  the  Committee 
would  be  by  the  short  period  of  the 
Session  still  remaining,  to  obtain  from 
the  majority  of  the  Committee  such  a 
full  discussion  of  the  subject,  and  such 
a  full  examination  of  the  subject,  as 
would  be  satisfactory,  or  as  would  render 
the  proceedings  of  the  Committee  of  any 


importance  or  value  whatever  towards 
the  promotion  of  the  industrial  resources 
of  Ireland.  He  said  that,  havinc^  §omo 
knowledge  himself  of  the  dif^culties 
which  Irish  Members  had  to  contend 
against  in  Committees  of  this  kind.  The 
ditficultie^  were  very  much  enhanced 
when  there  were  only  a  few  Irish  Mem- 
bers endeavouring  to  press  their  views 
and  ideas  upon  a  large  number  of  Mem- 
bers belonging  to  the  two  English 
Parties.  The  work  then  became  insu- 
perable, and  he  doubted  very  much  whe- 
ther, at  that  period  of  the  Session,  the 
trouble  which  would  be  entailed  upon 
the  Committee  would  be  justi6ed  at  all 
by  the  results  which  would  attend  its 
labours.  He,  for  his  own  part,  should 
feel  obliged  to  decline  the  honour  of 
nomination  to  the  Committee,  because 
he  felt  he  could  not  be  of  any  real  use 
with  regard  to  the  very  important  object 
with  which  the  Committee  would  meet'. 
He  therefore  asked  the  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  Eardley  Wilmot)  to  consider  whe- 
ther he  was  really  likely  to  advance  the 
cause  of  the  industrial  resources  of  Ire- 
land by  persevering  with  a  Committee 
from  which  no  good  oould  come?  He. 
had  always  recognized  the  desire  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  to  promote  the  industries 
of  Ireland.  The  hon.  Baronet^s  name 
was  distinguished  in  connection  with 
that  matter,  and  he  (Mr.  Parnell)  was 
quite  ready  to  acknowledge  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  was  anxious  that  some  of  the 
misery  which  prevailed  in  Ireland  should 
cease.  Undoubtedly,  if  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man could  obtain  the  appointment  of  the 
Committee  at  an  earlier  period  of  the 
Session,  and  if  it  were  suitably  com- 
posed, the  Committee  might  do  a  very 
considerable  amount  of  good  towards 
disseminating  information  with  regard 
to  important  branches  of  Irish  indus- 
tries. Under  the  circumstances,  he  (Mr. 
Parnell)  thought  it  would  hardly  be 
possible  for  the  hon.  Baronet,  by  this 
Committee,  to  do  much  good  that  Ses- 
sion. They  had  been  treated  very  un- 
fairly by  the  Government  in  this  matter. 
Originally  the  Government  offered  them 
four  Members,  and,  after  considerable 
hesitation,  they  offered  them  five.  The 
original  claim  of  the  Irish  Eepresenta- 
tives  was  that  they  should  have  six 
Members  upon  the  Committee — a  very 
fair  claim  indeed,  and  one  which  he 
should  have  thought  the  Government 
would  have  had  no  difficulty  in  agreeing 
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to.  if  tTiey  really  desired  to  promof  e  the 
8icce>8  of  the  Comniirtpe.  Even  if  they 
could  now  obtain  six  Representatives  on 
the  Committee,  Jie  doubted  whether  the 
appointment  of  tlio  Committee  would  be 
of  much  value,  seeing  that  such  a  very 
short  period  must  elapse  before  the  Ses- 
sion would  come  to  an  end.  It  was 
obvious  that  once  Ihe  Parliamentary 
Elections  (Redistribution)  Bill  and  the 
Rpgistration  Bills  had  passed,  the  Ses- 
sion would  come  to  a  speedy  conclusion. 
He  thoucrht  that,  as  business  men,  they 
wt*re  entitled  to  consider  whether  they 
ought  to  proceed  with  a  hasty  and 
liuiited  inquiry  from  which  no  good 
result  couhi  come.  He  therefore  begged 
to  move  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 
Mb.  MOLLOY  seconded  the  Motion. 

^fotinn  ma'le.  and  Question  proposed. 
'*That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— (J/r.  Pa'neil.) 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
he  thought  it  was  necessary  he  should 
say  a  word  or  two  with  respect  to  the 
pdsiii'm  of  the  Government  in  this  mat- 
ter. He  was  surprised  to  hear  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  say  that  it  was  ]>ro- 
poFed  t>  appoint  upon  this  Committee 
10  English  Membprp. 

Mr.  PARNELL :  Nineteen  Members 
of  the  two  English  Puriies. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  Eng- 
lish Parties !  There  were  12  Irish  Mem- 
bers out  of  the  24,  besides  the  Chair- 
man of  the  Committee.  Now,  what  was 
this  Committee?  It  was  a  Committee 
to  inquire  into  the  industrial  resources 
cf  Ireland  ;  and  would  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Ct»rk  exclude  from  the 
C.»mmi  tee  every  Irish  Member  returned 
by  an  Irish  constituency  who  did  not 
belong  to  his  Party?  Did  the  hon. 
Member  mean  to  say  that  upon  a  Com- 
mittee of  Inquiry  into  the  Industiial 
Resources  of  Ireland  the  hon.  Members 
for  Belfast  for  instance,  were  not  to  be 
nominated,  but  were  to  bo  treated  as 
English  Members?  Really,  the  whole 
argument  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  to 
d(  ny  the  right  of  any  Member  elected 
by  an  Irish  constituency  to  be  regarded 
as  an  Irish  Member  unless  he  belonged 
to  his  (Mr.  PamellV)  Party.  L*'Oh, 
oh  !  "J  What  ebe,  then,  was  the  hon. 
Member's  argument?  Why,  then,  did 
he  complain  if  there  were  12  Members, 
who  belonged  to  different  Parties,  and 
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who  sat  in  diffeemt  parts  of  the  Uons^, 
but  all  of  whom  wtre  elected  by  Iii^h 
constituencies,  to  iiit  upon  a  Oimmittee 
of  this  description  ?  It  seemed  to  him 
(Sir  William  Harcourt)  that  the  argo* 
ment  of  the  hon.  Member  was  one 
which  could  not  be  sustained.  If  what 
he  had  stated  was  not  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's argument,  what  was  it?  The 
hon.  Member  had  said  that  the  19  Mem- 
bers belonged  to  the  two  English  Par  ies, 
and  he  said  that  there  were  only  fire 
Members  of  the  Committee  who  could 
be  recognized  as  Irish  Member.^.  Did 
ho  repudiate  the  Members  ft>r  Belfast 
and  the  Members  for  Dublin — ^Memben 
who  certainly  had  something  to  say  on 
such  a  subject?  That  was  all  it  seemed 
to  him  (Sir  Wdliam  Harcouri)  necessarj 
to  say  in  vindication  of  the  fa  roess  with 
which  this  Committee  had  been  cmsti- 
tuted.  The  Iribh  Members  of  the  Com* 
mittee  and  the  Chairman  of  the  Ooro- 
mittee  constituted  together  the  majority, 
and  therefore  the  assertion  that  tlie 
Committee  had  been  unfairly  constituted 
could  not  be  sustained.  The  hon.  Mem* 
ber  had  stated  that  the  Session  was  fo 
far  advanced  that  it  was  not  likely  that 
the  Committee  would  answer  any  useful 
purpose.  That,  of  course,  was  an  argu- 
ment which  stood  on  a  very  different 
footing.  It  was  an  argument  w)ii<  h  tbe 
hon.  Gentleman  must  settle  with  the 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Eardley  Wilmot)  who 
moved  the  Committee.  He  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  only  rose  to  repudiate,  on  the 
part  of  the  Government,  the  assertioa 
that  the  Committee  had  been  unfahly 
belected.  He  thought  that  anybody  who 
looked  at  the  names  of  the  Commilteo 
would  see  at  once  that  the  various  sec- 
tions of  the  Irish  Members  were  very 
fairly  represented. 

Sir  EARDLEY  WILMOT  said,  he 
begged  to  thank  the  hon.  Meiuli«^r  fur 
the  C.ty  of  Coik  (Mr.  Parnell)  f.ir  the 
kind  manner  in  which  he  had  alloded 
to  himself.  He  (Sir  Eardley  Wilmat] 
could  only  say  that  he  had  only  one  ob- 
ject in  endeavouring  to  get  this  Gmb* 
mittee  before  the  House — the  same  ob- 
ject which  had  induced  him,  at  a  Itte 
period  of  his  life,  to  undergo  the  to'l  and 
labour  of  Parliamentary  work.  He  had 
found  for  a  long  period  that  Irekad 
was  part  of  the  United  Kiogdom  Is 
which  adequate  justice  had  not  beca 
done ;  and,  therefore,  with  that  feeliag 
he  had  sought  a  seat  in  that  House, 
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as  the  hon.  Member  had  said,  he  had 
on  many  occahions  shown  his  anxiety 
to  seiTu  the  interests  of  that  country. 
Enter! ainiDg  th'^se  feeh'ngp,  in  the  month 
of  August  la&t  he  had  put  a  Que^^t'on  to 
the  riglit  lion.  Gentleman  at  the  head 
of  the  Qovernment,  asking  him  whether 
he  would  consent  to  the  appointment  of 
a  Boyal  Commission  for  the  purpose  of 
inquiring  into  the  industrial  resources 
of  Ireland  ?  The  right  hon.  Qentleman, 
in  his  reply,  had  stated  that  he  had  con- 
ferred on  this  matter  with  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  and  that  they 
were  both  of  opinion  that  the  object  he 
(Sir  Eardley  Wilmot)  wished  to  attain 
would  be  better  arrived  at  through  the 
medium  of  a  Select  Committee  than  that 
of  a  Koyal  Commission.  Upon  that  he 
(Sir  Ear'lley  Wilmot)  had  immediately 
given  Notice  of  his  intention  to  move  for 
a  Select  Committee  to  inquire  into  the 
industrial  resources  of  Ireland.  That,  as 
he  had  said,  was  in  August  last.  He  had 
brought  the  matter  forward  at  such  a 
period  that  no  opportunity  presented 
itself  for  bringing  the  question  to  a  con- 
clusion. In  the  Autumn  Session,  hav- 
ing given  Notice  on  the  2l6t  of  Novem- 
ber last,  he  brought  tlie  question  before 
the  House,  and  asked  for  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. The  right  hon.  (Gentleman  at 
tlio  head  of  the  Government  was  pre- 
sent and  had  listened  to  his  speech,  and 
at  his  side  was  the  then  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  the  present 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
(Mr.  Trevelyan).  After  they  had  heard 
tvhat  he  (Sir  Eardley  Wilmot)  had  to 
(ay,  and  had  heard  the  arguments  put 
to  the  House  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Clonmel  (Mr.  Moore)  and  many  Gen- 
tlemen on  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
House  below  the  Gangway— indeed,  from 
hon.  Memhers  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
— the  present  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  LaLca^ter  rose  to  inform  him  (Sir 
£ardley  Wilmot)  that  at  that  period  of 
the  Session  it  was  useless  to  suppose  the 
matter  could  be  thoroughly  gone  into ; 
but  that  if  at  the  beginning  of  the  pre- 
sent Session  lie  would  renew  his  ques- 
tion the  matter  would  be  favourably 
considered.  Accordingly,  on  the  10th  of 
March,  having  given  due  Notice  through 
the  hon.  Member  forDublin  (Dr.  Lyons), 
he  himself  having  been  out  of  England, 
the  matter  came  on.  On  that  evening 
he  ^Sir  Eardley  Wilmot)  had  an  inter- 
view with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 


Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu  ten  anf, 
who  had  not  oulv  always  treated  him,  hut 
the  subject  that  he  had  in  hand,  with  the 
greatest  courtesy  and  consideration,  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  told  him 
that  the  Government  had  consented  to 
the  appointment  of  a  Committee.  The 
Committee  was  assented  to  on  that  even- 
ing, and  he  had  set  about  preparing  a 
list  of  names  for  the  consideration  of 
the  Government.  He  did  not  hesitate 
to  say  that  he  had  included  in  that  list 
a  greater  number  of  Members  of  the 
National  Party  than  were  now  to  be 
found  upon  it.  He  had  thought  that, 
upon  the  whole,  that  Party  represented, 
as  he  considered  it  did,  the  great  ma- 
jority of  the  people  of  Ireland,  and  the 
feeling  and  sentiments  and  wishes  of  the 
people  of  Ireland  ought  t  >  be  considered, 
and  that  the  number  of  seven — the  Com- 
mittee at  that  time  consisting  of  21 
Members — woidd  not  be  too  large  for 
the  representation  of  that  Party.  He 
wished  to  return,  on  this  the  first  oppor- 
tunity, his  best  thanks  to  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Flintshire  (Lord 
Richard  Grosvenor)  for  the  uniform 
kindness  and  courtesy  with  which  he 
had  on  every  occasion  assisted  him  and 
conferred  with  him  with  regard  to  the 
appointment  of  the  Committee,  the 
names  of  the  proposed  Members  of  which 
were  now  before  the  House.  There  had 
been  great  difficulties  for  the  noble 
Lord  to  overcome  no  doubt — difficulties 
which  hon.  Gentlemen  sitting  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  could  well  under- 
stand ;  but  ultimately,  only  a  short  time 
ago,  the  noble  Lord  had  told  him  that 
the  names  had  been  agreed  upon.  They 
were  those  now  on  the  Paper,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  three,  who  had  only  been  aided 
to  the  list  within  the  last  few  days. 
Two  of  those  names  were  such  as  would 
do  honour  to  any  Committee,  he  did  not 
care  how  important  it  might  be.  He 
referred  to  the  names  of  thn  Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy  of  Jjan caster  (Mr.  Trevel- 
yan) and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Westminster  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith) — a  Cabinet  Minister  and  an  ex- 
Cabinet  Minister  headed  the  list  of  this 
important  Committee.  In  addition  to 
those,  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member  fur 
Queen's  County  (Mr.  A.  O'Connor)  was 
added  to  the  list.  He  must  say  he  quite 
dissented  from  what  had  been  said  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Parnell),  that  this  was  a  Committee  that 
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would  not  do  justice  to  Ireland.  As  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary (Sir  William  Harcourt)  had  said, 
the  number  of  Irishmen 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  must  remind  the 
hon.  Baronet  that  the  Question  before 
the  House  is  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate. 

Sir  EARDLEY  WILMOT  said,  he 
found  it  rather  difficult  to  confine  him- 
self to  the  Question  of  adjournment 
when  the  whole  matter  had  been  so  tho- 
roughly dealt  with  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork,  who  had  gone  into 
the  whole  history  of  the  question,  and 
thus  he  had  found  it  difficult  to  abstain 
irom  general  remarks.  But  he  respect- 
fully bowed  to  the  decision  of  Mr.  Speaker, 
and  he  would  confine  himself  entirely  to 
the  reasons  why  the  debate  should  not  be 
adjourned.  They  had  before  them  now 
three  good  hard-working  months,  up  to 
the  end  of  July ;  and  he  must  say  that 
be  had  received  from  every  part  of  Ire- 
land a  universal  expression  of  a  desire 
that  they  should  commence  the  inquiry. 
He  quite  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  that  they  could  not 
exhaust  such  a  vast  question  as  this  that 
Session ;  but,  at  any  rate,  let  them  com- 
mence the  inquiry.  There  were  Gentle- 
men in  the  House  who  were  ready  to 
devote  all  their  time  and  labour  to  the 
prosecution  of  an  inquiry  for  the  pur- 
pose of  benefiting  the  Sister  Kingdom ; 
and  he  really  was  surprised  at  the  obser* 
vations  which  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork,  that  owing  to  want  of  time  and  to 
the  near  approach  of  the  end  of  the 
Parliament  that  the  inquiry  would  be 
altogether  useless.  He  could  tell  the 
hon.  Member  that  if  the  House  granted 
the  inquiry,  Ireland  would  never  allow 
80  distinguished  a  Member  of  the  House 
and  so  distinguished  an  Irishman  to 
stay  away  from  it.  Looking  at  the  mag- 
nitude and  importance  of  the  inquiry. 
Irishmen  would  not  consent  to  the  hon. 
Member  holding  aloof  from  it,  so  well 
knowing,  as  they  did,  that  his  opinions, 
his  feelings,  and  his  influence  with  his 
fellow-countrymen  would  be  of  so  vast 
an  amount  of  assistance  to  the  Com- 
mittee, and  would  do  so  much  good. 
Therefore,  if  the  Committee  were 
granted,  he  (Sir  Eardley  Wilmot)  did 
not  feel  any  apprehension  in  hie  own 
mind  that  either  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork,  or  those  hon.  Gentle* 
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men  of  the  Nationalist  Party  whom  he 
proposed  to  nominate  with  him,  would 
abstain  from  taking  any  pait  in  the 
inquiry.  He  respectfully  a«ked  the 
House  not  to  agree  to  this  adjooni- 
ment,  after  all  the  labour  and  anxiety 
he  and  his  Friends  had  had  in  endea* 
vouring  to  put  the  Committee  on  foot; 
he  asked  the  House  to  give  him  an  op> 
portunity  of  going  to  work  at  once.  He 
saw  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Government  Board 
(Sir  Charles  W.  Diike)  in  his  place,  and 
knew  how  glad  he  always  was  to  embark 
in  any  Parliamentary  work  when  hia  opi* 
nion  and  service  might  be  beneficial  to 
his  country.  He  (Sir  Eardley  Wilmot) 
might  disagree  with  the  right  hon.  Geo- 
tleman  as  to  the  fundamental  principlet 
on  which  his  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke's) 
labours  were  founded  ;  but  he  cordiall/ 
paid  a  tribute  of  admiration  and  respect 
to  the  energy,  and  zeal,  and  great  taJeot 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentlemsn  had 
displayed  in  piloting  the  Bill  for  the 
redistribution  of  seats  through  the 
House.  As  a  private  Member,  he  (8ir 
Eardley  Wilmot)  was  in  a  similar,  thougk 
lesser  degree,  anxious  to  devote  wbst 
strength  and  power  he  had  to  a  vork 
which  he  firmly  believed  would  bene6t 
the  country  of  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
sat  on  his  right.  Let  him  have  th» 
opportunity  he  sought,  and  he  thought 
he  would  be  able  to  prosecute  the  ander- 
taking  in  such  a  manner  that  neitkar 
the  House  nor  the  country  would  hart 
reason  to  regret  it. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  wished  to  say  a  word 
on  this  subject,  for  the  reaeon  that  ot 
Wednesday  last  he  had  preventMi  tki 
nomination  of  the  Conmiittee.  Eveiy- 
thing,  he  thought,  which  had  fallei 
from  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  South  Warwickshire  (Sir  Eardlfv 
Wilmot)  that  night  only  confirmed  ki« 
in  the  action  he  had  taken  on  Wedne»- 
day.  The  hon.  Member  (Mr.  PaneUX 
in  suggesting  the  adjournment  of  tk« 
debate,  said  he  did  not  think  a  Committee 
would  be  of  any  use,  or  that  its  laboait 
could  be  brought  to  a  terminatioa  that 
Session.  He  (Mr.  Onslow)  knew  v«nr 
well  the  great  importance  of  the  Oom- 
mittee,  and  it  was  for  that  reason  Ikat 
he  should  support  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  if  he  went  to  a  divi- 
sion. He  (Mr.  Onslow)  had  had  pt»t 
experience  in  connection  with  those  laig* 
Committees,  and  he  knew  tlM  laifcr  tW 
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Committee  was  the  more  time  would  it 
require  to  go  into  all  the  matters  brought 
before  it.  It  appeared  to  him  to  be  an 
absolute  farce  on  the  part  of  the  House 
to  appoint  a  Committee  of  that  kind  at 
that  period  of  the  Session,  when  the  in- 
terest of  every  Member  was  concentrated 
upon  the  next  Election.  There  was 
another  objection  he  had  to  raise  against 
the  appointment  of  the  Committee.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  was  rather 
in  favour  of  the  appointment  of  the 
Committee ;  but  he  would  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether,  during  his 
whole  experience,  he  had  ever  known  a 
Committee  appointed  with  only  nine  of 
one  Party  upon  it  and  15  of  another. 
That  was  a  mode  of  procedure  which, 
at  any  rate  so  far  as  he  was  concerned, 
he  had  never  known  before.  The  right 
ihon.  Gentleman  had  alluded  to  it,  and 
though  he  did  not  wish  to  be  out  of 
Order 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  I  must  remind  the 
hon.  Member  that  he  is  not  speaking  to 
the  Question  of  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  said,  he  was  merely 
replying  to  the  observation  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  he  did 
not  6ee  why  the  Committee  should  not 
be  appointed,  because  everyone  knew 
who  the  Chairman  was  to  be.  Well,  it 
was  the  first  time  he  (Mr.  Onslow)  had 
ever  known  the  Chairman  mentioned 
before  the  Committed  met.  If  anyone 
was  to  be  appointed  by  the  Government, 
or  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary,  before  the  Committee 
met,  he  was  afraid  they  woidd  be  form- 
ing a  very  bad  precedent.  He  thought 
this  would  be  a  wholly  useless  Commit- 
tee, so  far  as  the  present  Session  was 
concerned.  The  subject  was  a  vast  one, 
and  a  Committee  to  properly  consider 
it  would  have  to  sit  at  least  two  years. 
It  was,  therefore,  an  idle  thing  to  agree 
to  its  appointment  at  that  period.  The 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Eardley  Wilmot)  had 
said  there  were  two  Members  on  the 
Committee  he  was  proud  of.  Undoubt- 
edly. The  names  were  **  Mr.  Trevelyan  " 
and  **  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith."  It  was  only 
within  the  last  few  days  that  those  Gen- 
tlemen had  consented  to  serve  on  the 
Committee ;  and  it  seemed  to  him  (Mr. 
Onslow)  that  they  had  only  consented 
to  serve  in  order  to  give  a  colour  to  this 


matter.  Pressure  had  been  brought  to 
bear  upon  them  to  grant  the  use  ol  their 
names,  and  he  did  not  think  that  was 
the  sort  of  thing  that  ought  to  take 
place  in  that  House.  He  deprecated  the 
nomination  of  the  Committee  at  the 
present  time,  and  should  accordingly 
support  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Parnell). 

Dr.  LYONS  said,  the  House,  he 
hoped,  would  support  the  action  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Eardley  Wilmot)  in 
nominating  this  Committee  without 
delay.  He  (Dr.  Lyons)  could  testify 
there  was  great  anxiety  throughout  the 
length  and  breadth  of  Ireland  for  the 
appointment  of  the  Committee,  and  that 
there  would  be  great  disappointment  if 
it  were  postponed  any  longer.  He  might 
be  allowed  to  mention,  as  a  reason  for 
not  postponing  it,  that  a  very  consider- 
able number  of  persons  had  been  com- 
municated with  with  a  view  of  receiving 
their  evidence — gentlemen  eminent  in 
science  and  practical  arts  in  Ireland. 
Although  the  Committee  had  not  yet 
been  appointed,  an  expectation  had  ex- 
isted which  had  been  operating  in  Ire- 
land for  the  last  six  or  eight  months ; 
and  gentlemen  of  the  greatest  expe- 
rience had  been  preparing  evidence,  and 
making  inquiries,  and  taking  notes,  with 
a  view  of  giving  the  Committee  the 
benefit  of  their  knowledge  on  the  sub- 
ject. Special  inquiries  had  been  pro- 
secuted during  the  whole  of  the  winter ; 
and  not  only  bad  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
Eardley  Wilmot)  been  in  active  corre- 
spondence with  gentlemen  connected 
with  manufactures,  with  science,  and 
with  art  in  Ireland,  but  he  (Dr.  Lyons) 
himself  had  been  in  constant  communi- 
cation with  aU  those  gentlemen  in  Ire- 
land. Therefore,  the  work  of  the  Com- 
mittee was  prepared,  and  if  it  were  now 
appointed  it  would  be  able  at  once,  with- 
out further  delay,  to  take  valuable  evi- 
dence. As  he  had  already  said,  immense 
disappointment  would  undoubtedly  re- 
sult from  further  delay.  He  regretted 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  had  chosen  to  take 
bis  present  action,  because  he  believed 
that  the  hon.  Member  and  his  Friends 
could,  if  they  liked,  lend  very  import- 
ant assistance  to  the  Committee.  The 
House  would  be  able  to  judge  from  the 
number  and  character  of  those  who 
were  prepared  to  give  evidence  rather 
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than  from  the  constitution  of  Ihe  Com- 
roittoe,  that  he  did  not  underrate  the 
importance  of  the  inquiry,  and  Ihe  ne- 
cessity of  its  being  a  representative 
Committee.  An  endeaTour  had  been 
made  to  make  it  as  widely  representa- 
tive as  possible,  and  he  thou^i^ht  the 
nomination  in  the  proposal  before  the 
House  was  a  fair  one.  He  believed  for 
all  those  reasons  the  House  would  sup- 
port the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  Eardley  Wilmot). 

Mb.  R,  power  said,  he  agreed  with 
the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat  down 
(Dr.  Lyons)  that  the  Irish  Members  and 
the  Irish  people  ought  to  be  indebted  to 
the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Eardley  Wilmot) 
for  the  interest  he  had  taken  in  this 
subject.  Not  only  ought  they  to  feel 
indebted  to  him,  but  they  did  feel  in- 
debted  to  him ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
he  believed  at  that  period  of  the  Session 
it  was  too  late  to  commence  the  inquiry, 
particularly  in  view  of  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down,  that  so  many  important  witnesses 
would  have  to  be  examined.  It  had 
been  said,  and  no  doubt  with  truth,  that 
the  inquiry  would  be  of  such  an  im- 
portant and  exhaustive  nature  that  it 
would  occupy  fully  two  years,  possibly 
three.  Then,  when  they  looked  at  the 
list  of  Members  to  be  nominated  on  the 
Committee,  they  could  not  but  remem- 
ber that  a  General  Election  was  very 
likely  to  take  place  before  the  end  of 
next  Session,  and  that  some  of  those 
hon.  Members,  whose  names  were  down, 
were  not  likely  to  be  again  returned  to 
the  House  of  Commons.  Of  course,  he 
did  not  refer  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
had  last  spoken  (Dr.  Lyons) ;  but  still  it 
would  be  very  inconvenient  if  Members 
who  had  sat  upon  the  Committee  and 
had  listened  to  the  evidence,  and  were 
familiar  with  the  inquiry  from  the  com- 
mencement, were  to  be  replaced  by  others 
who  would  come  upon  the  inquiry  in  the 
middle  of  the  evidence.  In  that  way  it 
might  be  necessary  to  go  over  the  whole 
ground  again.  He  really  thought  that 
taking  into  consideration  the  late  period 
of  the  Session,  and  the  importance  of 
the  subject,  and  the  number  of  witnesses 
that  would  have  to  be  examined,  that  it 
would  be  better  to  wait  until  next  Ses- 
sion and  the  new  Parliament  was  elected, 
and  they  knew  what  Members  were 
likely  to  serve  upon  the  Committee  from 
beginning  to  end  before  they  made  the 
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appointment.  Under  all  thoie  c*rciim* 
stances,  he  felt  bound  to  suppnn  tbe 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell). 

Mb.  sexton  said,  there  could  be 
but  one  opinion  as  t )  the  publie  spint 
and  energy  displayed  in  this  matter  bj 
the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Eardley  Wilmot' ; 
but  if  anything  was  required  to  complete 
the  argument  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell\  it  wti 
supplied  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site (Dr.  Lyons).  That  hon.  Membn,  it 
appeared,  had  taken  time  by  the  fore- 
lock, and  before  the  Committee  was  ap- 
pointed bad  written  to  important  per- 
sonages in  Ireland  with  a  view  of  se- 
curing them  as  witnesses.  The  boiL 
Member  had  secured  them  for  the  in- 
quiry, although  he  himself  was  not  jtt 
connected  with  it,  and,  as  a  matter  offset, 
was  never  likely  to  be  connected  with  ir. 
Even  if  the  Committee  were  appointed, 
and  the  hon.  Member  were  ti  bring  over 
those  witnesses,  a  considerable  number  of 
them  would  havo  to  remain  unexaoiitad 
until  next  Session.  It  must  l>e  reoKm- 
bered  that  they  had  now  reached  the 
month  of  April,  and  that  the  Sesdot 
was  not  likely  to  last  as  long  as  ordi- 
nary Sessions.  The  appointment  of  tht 
Committee  ehould  be  put  off  until  aext 
Session,  as  it  was  necesFarj  that  then 
should  be  continuity  of  action  with  re- 
gard to  it.  If  it  were  not  put  off  the 
inquiry  would  be  finished  by  a  p$rm»%d 
different  to  that  which  comroenoed  it; 
and,  to  his  mind,  it  seemed  desirabb 
that  they  should  have  the  same  Mem- 
bers upon  it  throughout.  By  nrxt 
Session  the  proposition  of  theriglit  boa. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Seoretary  (6ir 
William  Harcourt)  would  hare  received 
ample  response.  The  right  hon.  Gea- 
tleman  did  not  know  who  was  **th« 
Paity  representing  Ireland'*  in  the 
House;  next  Session  he  was  likely  te 
have  as  much  proof  as  he  could  den« 
on  that  point.  He  was  in  favour  of  t^ 
postponement  proposed  by  the  hon.  Gn^ 
tleman  the  Mtmber  for  the  Ciiy  of  Coik 
(Mr.  Pamell),  because  he  believed  that 
if  the  Committee  were  appointed  aow  it 
would  go  into  action  doomed  to  lailai^ 
At  any  rate,  if  it  were  proceeded  with 
he  should  respectfully  desire  to  with- 
draw his  name  from  it. 

Question  put,  and  si^md  fa. 
Debate  atfjomrmd  till  jfemfay 


_    J 


WATER  PROVISIONAL  ORDERS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  IIolms,  Bill  to  confirm 
certain  Provisional  Orders  made  bv  the  Board 
of  'J'rado,  under  **  The  Gas  and  Water  Works 
Facilities  Act,  1870/*  relatinii^  to  Barton- 
upon-Humber  and  District  Water,  Chiltern 
Hills  Soring  Water,  Great  Berkhampstead 
Water,  Hertp  and  Essex  Water,  and  Uolyhead 
Water,  ordered  to  bo  brought  in  by  Mr.  Holms 
mnd  Mr.  Cuambeulaix. 

SUNDAY  CLOSING   (WALES)  ACT  (1881) 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Mouoak  Lloyd,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Sunday  Closing  (Wales)  Act,  1881, 
and  the  Licensings  Acts  IA72-  1874,  ordered 
1o  be  brought  in  bv  Mr.  Mouoan  Llotd,  Mr. 
lioBBUTa,  and  Mr.  ^icuabd. 

J^VUpreuntedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  141.] 

ADJOURNMENT. 

EQTPT-SEIZUBE  OF  THE  *•  BOSPHORE 

EG YPTIEN  "-RECALL  OF  THE 

FRENCH  CONSUL. 

Mo4on  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." 

Mr.  MONTAGU  SCOTT:  Before 
the  House  adjourns  I  wish  to  put  a 
Quefktion  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
t!i6  Home  Secretary.  There  is  a  very 
general  impression  throughout  the  House 
and  the  country  that  there  might  be  an 
addition  made  to  the  information  con- 
Teyed  to  the  House  by  the  Piime  Minis- 
ter this  evening.  I  wish  to  ask  whether 
any  further  information  has  been  re- 
ceived beyond  that  which  the  Prime 
^fininter  laid  before  the  House,  that 
the  Chartfi  d^ Affaires  of  France  at  Cairo 
Lad  left  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOUET:  I  have 
nothing  further  to  add. 

Mr.  MONTAGU  SCOTT:  May  I 
take  it  that  the  information  was  correct, 
and  that  the  whole  telegram  was  con- 
veyed t)  the  House  from  the  Foreign 
Office  thi<)  afternoon  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  I  do 
not  quite  ca'ch  the  hon.  Member's  ob- 
f ervation.  We  have  no  knowledge — at 
least  I  have  none — which  would  induce 
US  to  modify  in  any  respect  the  statement 
made  bv  the  Prime  Minister. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY:  Has  the 
French  CharQ^  d'Affairen  left  Cairo  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  :  My 
reply  must  be  that  I  have  nothing  to 
say  to  modify  what  the  Prime  Minister 
ft  aid  earlier  in  the  evenin^r. 

Mb,  JUSTIN  MCARTHY:  Has  no 
other  Member  of  the  Gt>vernment  any 
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information  to  give  to  the  House  ?  The 
statement  was  that  the  French  Chargi 
d* Affaires  had  left  Cairo;  is  that  cor- 
rect? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  I  have 
no  further  answer  to  give. 

Mb.  MONTAGU  SCOTT:  May  I 
ask  whether  the  telegram  received  by 
the  Fureigti  Office  this  afternoon  was 
not  to  the  effect  that  the  Chargi  d^Affait  es 
had  left  a  note  with  the  Khedive  or 
Nubar  Pasha  stating  that  France  re- 
tired from  the  Convention  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  I  must 
entirely  decline  to  state  the  contents  of 
a  telegram  whiih  I  have  not  in  my 
hands.  In  matters  of  this  importance  it 
is  the  duty  of  everybody  to  be  extremely 
careful  in  stating  facts,  and  1  must  de- 
cline to  make  any  further  answer. 

Mr.  ONSLOW:  Can  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  state  whether  there  was  not 
a  mistake  made  when  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter read  the  telegram  about  half-past 
5  o'clock  to-day  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  I  think 
not. 

Mb.  ONSLOW:  The  Prime  Minister 
distinctly  stated  then  that  Sir  Evelyn 
Baring  had  sent  a  telegram  stating  that 
the  Cfiargi  a^ Affaires  had  left  Cairo.  Of 
course,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not 
the  telegram  in  his  pocket;  but  can  he 
say  whether  there  was  any  mistake  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  I  be- 
lieve there  was  no  mistake  at  all  in  what 
the  Prime  Minister  said.  At  all  event?, 
I  have  nothing  to  add  or  to  modify. 

Motion  agreed  to. 


House  adjoomed  at  half  after  One  o'clock 

till  Monday  next. 
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DOmN'IOX    OP   CANADA  — INSURREC 

TION  ly  THE  NORTH-WEST 

TERRITORY.-QUESTIOy. 

The  Eabl  of  CARNARVON :  I  shonld 
like  to  ask  the  noble  Earl  opposite  whe- 
ther he  is  ia  a  position  to  give  the  House 
any  reliable  intbrmation  with  regard  to 
the  insurrection  in  Canada  ?  Various  ac- 
counts have  been  published,  some  better, 
some  worse ;  but,  for  mj  own  part,  I 
hope  matters  are  not  so  bad  as  described, 
but  we  shall  be  glad  to  hear  the  real 
state  of  things. 

The  Earl  op  DERBY:  I  am  glad 
that  the  noble  Earl  has  put  this  Ques- 
tion, and  1  need  hardly  say  that  I  shall 
be  quite  ready  to  give  him  all  such  in- 
formation on  the  subject  as  I  possess.  I 
have  none  very  recent.  The  latest  in- 
formation from  official  sources  is  con- 
tained in  a  telegram  received  yesterday 
to  the  following  effect : — 

*' Part  of  Middleton's  force  attacked  yester- 
day, the  24th  instant,  on  East  Bank,  South 
Saskatchewan.  Attack  repulsed.  Our  loss  three 
killed,  34  wounded.  General  Middleton's  force 
is  to  continue  advance  on  the  25lh.  Battleford 
relieved  by  Colonel  Otter's  force.  A  third  force, 
under  Strange,  advancing  to  Edmonton.  No 
opposition  expected  in  that  quarter.  These 
forces  are  considered  sufficient  to  restore  order. 
Police  who  left  Fort  Pitt  reached  Battleford 
safely." 

That  is  the  statement  which  I  have  re- 
ceived from  Lord  Lansdowne.  I  have 
seen  a  statement  in  the  newspapers  of  a 
second  battle  having  been  fought,  and  of 
the  defeat  of  the  insurgents.  I  have  en- 
deavoured to  ascertain  what  truth  there 
is  in  it ;  but  I  am  not  able  either  to  con- 
firm or  to  deny  the  report.  Nothing 
i?  known  of  it  at  the  Colonial  Office.  I 
have  telegraphed  to  Lord  Lansdowne 
for  information,  but  have  not  yet  had 
time  to  receive  a  reply.  I  dare  say  I 
shall  receive  one  by  to-morrow. 

LUNACY  ACTS  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
(  The  Lord  Ckanaliffr,)' 

(no.  60.)      SECOND  READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

Mated,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2'." 
— ( The  Lord  Chancellor,) 

The  Earl  of  MILLTOWN,  in  sup- 
porting  the  Bill,  expressed  his  great 
regret  at  the  absence  of  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Shaftesbury),  who 
had  devoted  so  much  of  a  long  and 


honoured  life  to  the  consideration  of  this 
quefition,  and  to  the  alleviatioa  of  the 
hard  lot  of  those  unhappy  beings  vbo 
were,  beyond  all  controversy,  the  most 
afflicted  of  Qod's  creatures;  and  he 
hoped  that  at  a  later  sta^e  of  the  Bill 
the  noble  Earl  would  be  able  to  gife  the 
House  the  benefit  of  his  presence  and 
advice.  He  also  wished,  at  the  out- 
set, to  return  his  thanks  to  the  noble  and 
learned  Earl  on  the  Woolsack  fur  the 
very  ample  manner  in  which  he  had 
fultilled  the  promise  he  made  last  Ses- 
sion, on  the  strength  of  which  he  (the 
Earl  of  Mi  11  town)  liad  withdrawn  his 
Motion  of  Censure  on  the  existinfr  ststs 
of  the  Lunacy  Laws.  The  Bill  before 
the  House  was  a  most  able  and  im- 
portant one,  though  it  was  perhaps 
capable  of  some  amendment,  and  he 
trusted  it  would  effect  a  lasting  settle- 
ment of  the  question.  He  thought  it 
was  to  be  regretted  that  the  Ooreni- 
ment  had  not  seen  their  way  to  Testing 
compulsorily  private-licensed  honaea  ia 
some  public  body,  and  so  to  get  rid  of 
that  most  objectionable  element  ^profit 
As  long  as  the  profitable  syatem  vas 
allowed  to  continue  he  feared  the  pablie 
would  never  be  altogether  satisBed.  At 
any  rate,  he  hopeid  this  Bill  woild 
eventually  and  speedily  lead  to  the  total 
suppression  of  the  system.  Again,  th«rs 
was  an  absence  of  any  provision  that  the 
proprietors  of  these  houses  should  be 
properly-qualified  and  fit  pertona.  That 
was  a  point  which  was  well  looked  after 
in  other  countries,  and  he  thonght  it 
ought  to  be  provided  foHgt^  BiH- 
Then,  again,  the  Bill  contaiQ^n>||J*' 
vision  that  the  medical  officers  shout* 
independent  persons ;  and  that  was  ^ 
ficieucy  which,  he  thought,  ought  t* 
supplied.  Oreat  complaints  were^* 
made  that  neither  the  friends  no] 
the  solicitor  of  a  patient  were  a] 
to  see  him  during  his  oonfinement. 
could  not  see  why  that  should 
allowed  under  proper  restrictiouj 
he  thought  that  sume  provision 
be  inserted  to  meet  the  case.  Ai 
the  law  now  stood,  neither  a  pati< 
his  friends  were  allowed  to  see  thi 
of  incarceration,  nor  even  to  kn< 
grounds  upon  which  it  was  made 
he  thought  that  was  a  point  which  ol 
to  be  dealt  with  in  the  Bill.  At  pre 
too,  the  mode  of  capture  was  unfeti 
by  any  restrictions  whatever.  The 
of  incarceration  was  a  aufficient 
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to  anything ;  any  kind  of  brutality  might 
take  place  and  the  police  could  not  in- 
terfere. Such  a  state  of  affairs  should 
not  he  allowed  to  continue.  He  could 
not  6nd  any  proposal  in  the  Bill  to  in- 
crease the  number  of  the  Commissioners, 
who  certainly  had  too  much  work  on 
their  hands.  At  present  all  houses  in 
the  Metropolitan  district  were  directly 
under  the  Commissioners,  and  they  had 
to  visit  each  house  four  times  in  the 
year  together,  and  twice  singly.  In  the 
Metropolitan  district  there  were  about 
8,000  patients ;  but  the  Commissioners 
Lad  also  to  visit  twice  a-year  all  borough 
and  county  asylums  containing  some 
70.000  patients,  which  would  show  that 
the  work  supposed  to  be  done  by  the 
Comroissioners  was  absolutely  over- 
whelming. He  could  not  understand 
why  the  Bill  did  not  extend  to  Ireland. 
The  Lunacy  Laws  of  Scotland  differed 
materially  from  those  of  England,  and 
therefore  he  could  understand  why  the 
Bill  should  not  extend  to  Scotland; 
but  there  was  very  little  difference  be- 
tween  the  law  in  England  and  Ireland, 
and  therefore  he  thought  it  would  be 
very  desirable  to  extend  the  Bill  to  Ire- 
land. As  to  the  clauses  of  the  Bill, 
Clause  2  provided  that  the  order  for  ad- 
mission, which,  at  the  present  time  could 
be  signed  by  anyone,  must  be  signed 
either  by  a  County  Court  Judge,  a 
stipendiary  magistrate,  or  a  justice  of  the 
peace.  He  thought  that  was  a  most  ad- 
mirable provision,  and  he  doubted  whe- 
ther anything  short  of  it  would  have 
satisSed  the  public.  At  the  same  time 
he  thought  it  would  have  been  safer  to 
require  the  signature  of  two  justices. 
The  provisions  of  the  Bill  with  regard  to 
urgency  orders  were  such  that  it  would 
be  quite  possible  for  a  sane  person  to 
he  incarcerated  as  insane  for  seven  days. 
The  certificate  in  these  cases  was  ex- 
tremely vague,  and  need  only  be  signed 
by  one  medical  practitioner,  and  the 
order  might  be  given  by  anyone.  Dip- 
somaniacs were  often  treated  as  if  they 
were  insane,  and  yet  nothing  could  be 
worse  for  them.  If  an  inebriate  were 
incarcerated  as  insane  for  seven  days, 
as  he  might  be  under  this  Bill,  tlie 
chances  were  a  thousand  to  one  that  he 
would  not  emerge  from  his  conBne- 
ment  a  sane  man.  Jealous  husbands 
and  wives  had  been  known  to  abuse  the 
powers  conferred  by  the  present  law  in 
order  to  obtain  the  iacaroeration  of  the 


object  of  their  jealousy,  and  the  law  as 
altered  by  the  present  Bill  would  be  also 
liable  to  great  abuse  in  the  same  direc- 
tion. The  measure  would  confer  by 
another  clause  an  estraordinary  power 
on  magistrates,  who  would  be  able  to 
lock  a  man  up  as  a  lunatic  for  seven 
days,  and  upon  a  rumour  reaching 
their  ears  to  the  effect  that  he  was 
insane.  There  was  no  proper  provision 
in  the  Bill  for  the  recovery  of  penalties. 
He  held  that  a  patient  on  his  dis- 
charge ought  to  be  able  to  sue  for  penal- 
ties himself.  Another  point  requir- 
ing attention  was  as  to  the  examination 
of  patiente.  Where  a  person  should 
satisfy  two  justices  that  a  case  was  a 
proper  one  for  examination  the  patient 
ought  forthwith  to  be  examined.  The 
right  which  in  certain  circumstances  the 
Bill  would  give  to  relatives  to  take  luna- 
tics out  of  public  asylums  and  to  burden 
the  public  rates  with  the  cost  of  their 
maintenance  at  home  would  be  liable  to 
great  abuse.  He  objected  also  to  the 
proposal  to  give  the  Secretary  of  State 
power  to  override,  in  certain  cases,  the 
decisions  of  county  or  borough  justices. 
In  conclusion  he  begged  to  thank  the 
House  for  the  kindness  with  which  they 
had  heard  him,  and  to  express  a  hope 
that  the  Bill  would  tend  to  the  improve- 
ment of  the  law,  and  would  add  to  the 
already  great  reputetion  of  the  noble 
and  learned  Earl  on  the  Woolsack. 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOE  said,  in 
the  first  place,  he  had  to  acknowledge 
the  courteous  manner  in  which  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  MilUown)  had  spoken 
of  him.  He  heartily  sympathized  with 
the  noble  EarFs  expression  of  regret 
that  his  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of 
Shaftesbury)  should  not  be  present 
at  that  time.  There  was  one  circum- 
stance connected  with  the  Bill  which 
would  prevent  him  from  feeling  that 
satisjfaction  he  would  otherwise  expe- 
rience, however  successful  the  Bill  might 
be.  A  difference  of  opinion  on  a  very 
important  part  of  the  Bill  had  made  his 
noble  Friend  think  that  after  50  years  of 
invaluable  service  rendered  to  the  coun- 
try as  Chairman  of  the  Lunacy  Commis- 
sioners he  had  better  relinquish  that 
office.  If  it  had  not  been  thought  neces- 
sary to  introduce  the  authority  of  a  ma- 
gistrate his  Lordship  might  have  been 
still  willing,  notwithstanding  other  rea- 
sons which  might  well  justify  him  in 
declining  the  labour,  to  render  the  same 
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invaluable  serrices  he  had  hitherto  done, 
lie  had  such  admiration  for  the  nohle 
Earl  that  he  could  not  but  regard  his 
resimation  of  his  office  as  a  very  serious 
public  loss.  During  the  nol  le  Earl's 
udministraticn  the  Lav  of  Lunacy  had 
been  completely  transformed.  The 
shocking  abuses  of  former  times  had 
disappeared,  and  a  system  had  been 
substituted  which,  if  not  perfect,  and 
if  requiring,  as  ho  thought  undoubtedly 
it  did,  amendment  in  various  points, 
\rould  bear  favourable  comparison  with 
the  Lunacy  Law  and  admiuistration  of 
any  other  country  in  the  world.  At 
the  same  time,  he  and  those  whom  he 
had  consulted  thought  it  was  not  pos- 
sible to  resist  the  general  opinion  of 
the  public,  supported  by  high  judicial 
authority,  that  the  time  had  come  when 
some  intervention  of  a  magistrate  was 
necessary  for  the  satisfactory  work- 
ing of  the  Law  of  Lunary,  so  as  to  pre- 
vent, as  far  as  practicable,  the  risk 
of  abuso  in  treating  persons  as  proper 
subjects  fur  confinement  who  might 
not  be  so.  He  did  not  believe — he  had 
stated  it  before,  and  he  repeated  it  now 
— that  such  abuses  were  common ;  but 
he  did  believe  that  no  satisfactory  an- 
swer had  been  given  to  the  public 
sentiment,  which  required  that  Parlia- 
ment should  make  them  as  impossible 
as  human  regulation  could  without 
sacrificing  the  proper  and  eiTective  treat- 
ment of  those  who  were  insane,  and 
especially  of  those  who  by  early  treat- 
ment c^uld  be  cured  of  their  disease. 
He  would  now  advert  to  some  of  the 
points  which  the  noble  Earl  had  men- 
tioned. With  regard  to  licensed  houses, 
his  noble  Friend  had  referred  to  the 
opinion  which  Lord  Shaftesbury  had  fre- 
quently expressed  as  to  the  vice  of  the 
piinciple  on  which  houses  of  that  kind 
were  conducted  fur  private  profit.  But 
lie  thought  he  could  quote  LK>rd  bhaftes- 
bury  in  favour  of  the  mode  proposed  in 
the  Bill  for  dealing  with  this  subject. 
In  I860  Lord  Shaltesbury  spoke  very 
8tron$;ly  against  that  class  of  houses. 
But  17  years  later,  in  lb77,  he  qualified 
that  opinion  to  a  great  e.\tent — he  said 
he  adhered  to  the  general  opinion  which 
liehad  formerly  expressed;  buthewasfar 
from  thinking  that  any  sudden  or  violent 
attempt  to  suppress  those  houses  would 
be  proper  or  expedient  or  for  the  ad- 
vantage of  the  unfortunate  class  of  per- 
sons who  were  to  be  considered  in  the 

The  Lord  Chancellor 


matter.  Lord  Shaftesbury  spoke  very 
highly  of  the  best  licensed  houses,  and 
thought  it  desirable  that  they  should  re- 
main .  He  thought  that  measures  should 
be  adopted,  the  tendency  of  which  sliuuld 
be  by  degrees  to  get  rid  of  the  necessity 
for  that  class  of  houses,  and  of  whidi  the 
efleet  would,  at  ^U  events,  be  to  eliminato 
the  inferior  and  worse-oonducted  houses. 
The  Bill  before  the  House  had  beea 
framed  upon  that  principle ;  and  when 
the  provisions  under  that  head  came  t) 
be  considered  he  thought  thpy  would 
recommend  themselves  generally  to  their 
Lordships.  The  reasons  for  not  in- 
cluding Ireland  were  tolerably  obvious. 
The  whole  lunacy  administration  of  tlitt 
country  was  separate  from  the  laoacy 
administration  of  England,  and  was 
conducted  under  its  own  Acts  of  PaHit- 
ment.  But  when  Parliament  had  ap- 
proved of  amendments  in  the  law  of 
England  it  would  be  easy  to  amend  the 
law  for  Ireland.  At  present  it  would 
not  be  convenient  to  iuclude  Ireland  in 
the  Bill.  With  regard  to  making  aa 
order  as  to  the  security  of  the  person  of 
a  lunatic,  the  noble  Earl  had  aug^sted 
that,  as  in  other  cases  where  auihoii^j 
was  given  to  a  stipendiary  magistrate, 
the  alternative  should  be  two  justices 
There  seemed  to  be  seiioua  ob^eetiims 
to  that  proposal,  one  of  which  was  that 
it  might  prolong  the  proceedings  io  t 
manner  exceedingly  undesirable;  and 
another,  that  if  tlie  two  justices  dif* 
fered,  the  whole  matter  wouM  have  to 
be  begun,  b^'fore  other  jtii>t]ce8,  orer 
again.  He  thought,  however,  that  tht 
Bill  might  perhaps  be  improved,  by  pro- 
viding that  at  Quarter  Sesi^iooB  and  bo* 
rough  sessions  special  justices  shonM  bo 
appointed  to  exercise  juriedictiou  in  theM 
matters.  He  proposed  to  put  an  Amtnd- 
ment  upon  the  Paper  to  that  effect  onto 
those  fif  their  Lord^ibips  who  had  cot- 
sidered  the  subject  were  prepared  to 
point  out  objections  to  it  which  did  cot 
at  present  occur  to  his  mind.  He  woaU, 
when  the  Bill  reached  Committee,  dcsl 
with  the  other  points  raised  by  tko 
noble  Earl.  Their  Lordships  would  mo 
by  the  preliminary  statement  affixed  to 
the  Bill  that  it  was  pro|K>8rd  to  isti^ 
duce  for  purposes  of  reference  a  }^ 
consolidating  the  existing  enseti8«it4 
dealing  with  this  matter.  That  BiM 
would  save  their  Lordships  the  trosUo 
of  constant  reference  backwards  aod  ftf* 
wards  to  all  the  Acts  of  Paitisasit 
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The  next  stoge  of  the  measure  now  under 
consideratidti  would  be  fixed  for  this 
day  fortnight,  and  in  the  meantime  he 
would  bavtfiheConsolidationBU printed, 
CO  that  tht'ir  Lordships  could  boe  ex- 
actly what  the  present  law  was. 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDEELEY 
wished  to  support  therecommendationsof 
1h<«  noble  Earl  who  spoke  first  (the  Earl 
ofMilltown)  as  to  the  probationaiy  deten- 
tion of  supposed  lunatics  in  hospitals 
before  sending  them  to  asylums.  If 
that  were  done,  friends  would  have  less 
hesitation  in  sen<?ing  cases  in  time ;  and 
nriuf  h  stref  s  had  been  laid  on  the  neces- 
sity of  early  medical  attention  in  such 
caf  e«,  and  ttie  patients  themselves  would 
sot  feel  the  bame  reluctance  when  going 
to  a  hospital  as  when  going  to  an  asylum. 
Moreovur,  the  bias  and  tendency  of  the 
medical  men  in  hospitals  was  to  efftpct  a 
cure  and  di)«;harge  the  patients,  whilst 
the  bias  of  the  medical  men  of  an  asylum 
was  to  retain  the  patient. 

ViscouxT  CR  AN  BROOK  said,  that 
while  he  was  entirely  in  accord  with  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  he  hoped  that  it 
would  be  placed  on  the  Statute  Book  in 
such  a  form  as  to  remedy,  so  far  as  pos- 
sible, what  he  believed  to  be  the  great 
defect  of  the  present  system^namely, 
the  perfunctory  manner  in  which  those 
who  were  priuiarily  responsible  in  cases 
of  lunacy  performed  their  duties. 

Motion  agreed  to;  Bill  read  2*  ac- 
cordingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  Monday  the 
Xlth  oj  May  next. 

LAW  AXD  JUSTICE   (IRELAND)— 
AGENTS  IN  PErrV  SESSIONS  COURTS. 

QUESTION. 

LofD  ORANMORE  axd  BROWNE 
anked  Her  Majehty's  Government,  Whe- 
ther the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland,  w 
any  otlier  authority,  save  the  magis- 
tmtes  uf  the  district,  have  power  to 
make  regulations  for  procedure  in  petty 
sessions  courts  in  Ireland ;  and,  if  so, 
under  what  Acts ;  if  so,  have  any  Rules 
of  Procedure  been  issued  and  circulated ; 
whether  any  of  those  rules  prevented 
any  one,  rave  complainant  or  defendant 
or  a  8olicit*>r,  from  appearing  for  com- 
pldinant  or  defendant ;  if  eo,  considering 
that  frequently  no  s  >1  citors  live  withiu 
a  long  dibtauce  of  petty  sesfeiuns  courts, 
and  consequently  their  fees  are  large, 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  do 

VOL,  COXCVn.    [thibd  skkies.] 


not  consider  that  this  is  in  many  cases  a 
harsh  and  injurious  rule  that  should  not 
be  enforced  ? 

Lord  CARLTNGFORD  (Lord  Pre- 
STDE.NT  of  the  Council)  said,  that  under 
one  of  the  Acts  dealing  with  nummary 
jurisdiction  the  Lord  Lieutenant  had  the 
power  to  make  general  rules  to  carry 
into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Act.  lie 
could  not  find  that  any  rules  had  been 
made  on  this  subject.  The  fact  appeared 
to  be  that  the  matter  did  not  depend 
upon  rules,  but  upon  Statute  Law. 
The  restriction  of  the  right  of  any  ab- 
sent party  to  appear  by  others  seemed 
to  depend  upon  Statute  Law.  The 
Petty  Sesfcions  Act  of  1851  provided 
that  parties  might  have  witnesses  ex* 
amined  and  cross-examined  by  counsel, 
or  by  attorney  on  their  behalf.  The  Act 
also  provided  that  a  party  might  appenr 
in  person  or  by  agent.  An  Act  of  l«8i 
provided  that  '*  agent"  should  include 
father,  son,  husband,  wife,  or  brother, 
if  the  permission  of  the  Court  had  been 
obtained.  Beyond  this  he  did  not  find 
that  it  was  open  to  other  than  profes* 
sional  advocates  to  appear ;  and  if  the 
doors  were  opened  wider  there  wonll  bo 
a  danger  of  a  class  of  persons  springing 
up  who  might  abuse  the  privilege,  and 
whose  conduct  iu  the  end  might  be  in- 
jurious to  the  poor  clients  by  whom  they 
were  employed. 

Lord  ORANMORE  and  BROWNE 
was  understood  to  say  that  formerly  it 
had  been  within  the  discret'on  of  tho 
magistrate  to  hear  anyone  appearing 
for  a  complainant  or  defendant;  and 
without  this  priiilego  of  being  re[ire- 
sented  by  a  friend  the  poor  people  might 
as  well  be  deprived  of  petty  sebsions  fur 
the  hearinsT  of  petty  ca^e^. 

Lord  CARLINGFORD  (Lord  Presi- 
DEirr  of  the  Ck)U.vciL)  said,  the  magis- 
trates were  alwajs  ready  to  adjourn 
cases  to  allow  fuither  evidence  ti  be 
given  rather  tiian  do  injustice  to  any- 
one; but  as  to  the  meaning  of  the 
word  •*  agent,*'  he  could  not  add  any- 
thing to  the  definition  of  the  statute 
Law. 

ARMY    (ORDNANCE    DEPARTMENT)  — 
FORTV-POUNDER  GUNS. 

QUESTION. 

The  Eael  op  WEMYSS  aj^ked  tho 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  (1.) 
The  number  of  forty-pounder  guns,  dis- 
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ting^iehing  between  breech  and  muzzle 
loading,  now  in  use  or  store;  (2.)  the 
number  of  carriages  in  store  suited  to 
these  guns;  (3.)  the  number  of  car- 
riages capable  of  conversion  for  the  use 
of  these  guns ;  within  what  time  such 
conversion  could  be  effected,  and  its 
co^t ;  (4.)  the  charge  of  powder,  initial 
velocity,  and  the  range  of  the  40- 
pounder  guns;  the  present  position  of 
the  armament  of  the  Volunteer  Force ; 
and  what  was  the  charge  and  initial 
velocity  of  the  latest  pattern  of  field 
gun?  The  noble  Lord  said  that  the 
Questions  arose  out  of  a  discussion 
which  was  going  on  at  the  United  Ser- 
vice Instituticm  with  regard  to  the  arm- 
ing of  the  Volunteer  Corps;  and  he 
asked  for  the  information  for  the  guid- 
ance of  those  taking  part  in  that  dis- 
cussion.   

The  Eabl  of  MORLEY  said,  he 
should  be  exceedingly  glad  to  furnish 
any  information  he  could  that  might  be 
useful  to  the  gentlemen  taking  part  in 
the  discussion  at  the  United  Service  In- 
stitution ;  but  he  thought  his  noble 
Friend  would  admit  that  it  was  not 
expedient  to  g^ve  details  of  special 
ordnance  stores  in  possession  of  the 
GK>vemment.  That  was  a  precaution 
always  to  be  borne  in  mind ;  and  cer- 
tainly at  the  present  time,  and  under 
existing  circumstances,  ho  must  decline 
to  give  an  answer  as  to  the  number  of 
carriages  and  guns  of  a  certain  cha- 
racter now  in  store  at  the  Arsenal.  But 
with  regard  to  the  guns  in  the  hands  of 
the  Volunteers,  he  should  be  happy  to 
give  all  the  information  in  his  power. 
He  believed  there  were  at  present  106 
40-pounder  breech-loading  guns  with 
their  travelling  carriages  complete  in  the 
hands  of  Volunteers,  distributed  over  the 
whole  country  among  between  40  and  50 
different  Volunteer  Corps.  This  was  all 
the  information  he  should  be  justified  in 
giving,  and  in  the  circumstances  it  was 
quite  as  much  as  he  could  be  expected 
to  give.  With  regard  to  muzzle  velocity, 
the  40-pounder  was  not  a  new  gun ;  the 
charge  was  5  lbs.  of  powder,  and  the 
muzzle  velocity  1,180  feet.  The  newest 
of  all  the  field  guns  wa^  the  12- pounder 
breech* loading  gun.  This  gun  had  not 
yet  been  issued  to  the  batteries.  The 
charge  was  4  lbs.  of  powder,  and  the 
muzzle  velocity  was  1.715  feet.  In  the 
ca<e  of  the  13- pounder,  the  moxzle 
velocity  wta  1,560  feet. 

!%•  E&rl  of  Wimyu 


CENTRAL    ASIA  —  RUSSIA    AKD 
AFGUANISTAN— DIPLOMATIC 
NEGOTIATIOXS. 

QUESnOK. 

The  Maeqtjess  of  SALISBUBY:  I 
am  sorry  that  the  noble  Earl  the  Leader 
of  the  House  has  not  waited  till  now.  I 
wish  to  ask  whether  it  is  true,  as  re- 
ported to  us,  that  all  decision  upon  the 
question  at  issue  between  us  and  ths 
Oovernment  of  Eussia  is  to  be  hung  up 
until  a  gentleman  who  has  got  a  rasp 
and  who  has  left  Sir  Peter  Lnmadea 
arrives  in  England  ?  That  is  the  ra- 
mour  which  comes  to  us.  Of  course, 
rumours  are  sometimes  strangely  altered 
in  coming  to  us  through  the  Ceotnl 
Chamber.  But  that  is  what  comes  to 
us  from  the  House  of  Commons.  It  it 
stated  that  this  is  what  Mr.  Oladstoae 
has  just  announced.  Is  there  aaythiog 
within  the  knowledge  of  the  noble  Earl 
to  justify  that  statement? 

The  Eabl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  I  really 
cannot  answer  the  Question  without 
Notice.  With  regard  to  the  qae^tiim 
being  hung  up,  I  am  not  aware  that 
there  is  anything  hung  up  any  more 
than  before.  It  is  in  precisely  the  same 
position  as  it  was  yesterday.  I  think 
there  must  be  some  misunderstanding. 
I  do  not  wish  to  be  thought  mysterioos; 
but  the  inquiry  refers  to  a  statement 
made  in  the  other  House,  and  I  cannot 
answer  it  without  Notice.         

The  Maequess  of  S.ALISBUBY:  It 
would  have  been  very  improper  if  I 
had  asked  this  Question  of  the  noble 
Earl.  But  I  thought  that  if  such  large 
issues  were  depending  upon  a  map  com- 
ing from  the  Frontier  of  Afghanistan, 
the  noble  Earl  might  perhaps  hare 
heard  something  about  it.       

The  Eabl  of  KIMBERLEY:  Ae 
noble  Marquess  refers  to  some  atatemcat 
that  has  been  made  in  the  oth«r  Hoass. 
I  do  not  know  what  that  atatemest  it. 
That  is  my  reason  for  not  giving  aa 
answer  to  the  noble  Marquesa. 


LUSTACT   BILL    [H.L.] 

A  Bin  to  consolidate  the  enactments 
ing  Liinatic9->WM  prtmmud  by    Thm 
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Home  adjourned  at  a  qnarter 
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imrUTES.]— Select  Co>nnTTEE  —  Itepnrt^ 
Westminster  Hall  Restoration  [No.  166]. 

Supply — comidered  in  Committee — £11,000.000, 
Naval  and  Military  Opeeatioxs,  18S6-6 
(Vote  op  Credit)  ;  Civil  Sbuvicb  Kstiuates 
—  Clasa  II. — Salaries  and  Expenses  op 
Civil  Departments  ;  Votes  1,  2,  and  3. 

PvBUC  BiJAJA—Jieeolutione  in  Committee — Regis- 
tration of  Voters  (Ireland)  [Pavment  of  Ad- 
ditional Revising  Barristers] ;  Public  Offices 
Sites  [Purchase  of  Land  and  Expenses]. 

Second  Heading  —  Tramways  (Ireland)  Pro- 
visional Order  (No.  !•  •  [131];  Submarine 
Telegraph  Cables*  [136] ;  industrial  Schools 
(Ireland)  •  196]. 

Connidered  an  amended^JjOCSiX  Government  Pro- 
visional Orders  (Poor  Law)  iNo.  6)»  [118]; 
Local  Authorities  (Expenses  of  Conferences)  * 

[8S-12f»]. 
Third  Reading— ImobX  Government  Provisional 

OrJeri  (No.  2)*  [12i»l;  Local  Government 

Provisional   Orders  (Poor   Law)  (No.    6)* 

[1 17 J;  Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 

(Poop  Law)  (No.  7)*  [119],  andj^awerf. 

QUESTIONS. 

PUBUC  DEPARTMENTS— THE  PAT- 
MASTER  GENERAL'S  DEPARTMENT. 

Mb.  JOHN  HEDMOND  asked  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  TreaRury, 
Whether  the  Government  have  come  to 
any  decision  as  to  the  abolition  of  the 
Paymaster  OeneraFs  office;  and,  whe- 
ther he  has  considered  the  necessity  of 
having  four  chiefs  of  Departments,  in- 
volving an  expenditure  of  about  £3^500 
per  annum,  in  so  small  an  office  ? 

TheCH  ANCELLO  U  of  toe  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Ciiildbks)  :  A  (Jommittee  is 
iuquirinfc  into  the  business  of  the  Pay- 
master General's  Department,  but  has 
not  yet  made  its  Heport.  I  hope  soon  to 
receive  it,  and  in  due  course  the  subject 
must  come  before  Parliament. 

ARMY    (COMMISSARIATj-TINNED 

MEAT. 

Sir  HEBBEET  MAXWELL  asked 
the  Surveyor  Genorsl  of  Ordnance,  In 
what  respect  the  tins  in  which  **  the  bulk 
of  the  Australian  tinned  meat  conies  to 
this  Country  "  is  unsuited  for  field  ser- 
vice ;  whether^  in  the  event  of  the  Colo- 
nial tins  being  as  suitable  as  the  Ame- 


rican, the  price  not  greater  and  the 
quality  equal,  preferenre  iia  given  to 
supplies  raised  on  British  territory ; 
what  was  the  relative  amount  of  Ameri- 
can and  Colonial  tinned  meat  used  in 
the  Army  during  1882,  1883.  and  1884  ; 
and,  whether  tenders  have  been  invited 
from  Australasian  and  other  British  Co- 
lonies ? 

Mr.  brand  :  Australian  meat  usually 
comes  in  large  tins  of  cylindrical  form, 
whereas  for  close  packing  the  tins  should 
be  four-sided  and  tapering.  Preference 
would  be  ^iven,  under  the  conditions  the 
hon.  Member  names,  to  supplies  raised  on 
British  territory,  provided  the  Colonial 
meat  is  at  the  time  in  England.  The 
relative  amount  of  American  and  Colo- 
nial tinned  meat  used  in  the  Army  was, 
in  round  numbers,  in  lb82,  475,000  Ihs. 
American,  and  no  Colonial;  in  1883, 
150,000  lbs.  American,  and  120,000  lbs. 
Colonial;  in  1884.  3,465.000 lbs.  Ame- 
rican, and  648,000  lbs.  Colonial.  Ten- 
ders have  been  called  for  from  the 
agents  in  this  country  of  producers  in  the 
Colonies. 

SECRETARY  FOR  SCOTLAND  BILL. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Secretary  of  StatQ  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, When  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
Bill  is  to  be  introduced  in  one  or  other 
House  of  Parliament;  and,  if  he  will 
try  so  to  arrange  that  the  administrative 
part  of  the  Bill  (regarding  which  there 
is  a  pretty  general  agreement;  shall  not 
be  endangered  by  the  difference  of  opi- 
nion on  the  education  question,  but  that 
the  latter  shall  be  decided  on  its  meiits 
one  way  or  other,  and  the  Bill  proceeded 
with? 

SirWILLTAMHARCOURT:  I  hope 
in  a  few  days  to  introduce  the  Bill. 

TRAMWAYS  AND  PUBUC  COMPANIES 

(IRELAND)  ACT,  18S3-THE  MIGfiA^ 

TION  CLAUSES. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, To  what  extent  the  provisions  of 
the  Mipration  Clause  of  the  Tramways 
(Ireland)  Act  have  been  carried  into 
operation ;  what  Companies  have  ob- 
tained money  from  the  Treasury  for  the 
purposes  of  migration ;  and  how  many 
tenants  and  cultivatois  of  the  soil  have 
benefited  by  migration  and  by  extension 
of  their  holdings ;  whether  it  is  proposed 
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ti  introduce  legUlation  to  enable  migra- 
tion to  he  carried  on  to  a  larger  extent, 
oapecially  from  the  congested  districts  of 
the  south- west,  west,  and  north-west; 
whether  he  has  seen  that  Professor  Bald- 
win considers  that  m'gpration  operations 
could  be  conducted  successfully  without 
the  intervention  of  Companies  of  direc- 
tors and  Fhareholders ;  and,  whether  Qo- 
vemment  is  disposed  to  supply  funds  for 
the  purpose  to  trustworthy  persons,  such 
as  parish  clergymen  and  others,  on  terms 
equally  favourable  with  those  granted  to 
Companifs? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL- BANNERMAN: 
I  believe  the  Migration  Clauses  of  the 
Tramways  Act  have  so  far  not  been  put 
into  operation  at  all.  I  have  not  seen 
Professor  Baldwin's  opinion;  but  the 
Government  are  not  disposed  to  extend 
the  Act  in  that  direction  to  supply  funds 
for  the  purpose  to  trustworthy  persons, 
such  as  parish  clergymen  aud  other.<>,  on 
terms  equally  favourable  with  those 
granted  to  Companies. 

POOR     LAW     (IRELAND)  —  NEWPORT 
AND  WESTPORT  UNIONS- 
COMPENSATION. 

Mb.  BIOOAR  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Lonal 
Oovernment  Board  for  Ireland,  on  the 
amalgamation  of  the  Newport  Union 
with  that  of  Westport,  to  deprive  the 
officers  of  their  situations,  without  com- 
pensation or  superannuation,  some  of 
them  having  as  many  as  eighteen  years' 
service  ;  whether  such  treatment  would 
not  be  most  unjust,  and  indict  great 
hardships  on  the  ofhciais  who  have  for 
many  years  discharged  their  respective 
duties  satisfactorily;  and,  if  he  will 
state  whnt  the  Government  purpose 
doing  with  reft-rence  to  the<ie  officials? 

Mtt.  CAMPBELL- BANNEBM AN: 
I  have  nuthing  1o  add  to  the  answer 
which  I  gave  to  a  Question  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr. 
nealy)on  this  subject  on  the  Hihinstant. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND) -ELECTION  OF 
OUARDIANS-SKIBBEREEN  UNION. 

Ma.  DEAST  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Ijord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If 
the  Local  Oovernment  Board  have  re- 
ceived a  communication  from  a  guar- 
dian of  the  8kibbereen  Union,  objecting 
to  the  recent  elettionaof  chairman,  vice- 


chairman,  and  deputy  vico-chairman,  re- 
spectively, on  the  ground  that  the  elec- 
tions were  irregulai  W  carried  out ;  and, 
wt) ether  the  Local  Government  Board 
will  order  new  elections  for  the  above 
officers? 

Mk.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN:  It 
appears  that  the  voting  at  the  first  elec- 
tion was  equal,  and  that,  by  unanimous 
consent,  the  election  was  postponed  to  a 
later  date,  when  the  three  Chaiimen 
were  chosen.  Two  Guardians  have  since 
complained  of  the  course  pursued;  bat 
the  Local  Government  Board  see  no 
reason  whatever  to  interfere. 

EDUCATION,     SCIENCE.    AND     ART- 
ROYAL  IRISH  ACADEMY- CELTIC 
MANUSCRIPTS. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  HUNTLYM^CABTHT 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  What  work)  have 
been  printed  by  the  Poyal  Academy 
since  1880  by  means  of  the  money  re> 
ceived  from  Parliament  under  the  an- 
nual votes  **for  the  researches  in  con- 
nection with  Celtio  MSS. ;"  and,  what 
Irish-English  MSS.and  tran^-lations  have 
been  published  bince  1880  by  the  Boyal 
Academy  under  tho  annual  grants  made 
to  it  *'  for  the  publication  of  Cehio 
MSS.  ?  " 

Me.  CAMPBELL. BANNEBMAN: 
The  Secretary  of  the  Academy  iofiirms 
me  that  since  1880  the  grant  for  re- 
searches in  connection  with  Celtic  mana- 
sctipts  has  been  devoted  to  the  prepara- 
tion of  materials  for  an  Irish-Eog^i^ 
dictionary,  which  it  will  take  several 
years  to  complete.  The  Academy  have 
not  published  any  Celtio  manuscr  pt  since 
1880,  in  which  year  Th$  Book  #/  l^imUr 
was  issued  ;  but  very  considerable  pro- 
groFs  has  been  made  with  The  Bmk  tf 
iail^mote,  a  very  large  manuscript  which 
is  in  course  of  publication  with  Dr. 
Atkinson  as  editor. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND) -ELECTION  OF 
GUARDIANS-COOTEHILL  UNION. 
Mb.  BIGOAR  asked  the  Chief  Serre. 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  lre*and. 
If  it  is  a  fact  that  the  clerk  of  Co:»ttIiiil 
Union  made  the  following  statement  ia 
his  letter  to  the  Local  Govr  rnment  lloaidL 
No.  14,683 — 81,  in  answer  to  tie 
allegations  made  against  him  by  Mr 
Owen  M'Cabe,  candidate,  and  Ber.  F. 
M^Kenna^  P.P.  liia  nominator, 
graph  11 : — 
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"This  property"  (Carmeen)  "is  held  in 
trnst  by  the  persons  named'*  (Most  Rev.  Dr. 
Donnelly,  &c)  **  who  lodged  separate  statements 
of  claim  on  a  valuation  of  £119,  on  which  I 
allowed  four  votes,  &c. ;  ** 

if  it  is  a  fact  that  the  clerk  confirmed 
the  above  statement,  with  25  others,  by 
solemn  oath  at  the  subsequent  inquiry, 
July  8th,  1884,  before  Mr.  Armstrong, 
Local  Government  Board  inspector;  if 
it  is  a  fact  that  the  clerk  did  not  allow 
any  property  votes  on  the  said  properly 
of  Carmeen.  for  which  the  Bev.  F. 
M'Kenna,  P.P.  Latton,  was  proxy,  and 
at  whose  residence  the  voting  paper  was 
left,  inasmuch  as  the  clerk  alleged,  at 
the  counting  of  votes,  that  the  property 
voting  papers  of  the  townland  of  Latton 
were  missing,  and  could  not  be  pro- 
duced ;  that  the  clerk  swore  at  the  in- 
quiry, 8th  July,  he  could  not  find  the 
properly  voting  papers  of  the  townland 
of  Latton  at  the  counting  of  votes,  and 
of  course  did  not  allow  them  ;  that  the 
fact  that  the  clerk  did  not  allow  any 

Sroperty  votes  for  Carmeen  is  notorious, 
aving  occurred  in  the  board  room  in 
the  presence  of  all  interested,  and  sworn 
to  at  a  public  inquiry,  and  is  in  the 
knowledge  of  the  Ixical  Government 
Board  ;  and,  if  it  is  a  fact  that  Mr.  Owen 
M'Cabeand  Eev.  F.  M*Kenna,  P.P., 
have  again  and  again  directed  in  'a 
special  manner  the  attention  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  to  the  contra- 
dictory swearing  of  the  clerk  in  this 
matter  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  B  ANNERMAN  : 
Perhaps  the  hon.  Member  will  kindly 
postpone  this  Question  till  Thursday 
next.  It  has  been  necessary  to  commu- 
nicate with  the  clerk,  and  his  explana- 
tion haa  not  yet  reached  me. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAXDHELECTION  OF 
GUARDIANS-KILLESHANDRA. 

Mb.  BIGGAE  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Is  he  aware  that  James  Grenan,  of 
Aughavaein.  Killeshandra,  states  that 
Mr.  Wm.  Hamilton,  J. P.  is  the  person 
who  signed  or  procured  to  be  signed  a 
voting  paper  at  last  elect'oo  of  Poor  Law 
guardians  for  Killeshandra  electoral  in 
the  name  of  Captain  Beresford,  although 
it  was  impossible  for  that  gentleman  to 
have  signed  it ;  and,  whether,  if  on  in- 
quiry be  finds  the  facts  as  stated,  he 
will  take  any  proceedings  against  Mr. 
Hamilton ;  and,  if  so,  what  action  ? 


Mb.  C AMPBELLB ANNEEM an  : 
I  am  not  aware  of  any  such  state  of 
facts.  James  Grenan,  senior,  and  James 
Grenan,  junior,  both  deny  that  they 
mado  any  such  statement  as  that  im- 
puted, and  Mr.  William  Hamilton,  J.P., 
states  that  he  did  not  take  away  the 
papers,  and  did  not  sign  them. 

FISHERIES  (IRELAND)-SALMON  WEIR 
ON  THE  LENNON,  RAMELTON. 

Mb.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether,  on  the  Eiver  Lennon,  near 
Eamelton,  there  is  a  weir  over  which 
salmon  cannot  pass  (except  in  high 
floods,  which  are  rare  in  the  fishing 
season)  and  below  this  weir  a  pool  about 
500  yards  in  length,  in  which  the  owner 
of  the  fisheiy,  Sir  Augustus  Stew  ait, 
keeps  a  boat  and  net,  and  whether  his 
employes  have  for  a  long  time  past  been 
in  the  habit  of  fishing  the  pool  illegally 
at  night ;  whether  Eeports  on  tliis  sub- 
ject have  been  made,  without  result,  to 
the  infipector  of  the  district ;  and,  whe- 
ther Sir  Augustus  Stewart  is  a  D.L.  of 
the  county  Donegal  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN : 
The  facts  are  as  stated  in  the  Question, 
except  as  regards  the  legality  of  the 
course  pursued.  Sir  Augustus  Stewart 
claims  to  be  possessed  of  a  several  fishery 
at  the  place  in  question,  and  that  the 
right  has  been  exercised  for  the  last  50 
years,  and  during  time  immemoiial. 
There  are  f^pecial  exemptions  in  the  Act 
for  cases  of  this  kind,  both  with  respect 
to  fishing  within  200  yards  of  a  dam 
and  to  fitihing  at  night,  which  are  other- 
wise illegal. 

EXPLOSIVES  ACT— ENFORCEMENT  OF 
ACT  IN  IRELAND. 

Mb.  p.  J.  POWEE  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, in  view  of  the  fact  that  thesolsries 
paid  to  inspectors  under  the  Explosives 
Ait  (Ireland)  are  a  heavy  and  unjust 
burden  on  local  rates,  and  that  magis- 
trates in  Ireland  have  generally  declined 
to  avail  of  the  services  of  the  constabu- 
lary for  the  purposes  of  this  Act,  he  will 
recommend  that  measures  bo  taken  to 
have  the  duties  of  inspectors  under  said 
Act  discharged  by  members  of  the  con- 
stabulary ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN  : 
A  Circular  was  issued  in  October  last  to 
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local  authorities  in  Ireland  —  who  are 
not  ia  all  cases  the  magistrates  at  Petty 
Sessions — informinp:  them  that  they  may 
appoint  members  of  the  Constabulary  to 
act  as  Inspectors  under  the  Explosives 
Act.  I  am  not  aware  what  number  of 
constables  have  been  so  far  appointed ; 
and  in  the  opinion  of  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment a  sufficient  time  has  not  yet  elapsed 
to  enable  a  corre(  t  idea  to  be  formed  of 
the  extent  to  which  local  authorities  will 
avail  themselves  of  the  concession. 

POOB  LAW  (IRELAND)— ATHY  BOARD 
OF  GUARDIANS. 

Mr.  lewis  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether,  at  a  recent  meeting  of  the 
Athy  Board  of  Guardians,  the  majority 
of  that  body  appointed  as  persons  to 
make  out  the  lists  of  voters  for  the 
parishes  in  the  union  seven  persons,  the 
Secretary  of  the  National  League 
Branches  in  each  parish  ;  whether  the 
Board  has  not,  at  a  subsequent  meeting, 
agreed  to  remunerate  them;  whether 
Buch  appointment  was  made  in  spite  of 
the  statement  of  the  clerk  that  the  usual 
course  was  to  appoint  the  rate  collectors 
for  the  purpose,  but  that  the  preference 
was  given  to  the  Secretaries  of  the  Na- 
tional League  as  such ;  whether  the 
appointment  was  made  without  notice, 
and  notwithstanding  the  suggestion  that 
a  fortnight's  notice  of  the  intention  to 
appoint  the  Secretaries  of  the  League  ; 
ana,  whether  the  Local  Government 
Board  in  Ireland  will  take  steps  to  re- 
call such  appointment  and  to  secure  the 
appointment  of  proper  parties  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  :  I 
understand  the  Athy  Board  of  Guardians 
have  selected  persons  who  are  not  the 
rate  collectors  to  assist  the  clerks  of  the 
Union  in  the  preparation  of  the  voters 
lists,  and  the  Local  Government  Board 
have  communicated  with  them,  pointing 
out  the  irregularity  of  the  proceedings. 

LAND  REGISTRY  OFFICE-RETURNS. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  What  is  the 
number  of  estates  placed  on  the  register 
on  first  registration  in  the  Office  of 
Land  Registry  during  the  half-year  to 
dOth  June,  1884,  and  the  half-year  to 
Slat  December,  1884? 

Me.  HIBBERT  :  The  number  of  es- 
tates placed  on  the  register  in  the  first 
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six  months  of  1884  was  215,  of  which 
two  only  were  on  first  registration ;  in 
the  second  six  months  the  figures  were 
230  and  four. 

NAVY—ARMAMENT  FOR  SHIPS  COIC 
PLETING  FOR  SEA. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  asked  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty,  If  he  is  assured 
that  a  complete  equipment  of  guns  and 
their  mountings  or  carriages,  and  tor- 
pedoes, will  be  ready  in  ample  time  for 
the  fourteen  new  ships  of  war  in  addi- 
tion to  the  Conqueror  and  Colo*9vi^  which 
are  to  be  completed  for  sea  before  the 
end  of  the  present  financial  year  ? 

Sir  THOMAS  BRASSEY:  It  is  folly 
expected  that  the  guns,  gun  moaDtiogs, 
torpedoes,  and  torpedo  carriages  will  be 
ready  in  time  for  the  whole  of  these 
ships. 

NAVY  (SHIPS)— COST  OF  SHIPS 
BUILDING. 

Sir  EDWAHD  J.  BEED  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  he 
has  examined  the  recent  amended  Re- 
turn which  sets  forth  the  cost  of  Her 
Majesty's  Ships  laid  down  since  March 
1880;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  is  able  to 
confirm  the  statement  made  by  the  CiTil 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  to  the  House,  <m 
Monday  last,  to  the  effect  that  ''the 
Eetum  had  been  Tory  carefully  dravii 
up,  and  might  be  accepted  by  the  House 
as  correct,"  or  whether  the  alleged  oost 
was,  in  every  case,  below  the  actual  cost 
of  the  completed  ship  ? 

SiaTHOMAS  BBASSEY:  The  figures 
have  been  examined  and  found  to  g^ve 
correctly  the  cost  of  hulls  and  engines* 
with  fitting^.  Mast%  yards,  rigeing, 
and  stores,  and  the  incidental  and  es- 
tablishment charges  are  not  included. 
The  He  turn  is  similar  to  those  formerly 
given  on  the  Motion  of  the  late  Mr. 
Laird.  

Mr.  CARBUTT  :  I  wish  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  whether 
there  is  any  truth  in  the  report  vhkk 
appeared  in  7  he  Ohnercer  of  yesterday, 
that  the  Government  have  bonght  aa 
iron-clad  from  the  Italian  Government ; 
and,  if  so,  will  he  state  what  are  the 
armaments  of  that  iron-c-lad  ? 

Sir  THOMAS  BEASSEY :  I  canMt 
reply  to  the  Question  of  the  hoo.  Meei* 
her  without  Notice. 

Mr.  CARBUTT:  Ibegto^veNotier, 
as  tho  Secretary  to  the  Adtmral^ 
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not  know  whether  an  iron-clad  has  been 
bought,  that  I  shall  repeat  the  Question 
to-morrow. 

CIVIL  SERVICE  (PARLIAMENTARY 
CANDIDATURE)  —  MR.  WILLIAM 
JOHNSTON,  INSPECTOR  OP  FISH- 
ERIES. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEEE  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, ^Vhether  his  attention  has  been 
called  f  othe  stateniont  in  The  Belfast  News 
Letter  that  Mr.  William  Johnston,  one 
of  Her  Majesty's  Inspectors  of  Fisheries 
in  Ireland,  had  written  to  the  Orange 
Grand  Master,  '^  expressing  his  readi- 
nesa,  if  called  upon,  to  contest  one  of  the 
divisions  of  Belfast  at  the  General  Elec- 
tion," and  that  an  uncontradicted  state- 
ment has  also  been  published,  announc- 
ing that  Mr.  Johnston  has  been  selected 
as  the  Tory  candidate  for  one  of  the 
divisions  of  Down ;  is  this  the  same 
official  from  whom  a  former  Irish  Secre- 
tary stated  he  had  obtained  a  written 
pledge  that  hb  would  abstain  from 
politics  while  in  office ;  had  Mr.  John- 
ston previously  been  several  times  cau- 
tioned by  the  Irish  Executive  for  inflam- 
matory speeches  ;  is  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
aware  of  the  existence  of  the  Treasury 
Hiouto  of  12th  November  last,  wherein 
the  First  Lord,  referring  to  those  civil 
servants  who  '*  announce  themselves 
publicly  as  candidates  for  seats  in  the 
House,"  states  it  to  be  the  usage  of  the 
Department  that  a  civil  servant  should 
resign  '*  as  soon  as  he  issues  his  address 
to  the  electors,  or  in  any  other  manner 
announces  himself  as  a  candidate,"  and 
that  this  regulation  has  now  been  made 
an  Order  in  Council ;  has  Mr.  William 
Johnston  resigned  office  as  fishery  in- 
spector; is  it  the  fact  that,  although 
several  weeks  have  elapsed  since  the 
announcement  of  his  candidature,  no 
steps  have  been  taken  by  Earl  Spencer 
to  enforce  the  Order  in  Council ;  and, 
what  is  the  explanation  of  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL- BANNERMAN: 
Mr.  Johnston  states  that  he  has  not  an- 
nounced himself  publicly  as  a  candidate 
for  a  seat  in  the  House  of  Commons,  nor 
has  he  issued  any  address,  uor,.  as  he 
believes,  in  any  way  infringed  the  Order 
in  Council.  He  also  states  that  he  has 
not  been  selected  as  a  candidate  for  one 
of  the  divisions  of  Down.  The  case  will 
be  dealt  with  by  the  Insb  Government 


in  strict  accordance  with  the  Order  in 
Council  should  the  occasion  arise. 

Mr.  HEALY:  Has  the  jisrht  hon. 
Gentleman  seen  a  letter  from  Mr.  John- 
ston in  2'he  Belfast  Evening  News,  in 
which  the  following  passage  occurs: — 

**The  12th  of  July  is  approachiD^,  and  all 
over  Ulster,  in  view  of  the  approaching  elec- 
tion* it  will  have  a  national  importance.  On 
that  occasion  I  hope  to  take  my  place  amongst 
my  Orange  brethren,  and  I  hope  hereafter  to 
gave  emphasis  to  my  views  when  Member  for 
SSouth  Belfast." 

Mb.  CAMPBELL-B ANNERMAN  :  I 
have  not  heard  of  it,  and  I  can  only  say 
it  is  somewhat  inconsit^tent  with  the 
letters  I  have  received  from  Mr.  John- 
ston. I  have  said  that  as  soon  as  it 
appears  that  Mr.  Johnston  is  taking 
such  a  position  as  a  candidate  for  Par- 
liament as  to  bring  him  within  the 
Order  of  Council  the  Government  will 
act  upon  it. 

Mb.  sexton  asked  whether  Mr. 
Johnston  had  recently  broken  the  pledges 
which  he  formerly  gave,  and  had  made, 
political  speeches? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNEEMAN:  I 
have  not  seen  anything  of  the  kind. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  whether  one  of 
the  terms  of  the  Order  in  Council  was 
not  to  the  effect — '^  As  soon  as  any  civil 
servant  issues  his  address  to  the  elec- 
tors, or  in  any  other  way  announces 
himself  as  a  candidate ; "  and  whe- 
ther Mr.  Johnston  had  not  fulfilled 
that  condition  when  he  stated  that  he 
hoped  to  be  the  Member  for  South 
Belfast  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN : 
Mr.  Johnston,  in  his  letter,  says  ex- 
pressly that  he  has  not  announced  him- 
self publicly  as  a  candidate  for  a  seat  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  nor  issued  any 
address,  nor  in  any  way  infringed  the 
Order  in  Council. 

Mb.  HEALY  gave  Notice  that  lie 
would  call  attention  to  the  matter. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT— BEVISED 
CODE,  1885-EDUCATION  IN  THE 
HIGHLANDS. 

Mb.  MUNRO-FERGUSON  asked  the 
Vice  Prepident  of  the  Committee  of 
Council,  Whether  it  is  proposed,  under 
the  Code  for  1885,  to  make  any  special 
provision  for  bettering  the  state  of  edu- 
cation in  the  Highlands,  and  to  lighten 
the  burden  of  the  school  rates  in  those 
districts  ? 
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AfB.  MUNDELLA:  Yes;  Sir.  We 
Iiave  prepared  a  Minute,  which  we  shall 
lay  en  the  Table  in  a  flay  or  two,  to- 
gether with  a  Memorandtim  explaining 
ita  operation,  which  will  have  the  effect 
of  pro;noting  education  and  lightening 
the  burden  of  school  rates  in  the  High- 
lands and  Islands  of  Scotland. 

EDUCATION     DEPATITMENT  —  EDUCA- 
TION LOANS. 

Me.  ISAA.0  WILSON  asked  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Committee  of  Council, 
Whether  he  has  received  any  remon- 
Btrance  in  reference  to  the  Treasury 
Minute  of  the  26 th  of  February  relative 
to  Education  loans ;  and,  whether  he 
will  urge  upon  the  Treasury  the  im- 
port mce  of  some  exten<«ion  of  the  term 
of  repayment  from  thirty-five  to  fifty 
years  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA:  I  believe  one 
School  Board  has  remonstrated  against 
the  recent  Treasury  Minute ;  but  I  am 
assured  by  the  Treasury  that  tliey  are 
unable,  without  public  loss  ^^  extend 
the  terms  of  tlie  loans  or  reduce  the  rate 
of  interest.  Loans  can  now  be  made 
for  a  term  of  33  years  at  3.^  per  cent, 
and  for  50  years  at  4  per  cent.  This  is 
a  reduction  of  ^  per  cent  on  the  first, 
and  i  per  cent  on  the  second  term. 

PARLTAMENTAHY  ELECTIONS  (REGIS- 
TRATION OF  VOTERS)  (IRELAND) 
—DONEGAL  UNION. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Lori  Lieutenant  of  Irelnnd, 
with  regard  to  tlie  refusal  of  the  clerk 
of  the  Donegal  Union  to  perform  the 
duty  of  serving  notices  cast  upon  him 
by  the  Franchise  Act,  Whether  the  Irish 
Local  Government  Board  have  sent  an 
inspector  to  Donegal  to  secure  tliat  per- 
son;} entitled  to  the  Parliamentary  Fran- 
chise are  not  excluded  from  the  register 
by  reason  of  the  default  of  the  clerk, 
and  if  an  inspector  has  been  d'^spatched, 
what  report  has  been  received  from  him  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  B  ANNERMAN : 
There  is  no  necessity  to  send  an  Inspec- 
tor to  make  inquiries  into  this  matter. 
The  clerk  is  proceeding  to  discharge  his 
duties  under  the  Act. 

Mr.  SBXTON  asked  whether  the 
Local  Government  Board  would  issue  a 
Circular  to  the  Boards  of  Guardians 
pointing  out  the  consequences  that  would 
ensue  from  delay  ? 


Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEHM.\N 
said,  the  Gt>vemment  had  issued  a  Cir- 
cular. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  seen  the  state* 
ment  that  the  clerk  of  the  Sligo  Union 
had  refused  to  proceed  unless  they  paid 
him  first  £40. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEBMAN  : 
Mo ;  Sir.    I  have  not. 

EGYPT  (THE  EXPEDITIONARY  FORCE) 
—THE  CAMEL  CORPS. 

Colonel  MILNEHOME  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If,  now  that 
warlike  operations  in  the  Soudan  are 
suspended,  the  Cavalry  portions  of  the 
** Camel  Corps"  will  be  permitted  im- 
mediately to  rejoin  their  regiments,  or 
be  sent  for  service  elsewhere  as  Cavalrr? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
From  communications  I  have  had  with 
Lord  Wolaeley,  I  infer  that  the  con- 
sideration of  this  question  can  only  take 
place  after  the  concentration  of  the 
troops  towards  the  North  has  made  a 
certain  degree  of  progress. 

ARMY— HEALTH  OF  THE  AR3dnr— 
PHTHISIS. 

Sir  henry  FLETCHER  a«ked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Wh-ther 
the  attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment has  been  cdled  to  an  article, 
which  appeared  recently  in  Tk»  U^fUd 
Service  Gazette,  on  the  subject  of  Phthisis 
in  the  Army ;  and,  whether  the  stalistiea 
quoted  in  that  article,  of  the  serioos 
lo>8e8  to  the  Army  every  year  causf'd  by 
that  disease  are  correct;  and,  if  so, 
what  steps  have  been  taken  to  teitt  the 
value  of  the  alleged  discovery  of  a  sue- 
ces{>ful  scientific  treatment  of  this  most 
fatal  dii^ease? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON: 
Assumin^c  that  the  article  referred  to  is 
one  which  appeared  in  The  Umii^d  Ser* 
vice  Gazette  of  the  28th  of  February  kia. 
I  have  to  say  that  the  figures  qaottd 
are  individually  accurate.  The  mea- 
sure, however,  of  the  annual  lo^s  from 
phthisis  is  the  deaths  ptmM  the  diFcbarges 
from  that  disease;  whereas  the  irri'er 
has  added  tbe  invaliding  home,  vhiek 
is,  in  effect,  taking  the  invalided  aoldMi* 
twice  over.  Begrettable  as  is  the  Itm 
to  the  Army  from  phthisis,  there  it 
no  proof  given  that  the  loss  of  hh 
would  be  materially  less  among  a  hoij 
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of  equal  sfrength  of  men  in  olher  em- 
ploytiient,  drawn  from  the  same  class, 
and  at  the  same  agen.  The  ages  for 
military  employment  are  thoee  at  which 
mnsumption  is  ordinarily  the  mo8t  fatal. 
Tho  Array  Medical  Staff  are  only  too 
glad  to  adopt  every  measure  of  proved 
efficacy  in  combating  this  terrible  disease; 
but  the  nature  of  the  remedy  referred  to 
in  the  newspaper  article  under  conside- 
ration is  not  stated  specifically  enough 
to  enable  the  authorities  to  say  whether 
it  has  been  tried,  or  should  be  tried. 

NAVY— SCARLATINA  IN  THE 
"BRITANNIA"   TRAINING    8HIP. 

Me.  TOTTENHAM  asked  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty,  If  he  can  state 
the  result  of  the  inquiry  into  the  causes 
of  the  late  outbreak  of  scarlatina  among 
the  cadets  on  board  the  JJrUannia  at 
Daitmouth  ;  if  it  is  the  case  that  there 
ira«,  and  still  is,  only  one  untrained 
female  nurse  in  the  cottage  hospital, 
notoriously  ignorant  of  the  proper  mode 
of  treating  persons  suffering  fiom  seii- 
ous  illness,  inattentive  to  her  duty, 
n^gh'gent  of  those  under  her  care,  and 
disapproved  of  by  the  medical  officers ; 
if  it  is  true  that  this  woman  was  heard 
to  desire  a  cadet  suffering  from  scarla- 
tina, and  who  was  seized  with  a  violent 
attack  of  croup,  to  stop  coughing,  as  he 
was  doing  it  on  purpose,  and  whether 
at  this  time  she  had  as  many  as  ten 
cadets  under  her  sole  care;  if  it  is  the 
case  that  there  was  in  the  cadet  hospital 
only  one  trained  and  competent  nurse 
to  attend  to  twenty  cadets,  all  suffering 
from  scarlatina;  whether,  during  the 
outbreak,  there  was  any  system  of  daily 
medical  inspection  to  ascertain  whether 
any  further  cadets  had  developed  sus- 
picious symptomfi,  or  whether  it  is  true 
that  in  many  cases  those  boys  who  were 
sif'kening  did  not  go  into  the  sick  bay 
till  the  symptoms  were  fully  developed, 
and  till  compelled  to  do  so  by  their 
comrades ;  if  it  is  the  case  that  there  is 
only  a  screen  between  the  sick  bay 
where  the  suspected  cases  were  located 
and  the  parts  of  the  ship  to  which  the 
ship's  crew  and  other  cidets  had  access, 
and  whether  the  whole  of  the  cadets 
were  compelled  to  go  into  a  cold  bath 
each  morning,  without  previously  ascer- 
taining whether  they  were  in  a  tit  state 
for  such  treatment,  and  in  some  cases 
took  the  cold  bath  the  very  day  of  being 
■ent  to  hospital  with  scarlatina  ;  if  it  is 


the  case  that  two  boys  were  sent  on 
shore  to  hospital  at  9  p.m.  in  an  open 
boaf,  without  any  additional  covering  or 
clothing,  with  their  temperature  at  10( 
and  102,  and  with  the  rash  fully  de- 
veloped, while  another  was  kept  on 
board  till  he  was  eo  ill  that  he  fell  down 
when  walking  up  from  the  boat,  and 
had  to  be  carried  into  hospital ;  and,  in 
tho  case  of  the  last  of  the  thirty  cndets 
who  were  attacked,  whether  he  was  kept 
under  supervision  all  day,  and  not  sent 
to  hospital  till  the  evening,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  absence  of  the  medical 
officer ;  and,  if  he  will  cause  a  searching 
inquiry  to  be  instituted  into  these  alle- 
gations? 

SiK  THOMAS  BRASSEY :  The  hon. 
Member  will  scarcely  look  for  a  cate- 
gorical answer  to  the  numerous  Ques- 
tions which  he  has  put  on  the  Paper 
with  reference  to  the  recent  outbreak  of 
scarlatina  in  the  Jiritannta,  I  shall  be 
glad  to  lay  a  full  Eeport  on  the  Table. 
It  cannot  but  be  a  source  of  satisfaction 
to  know  that,  out  of  33  cases,  none 
proved  fatal. 

EGYPT  AND  FRANCE -SEIZURE  OF  THE 
•*  BOSPHORE  EGYPTIEN  "—RUPTURE 
OF  DIPLOMATIC  RELATIONS. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  fcr  Fo- 
reign Affairs,  Whether  Her  Majesty's 
Miuisters  have  now  received  informa- 
tion to  the  effect  that  the  French  ChirgS 
d'Affaires  has,  on  behalf  of  the  French 
Kepublic,  threatened  to  break  off  diplo- 
matic relations  with  Egypt,  and  to 
withdraw  from  the  financial  agreement 
and  guarantee  now  before  Parliament  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE: 
I  am  hnppy  to  state,  in  answer  to  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member,  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  on  the  point 
of  coming  to  an  arrangement  on  this 
question  satisfactory  to  France,  Egypt, 
and  themselves.  The  negotiations  be- 
tween the  French  Ambassador  and  Lord 
Grranville  have  been  conducted  on  on- 
ciliatory  and  courteous  terms,  without 
any  intimation  being  given  of  a  cha- 
racter which  might  have  raised  serious 
obstacles  on  our  part. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BAETLETT  :  Will 
the  noble  Lord  give  no  further  informa- 
tion on  the  subject  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE: 
I  have  already  stated  that  we  are  about 
on  the  point  of  arriving  at  a  settlement. 
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Me.  O'KELLY  :  Does  that  include 
reparation  t(»  France  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUHICE: 
I  have  said  that  I  cannot  give  details. 

EGYPT  (AFFAIRS  OF   THE  SOUDAN)— 
THE  KASSALA  GARRISON. 

Mr.  MONTAGU  SCOTT  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Aflfairs,  Whether  Her  Majesty's  Grovem- 
ment  have  received  any  information 
from  Kassala;  and,  if  any  measures 
will  be  taken  to  rescue  the  besieged 
garrison  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
Sir  Evelyn  Baring  has  reported  that 
the  garrisons  of  Amadib,  Senhit,  and 
Galabat  have  been  successfully  relieved, 
but  that  up  to  the  22nd  instant  there 
was  no  further  news  of  Kassala.  I 
have  already  stated  that  the  relief 
of  Kassala  does  not  come  within  the 
sphere  of  the  projected  military  opera- 
tions. 

FISHERIES  (IRELAND)— BOARD  OF 

CONSERVATORS,  COLERAINE 

DISTRICT. 

Mr.  SEXTON  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that  the  working 
licensed  fishermen  of  Lough  Neagh,  up- 
wards of  three  hundred  in  number, 
complain  that  they  have  power  to  elect 
only  four  out  of  twenty-four  members 
of  the  Board  of  Conservators  of  the 
Coleraine  district;  whether  the  total 
number  of  licences  of  all  kinds  issued 
annually  in  that  district  is  not  more 
than  about  four  hundred ;  what  propor- 
tion of  the  funds  administered  by  the 
Board  of  Conservators  is  derived  from 
the  licence  duty  paid  by  the  working 
fishermen;  whether  the  fishermen  re- 
present that  some  of  the  Conservators, 
Deing  themselves  the  owners  of  salmon 
fisheries  on  the  Bann,  between  Louffh 
Neagh  and  the  sea,  are  hostile  to  the 
industry  of  the  working  men  who  fish 
the  lake,  and  have  caused  the  institution 
of  regulations  which  impede  and  harass 
the  working  men  to  such  an  extent  as 
to  deprive  them  of  the  means  of  sub- 
sistence; whether  the  fishermen  claim 
that  Lough  Neagh  should  be  constituted 
a  separate  district ;  whether,  the  voting 
for  elections  of  members  of  the  present 
Board  being  open,  the  water  bailiffs  are 
in  the  habit  of  using  intimidation  to 
induce  the  working  fishermen  to  give 


their  votes  for  certain  candidates ;  whe- 
ther the  fishermen  declare  that  the  In^s 
of  the  lives  of  four  of  their  body  in  the 
Lough,  on  the  26th  November  last,  vas 
caused  by  the  want  of  a  suitable  landinjc 
place ;  and,  whether  the  Inspectors  of 
Irish  Fisheries  will  hold  a  public  inqnirj 
into,  and  make  a  report  upon,  the  sefe- 
ral  complaints  in  question. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNEEMiN: 
No  complaints  on  any  of  these  matters 
have  reached  the  Government  or  the 
Inspectors  of  Fisheries  within  recent 
years.  The  proper  course  would  be  for 
the  parties  who  consider  themselves 
aggrieved  to  address  a  Memorial  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant,  setting  out  the 
particulars  of  their  complaint,  and  a 
decision  would  then  be  come  to  as  to 
whether  cause  is  shown  for  a  puhhe 
inquiry. 

COLLIERIES-EVICTION  OP  IHKEBS 
AT  DENARY  COLLIERY. 

Mb.  BROADHURST  (for  Mr.  Bum) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  ths 
Home  Department,  If  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  eviction  of  a  large 
number  of  miners  and  their  families 
from  their  houses  at  Denaby  Maim 
Colliery;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
when  a  workman  obtains  employment 
at  the  colliery  named  he  is  compelled  to 
live  in  a  house  belonging  to  the  Com- 

Eany,  provided  the  Company  hare  a 
ouse  unoccupied,  even  though  the 
workman  may  be  able  to  obtain  a  bettii 
and  cheaper  house  elsewhere ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  workmen  are 
forced  to  sign  an  agreement  to  alk>r 
the  rent  to  be  deducted  from  their 
wages ;  and,  whether,  if  the  facts  be  as 
stated,  he  is  prepared  to  deal  with  tla 
subject  by  fresh  legislation,  ao  as  to 
prevent  an  infringement  of  the  spirit, 
if  not  the  letter,  of  the  Truck  Act  ? 

SiK  WILLIAM  HAECOUBT,  in  i»- 
ply,  said,  he  had  received  a  Beport  froxb 
the  Inspector  of  the  district  in  whk^ 
this  colliery  was  situated,  and  it  was  to 
the  effect  that  no  pressure  had  besa 
brought  to  bear  upon  the  colliers  to  ia- 
duce  them  to  occupy  the  housea  beloag^ 
ing  to  the  Colliery  Company.  It 
to  be  a  condition  that  if  the  men 
pied  those  houses  the  rent  would  be 
ducted  from  their  wages.  Under 
circumstances,  it  appeared  to  biaa  (Str 
William  Haitx>urt)  that  there  wea  bo 
infringement  of  the  Irock  Act* 
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^'AVT-STATE  OF  THE  NAVY— NO'nCE 
OF  MOTION  (SIR  EDWARD  J.  REED). 

SiE  EDWARD  J.  REED  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  he 
will  name  a  day  upon  which  he  will 
enable  me  to  move  my  proposed  Reso- 
lution expressive  of  the  anxiety  of  this 
House  respentinir  the  state  of  the  Navy? 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  1  think  that  my 
hon.  Friend,  notwithstanding:  that  lie 
lias  put  this  Question  on  the  Paper,  will 
sot  be  surprised  if  I  tell  him  that  I  have 
no  such  power.  At  the  present  time  it 
is  entirely  beyond  my  power  to  name  a 
day  for  such  a  purpose  in  the  present 
Btate  of  the  engagements  of  the  House. 
The  Navy  is  largely  involved  in  the  de- 
bates we  have  had  for  two  nights,  and  is 
also  largelyinvolved  in  theimportant  pro- 
posal which  will  come  before  the  House 
to-night.  After  that  proposal  is  disposed 
of,  if  my  hon.  Friend  should  still  think  it 
important,  when  we  come  to  make  our 
arrangements  with  regard  to  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  Session — and  the  time  for 
that,  I  hope,  is  very  close  at  hand — it 
will  be  quite  open  to  him  to  renew  the 
Question.  • 

Sir  EDWARD  J.  REED  gave  Notice 
that  he  would  renew  his  Question  after 
the  Vote  of  Credit. 

CENTRAL  ASIA-RUSSIA  AND  AFGHAN- 
ISTAN-DIPLOMATIC NEGOTUTIONS 
—REFERENCE  TO  ARBITRATION. 

Mr.  GOURLEY  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether,  in  the  event 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  being  un- 
able to  adjust  their  existing  difficulties 
with  His  Imperial  Majesty  the  Emperor 
and  Government  of  Russia,  he  will  en- 
deavour to  bring  about  a  reference  of 
all  questions  in  dispute  to  the  Presi- 
dent and  Gt>vemment  of  the  United 
Stotes? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  This  Question  is 
substantially  a  renewal  of  Questions 
which  have  been  put  by  hon.  Members, 
and  I  can  only  answer  in  the  same 
general  terms.  I  must  ask  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  have  put  these  Questions  to  be 
content  for  the  present  with  that  answer, 
and  with  Ihe  assurance  that  we  are  quite 
sensible  of  the  heavy  responsibility  under 
which  we  lie  to  maintain  the  honour 
and  good  faith  of  the  country,  and,  on 
the  other  hand,  to  use  every  means  con- 
sistent with  that  object. 


CENTRAL  ASIA— RUSSIA  AND  AFGHAN- 
ISTAN—SIR PETER  LUMSDEN'S 
TELEGRAM. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  With  reference  to  para- 
graph 6  of  General  Lum&den*s  tele- 
gram— 

**  General  Komaroff  states  'Afghan  audacity 
and  arrogance  increased  by  degrees.*  Reply  : 
It  may  have  been  so,  but,  if  so,  it  was  entirely 
causeoi  by  Russian  action,  as  the  Afghans  did 
all  they  could  to  avoid  collision,  and  it  was 
solely  owing  to  their  patience  and  forbearance, 
during  two  months  of  incessant  irritation,  that 
peace  has  been  preserved  so  long;  '* 

and,  whether  the  Government  had  any 
intimation  from  Sir  Peter  Lumsden,  or 
from  any  other  source,  of  this  **  incessant 
irritation ; "  and,  if  so,  what  action  Her 
Majesty's  Government  took  on  receipt 
of  this  information  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  My  answer  is 
that  from  inquiry  I  find  that  there  has 
been  a  statement  of  a  somewhat  vague 
and  general  character  of  this  kind  from 
Sir  Peter  Lumsden.  It  is  very  vague 
and  general,  and  it  has  been  duly  re- 
ferred to  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  for  ex- 
planation. 

Mr.  ONSLOW:  Has  there  been  any 
answer  from  St.  Petersburg  to  the  re- 
presentations of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Anything  mate- 
rial and  intelligible  we  have  endeavoured 
to  make  known  to  the  House ;  but  I 
doubt  whether  we  could  go  further  until 
the  time  comes — if  it  should  come- 
when  it  would  be  proper  that  the  House 
should  see  the  whole  mixed  matter  of 
these  telegrams  altogether,  and  have  the 
entire  question  before  it. 

ROMAN  CATHOLIC  CHURCH  (IRELAND) 
THE  ARCHBISHOPRIC  OF  DUBLIN- 
MR.  ERRINGTON*S  MISSION. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  If  it  is  true,  as  posi- 
tively asserted  by  the  Home  corre- 
spondent of  T/ie  Standard^  that  the  Bri- 
tish Government  have  caused  represen- 
tations to  be  made  by  Mr.  George 
Errington,  M.P.  to  the  Sovereign  Pontiff, 
with  the  object  of  preventing  the  ap- 
pointment by  His  Holiness  of  the  Very 
Eeverend  Dr.  Walsh.  Vicar  Capitular  of 
the  Catholic  See  of  Dublin,  to  be  the 
Aichbishop  of  that  See  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  In  answer  to  this 
Question  I  have  to  say  that  the  Cabinet 


ParltameitUrff  EUettont        {COITMONS}         (^R^istribiUim)  BiB.        m 


liave  never,  ao  far  as  t  am  aware,  had 
nny  cogni/anca  of  any  comnmnicatiun 
bbttreon  Mr.  ErriDgton  and  His  UoUuess 
the  Pope,  and  certainly  not  upon  the 
occasion  ti  whicti  the  Question  refers.  If 
I  am  aaked  whether  any  individual 
Member  of  the  Goremment  has  used 
any  such  representations,  as  distinct 
from  the  Cabinet,  my  reply  is  that  I  am 
net  aware  nf  it. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  beg  to  give  Notice 
that  I  shall  call  attention,  on  the  Vote 
fur  the  Foreign  Office,  to  this  matter, 
nnd  endeavour  to  ascertain  whether  any 
Member  of  the  Oovemment  has  caused 
representations  to  be  made  to  the  Holy 
See  in  reference  to  tbe  internal  govern- 
ment of  the  Catholic  Ghunh. 

PARLLillENT  —  PUBLIC  BUSINESS  - 
CENTEAL  ASIA  — RDSSIA  AND  AF- 
GHANISTAN  —  DIPLOMATIC  KEGO- 
TIATIONS. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  I 
wish  to  ask  the  Prime  Minister,  in  re- 
gard lo  the  course  of  Business  this  even- 
ing. Whether  he  will  be  willing  to  aiiiree, 
as  soon  as  he  has  made  his  statement,  to 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate,  so  that 
there  may  be  time  to  oonsider  what 
course  ought  to  be  taken  7 

Ma.  GLADSTONE:  I  am  in  very 
great  doubt  whether  that  request  will  be 
made  after  the  atatement  is  made  ;  but 
I  certainly  can  eater  inio  no  preliminary 
arrangement  on  tbe  subject.  Probably 
the  right  bon.  Gentleman  will  ask  me 
whether  I  have  any  further  intelligence 
with  reorard  to  the  teteicrams  from  Sir 
ase 


ther  we  shall  receive  any  lEolatei)  infor- 
mation which  it  would  be  desirable  to 
by  before  the  House  on  the  point.  It 
is  with  great  satisfaction  I  have  hwrJ 
of  the  mission  of  Mr.  Stephen.  Ths 
date  of  his  arrival  here  I  am  not  able  to 
fix,  because  I  do  not  know  exactly  the 
time  the  journey  may  rccupv. 

MB.ASHMEAD-BARTLEIT:Iwi'li 
to  ask  the  Prime  Minister  whether  h« 
can  state  now  if  a  despatch  by  U.  it 
Giers,  which  appeared  in  allihe English 
newspapers  of  the  23rd,  nnd  whii  h  threv 
the  responsibility  for  the  nnfortonale 
affair  at  Penjdeh  on  Sir  Peter  Lanu- 
dea'e  escort,  and  on  t!ie  meeing  be- 
tween the  Viceroy  and  the  Ameer— I 
wish  to  ask  whether  this  despatch  is  an- 
tbentioor  not? 

Mb.  GL.\DST0NE:  I  believe  ttui 
Question  wai  replied  to  on  a  former  dsj. 
My  noble  Friend  the  Uiidpr  Secretirj 
for  Foreign  AGTairi  stated  that  it  would 
not  be  expedient  for  us  to  c've  any  in- 
Bwer  in  regard  to  that  subject  at  tbt 
present  time. 

&U.  E.  STANHOPE:  Are  we  rigtil 
in  supposing  that  Mr.  Stephen  ht* 
atarted  from  Meshed,  or  is  he  (till  wilt 
Sir  Peter  LumedfnV 

Mk.  GL<lDSTON& :  I  am  not  able  to 
answer  that  Question.  Tbe  telegran 
was,  I  think,  stated  by  me  Ja  effect.  I 
cannot  tell  whether  at  the  moronl  of 
the  despatch  of  tbis  telegram  he  ra 
with  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  or  not. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  C« 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  wbtn  Mr- 
Stephen  may  be  expected? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  We  wiD  vaSa 
inquiry  about  the  matter. 

Mr.  RITCHIE  :  I  wish  to  ask  vh«- 
tbor  tbe  Government  propose  to  bo^mI 
and  postpone  tbe  negotiations  wiA 
Russia  on  this  question  till  Ur.  StephM 
arrives  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  No,  Sir. 

REGISTRATION  OF  VOTEBS  {IBELiXF 
BILL. 

Mr.  HEALY  :  Mirht  I  ask  the  i«M 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Hinister^il 
is  intended  to  take  the  Irish  Begictiatkx 
Bill  further  in  Committee  to-night? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  No,  Sir. 

PARUAMENTART  ELECTIONS  [BEDB- 

TBIBUTIOXl  BILL. 

Mb.  SYDNEY  BDXTONMkea,WW 

ther,  in  the  event  of  the  Beport  sBig** 
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the  Parlmmentary  Elections  (Eedistri- 
bution)  Bill  being  concluded  on  Tues- 
dar,  the  Oovernment  intended  to  take 
Wednesday  f>r  their  Business  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  Faid.  he  was  fold 
Ihat  thpre  was  no  probability  of  the  Ee- 
port  of  the  Parliamentary  Elections 
(Redistribution)  Bill  being  finished  on 
Tuesday. 

ORDERS   OF  THE  DAT. 

SUPPLY.— COMMITTEE. 
Order  for  Committee  read. 

VOTE  OF  CREDIT-DIVISION  OF  THE 
VOTE.-  RESOLUTION. 

Mb.  GL.\DST0NE,  in  moving  that 
the  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair, 
said :  Sir,  I  think  that  it  would  be  in 
accordance  with  the  course  usually  pur* 
sued  by  the  House  on  these  occasions 
that  we  should  go  into  Committee  on  the 
Tote  of  Credit,  and  that  upon  getting 
into  Committee  I  should  propose  the 
Vote  and  state  to  the  House  such  con- 
siderations as  I  think  bear  upon  the 
question  whether  the  House  should 
grant  the  Yote  or  not.  I  regret  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Queen's  County 
(Mr.  4rthur  O'Connor)  proposes  to  raise 
a^a  preliminary  question  the  division 
of  the  Vote  of  Credit,  and  to  ask  the 
House  to  afRrm  that  the  expenses  on 
account  of  the  Soudan  Expedition  shall 
be  considered  separately  from  those  on 
acoouot  of  military  and  naval  expendi- 
ture. Having  this  proposal  before  me, 
vhat  I  intend  to  do  is  as  follows— to 
state  very  briefly  indeed  the  reasons 
why  I  hope  that  Motion  may  not  be 
addressed  to  the  House.  I  may  succeed 
io  that  object,  or  the  hon.  Member  may 

Srs'st  in  pressing  the  Motion  on  the 
ouse.  If  the  debate  should  become 
general  and  broader  questions  are  raised, 
and  there  is  a  desire  fur  further  infor- 
mation as  to  the  general  merits  of  the 
Vote,  I  should  have  no  alternative  but 
to  f-tate  to  tho  House  what  I  had  in- 
tended to  say  on  the  Vote  itself.  At 
present,  I  will  only  speak  on  the  ques- 
tion of  the  division  of  the  Vote.  I  have 
no  hesitation  in  admitting  that  where 
two  Votes  are  proposed  in  the  nature  of 
Votes  of  Credit  for  Services  which  are 
not  only  distinct,  but  which  are  likely 
to  remain  dibttnct  until  they  are  respec- 
tively accompUahedy  the  proper  course  is 


to  submit  those  sums  as  separate  Votes 
of  Credit,  and  to  ask  a  separate  au- 
thoritT  from  the  House  to  deal  wiih  each, 
so  that  the  money  granted  for  each  may 
be  applied  to  that  for  which  it  was 
granted,  and  not  for  the  other.  But  the 
consideration  which  has  led  us  to  sub- 
mit this  sum  in  one  Vote  is  of  an  en- 
tirely practical  character.  It  is  that, 
although  in  their  apparent  objects  these 
Votes  are  separate,  yet  in  their  possiblo 
application  they  are  not  separate.  I 
have  before  stated  to  the  House  that 
under  no  circumstances  would  the  GK>- 
vemment  take  upon  itself  to  apply  to 
the  Soudan  Expedition  the  Votes  we  are 
about  to  ask  under  the  head  of  special 
preparations;  but  I  reserved  entirely, 
and  I  hope  the  House  may  approve  our 
reserving,  the  discretion  to  apply  the 
money  taken  for  the  Soudan  Services  to 
purposes  which  would  fail  under  the 
head  of  special  preparations.  The  very 
ground  on  which  we  make  our  proposal 
with  regard  to  the  Votes  for  the  Soudan 
Services  is  that  the  grant  admits,  and 
even,  to  some  extent,  contemplates,  the 
application  of  a  portion  of  the  money 
for  what  we  now  know  as  special  pre- 
parations. Under  those  circumstances, 
it  would  be  very  inconvenient  that  wo 
should  be  tied  either  to  spend  in  the 
Soudan  money  not  required  for  purposes 
in  the  Soudan,  or  else  that  wo  should 
be  under  the  necessity,  before  we  could 
use  any  of  these  moneys  granted  by 
Parliament  for  the  special  preparations, 
which  we  deem  to  be  of  the  highebt 
mateiial  importance,  of  again  giving 
Notice,  again  raising  debate,  and  again 
proposing  a  separate  Vote  of  Credit  for 
the  purposes  for  which  we  ask  special 
preparation.  Well,  Sir,  that  appears  to 
us  to  be  a  reasonable  view  oi  the  case  ; 
and,  if  it  is  not,  I  must  put  it  to  the 
House  that  if  it  is  not  distinctly  unrea- 
sonable in  the  view  of  the  House,  no- 
thing could  be  more  inexpedient  than 
that,  upon  a  question  which  is  one  of 
practical  convenience  rather  than  of  dis- 
tinct principle,  we  should  go  to  an  issue 
with  anything  like  lengthened  discus- 
sion, and  with  division  of  Party  forces 
in  face  of  the  world,  and  at  the  present 
moment,  and  in  the  present  circum- 
stances of  the  Empire.  I  thought.  Sir, 
that  I  had  pointed  out  that  a  perfectly 
unexceptionable  way  of  raising  the  dis- 
cussion was  reserved  to  any  Gentleman 
by  moving  the  diminution  of  the  Vote 
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in  the  Committee ;  but  I  do  not  dwell  on 
that.  I  hope  the  House  will  not  see 
ground  for  entertaining  even  that  Mo- 
tion. I  f'incerely  hope  that  there  will 
not  be  a  disposition  to  press  the  Amend- 
ment now  before  us.  It  would  certainly 
be  our  duty  to  resist  it ;  and  I  think  it 
would  be  far  more  convenient  that  we 
should  be  allowed  to  go  into  Committee, 
and  that  I  should  be  allowed  to  make 
my  statement.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Sir  Stafford  Northcote),  if  he  saw 
cause,  or  any  other,  would  then  either 
demand  time  or  take  whatever  course  he 
pleases;  but  we  should  have,  at  any 
rate,  a  single  qurstion  before  us,  and  we 
should  not  be  divided  at  the  very  thresh- 
old of  the  matter  by  discussion  on  a 
point  of  procedure,  with  respect  to 
which  I  think  it  is  hardly  to  be  doubted 
that  we  have  reserved  to  ourselves  rea- 
sonable discretion  in  asking  the  House 
to  vote  this  sum  in  such  a  way  that 
moneys  granted  primd  facie  for  the  pur- 
poses of  the  Soudan  may,  should  it 
appear  to  be  practicable,  be  applied  for 
the  purposes  of  the  special  preparations. 
I  move  that  you,  Sir,  now  leave  the 
Chair. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."—  ( J/r.  Gladstone,) 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR,  in  rising 
to  move — 

**  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is 
desirable  that  the  Vote  of  Credit  to  be  sub- 
mitted in  Committee  of  Supply  on  account  of 
the  Soudan  Expedition  should  be  considered 
separately  from  the  Vote  of  Credit  to  be  sub- 
mitted on  account  of  other  Military  and  Naval 
expenditure/' 

said,  he  could  assure  his  right  hon. 
Friend  that  in  putting  his  Amendment 
on  the  Paper  he  was  not  at  all  actuated 
by  Party  motives.  Nothing  of  the  kind 
was  contemplated.  He  bad  no  particu- 
lar personal  desire  to  press  his  Motion. 
In  order  to  ascertain  whether  it  was  ne- 
cessary to  take  any  preliminary  objections 
to  the  Vote,  he  had  consulted  the  au- 
thorities of  the  House.  His  only  mo- 
tive in  submitting  his  Amendment  was 
to  secure,  if  possible,  a  clear  and  in- 
telligible discussion  of  the  two  very 
different  matters  proposed  to  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  judgment  of  the  House. 
He  objected  very  much  to  the  Votes 
being  so  proposed,  because  he  believed 
it  involved  an  entire  departure  from  a 
long  line  of  precedents,  and  might  be 

Jbfr.  Gkdetane 


fraught  with  mischtevous  consequences. 
There  had  been,  since  the  Crimean  War, 
an  almost  uninterrupted  series  of  Votes 
of  Credit ;  and  every  single  one  of  thenti, 
down  to  this  one,  was  taken  for  a  sepa- 
rate Service.     The  present  proposal  of 
the  Government  involved  a  departure. 
He  instanced  the  Votes  of    Credit  for 
South  Africa,  for  the  Abyssinian  War, 
and  the  Vote  of  Credit  in  1870,  whea 
there  was  war  in  Europe.      Votes  of 
Credit  in  those  days  were  given  iind^ 
rules  much  less  stringent  than  exUtad 
now.     His  main  contention,  however, 
was  that  the  Vote  for  the  Soudan  ahoold 
not  be  a  Vote  of  Credit  at  all,  but  a 
Supplementary  Estimate.    The  Vote  fcr 
£11,000,000  was  divided  into  two  per:s. 
and  these  were  again  sub -divided.     As 
to  the  £4,500,000  for  the  Soudan,  after 
making  allowances  for  all  the  demands 
that  the  Prime  Minister  had  ename* 
rated,  including  even  the  Nile  steamera, 
there  was  a    balance   of   £2.7M,000. 
This  was  for  military  expenditure ;  Inrt 
there  was  to  be  no  expedition  to  Khar* 
toum,  and  there  were  to  be  no  furilier 
operations  in  the  Sondan.    It  wonld  be 
easy  for  the  able  official  aeoountant^  to 
give  an  approximate  idea  of  what  pro- 
portion of  this  balance  would  be  ne^ed 
for  the  cost  of  the  occupation  of  Soakim 
by  the  British  or  Indian  troops, 
as  to  the  £6,500,00J  for  special 
parations.    The  naval  expenditnra 
to  consist  of  £2,500,000,  and  the  Prti 
Minister  told  them  how  that  was  to  be 
spent — in  torpedoes  and  guns  for  tbe 
Navy.    Now,  what  the  Prime  Minister 
was  asking  for  was  that  not  only  »hoaU 
the  £4,000,000  under  *'  special  prepara- 
tions "  be  appropriated  to  militaxy  ex- 
penditure, but  that,  without  any  detinite 
authorization,  he  should  be  able  to  draw 
upon  the  £2,750,000  nominally  takca 
for  the  Soudan,  but  which  it  was  cadi  a* 
lated  would  never  be  wanted  for   tbe 
Soudan.     Thus,  a  sum  of  £6,750,000 
was  asked  for  for  the  Anny,  to  bo  die> 
posed  of  in  any  way  the  OorenmieBt 
liked.      Why?    Because  their  mieaw* 
na^ement  of  the  Army  adminietrstiea 
had  been  so  grievous  and  faring 
it  was  the  only  way  they  could 
find  for  covering  the  deOcits  in  the  Arwy 
Estimates.    By  the  alteration  of  the  rale 
applicable  to  this  matter,  the  Oovera- 
ment  had  been  able  to  elude  finaacal 
scrutiny    during  the  pest   fet 
Upon  the  authoritj  of  the 
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Qeneral,  be  conld  Btate  that  when  once 
a  Vote  of  Credit  had  been  agreed  to 
the  House  parted  with  all  its  control 
over  the  expenditure  of  the  amount  of 
that  Vote.  8o  much  was  this  the  case, 
that  in  1879,  in  a  letter  printed  at  the 
end  of  the  Appropriation  Accounts  of 
that  year,  the  Lords  of  the  Treasury 
said — 

'•Votes  of  Credit  are  not  current  only  for 
the  year  in  which  they  are  taken,  and  my  Lords 
make  it  a  rule  to  substitute  for  them  wherever 
possible  Supplementary  Estimates.  These  latter 
lea\'e  less  discretion  to  the  spending  Depart- 
mcmts. 

In  1879,  when  a  Vote  of  Credit  was 
agreed  to  in  reference  to  the  war  in 
South  Africa,  the  Comptroller  General 
was  unable  to  certify  that  the  amount 
of  money  voted  for  that  war  had  been 
actually  expended  for  that  purpose,  and 
not  for  general  purposes.  From  a  state- 
ment made  by  the  Prime  Minister,  it 
appeared  to  be  perfectly  competent  for 
the  Oovemment  to  make  a  reasonably 
c!09e  approximation  to  the  expenditure 
which  still  remained  to  be  incurred  in 
connection  with  the  Soudan.  The  Oo- 
▼ernment  had,  therefore,  all  the  ma- 
terials before  them  for  proposing  a 
Supplementary  Estimate  instead  of  a 
Vote  of  Credit.  The  presenting  of 
such  an  Estimate  would  be  in  accord- 
ance with  the  advanced  financial  ar- 
rangements of  the  countnr,  with  the 
strong  recommendations  of  the  Public 
Accounts  Committee,  and  with  the  rules 
laid  down  by  the  Treasury  itself,  and  to 
be  observed  by  the  spending  Depart- 
ments when  asking  for  sums  on  account 
like  the  present.  The  Prime  Minister 
bad  told  the  House  last  week  that  he 
would  give  them  an  assurance  that  no 
portion  of  the  Vote  of  Credit  to  be  taken 
for  the  Soudan  Service  should  be  appro- 
priated for  the  other  Service.  He,  for 
one,  feared  that  the  language  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  present 
occasion  would  somewhat  detract  from 
lliat  feeling  of  confidence  with  which 
bon.  Members  might  otherwise  have 
been  inclined  to  look  back  to  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman's  utterances  of  last  week. 
Defore  this  question  was  disposed  of,  he 
trusted  that  three  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  who  were  experienced  Parlia- 
xneutarians — some  known  for  their  po- 
litical consistency,  and  some  less  re- 
markable for  that  quality — would  take 
tbe  trouble  to  look  over  the  speeches 


which  they  had  severally  delivered  in  a 
famous  debate  in  1878.  The  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  to  whom  he  referred  were 
the  Members  for  Bipon  (Mr.  Gosihen), 
and  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forsler), 
and  the  present  Prime  Minister.  On 
the  occasion  to  which  he  referred,  the 
present  Opposition  brought  forward  a 
proposal  similar  to  that  now  introduced 
—namely,  a  Vote  of  £6,000,000— to 
enable  the  Government  of  the  day  to 
make  a  show,  as  was  thought  right  and 
proper,  before  the  world,  in  view  of 
certain  hostilities  which  they  anticipated 
would  occur.  He  did  not  know  that  he 
should  put  the  House  to  the  trouble  of 
dividing  upon  his  Amendment,  becauso 
he  believed  that  the  end  he  had  in  view 
would  be  fully  satisfied  by  his  drawing 
attention  to  the  technical  question.  He 
had  taken  the  course  he  had  done  be- 
cause he  was  somewhat  afraid  that  it 
might  be  ruled  that  the  Motion  he  had 
placed  upon  the  Paper  could  not  be 
put  from  the  Chair,  and  that  it  could 
not  be  brought  forward  in  Committee  of 
Supply.  He  begged  to  move  that,  in 
the  opinion  of  that  House,  it  was  desir- 
able that  the  Vote  of  Credit  to  be  sub- 
mitted in  Committee  of  Supply  on  ac- 
count of  the  Soudan  Expedition  should 
be  considered  separately  from  the  Vote 
of  Credit  to  be  submitted  on  account 
of  other  military  and  naval  expendi- 
ture. 

Sib  HENEY  HOLLAND  said,  he 
begged  to  second  the  Amendment.  He 
understood  that  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor)  who  had  moved  it  did 
not  desire  to  g^  to  a  division,  nor  did 
he  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  desire  to  do  so ; 
but  he  seconded  the  Motion  as  a  protest 
against  the  course — ^the  unprecedented 
course— adopted  by  the  Government  in 
moving  one  Vote  of  Credit  for  two  dis- 
tinct services,  one  of  which  should  have 
been  provided  for  by  a  Supplemental 
Estimate.  This  question  of  Votes  of 
Credit  and  Supplemental  Estimates  had 
many  times  been  discussed  in  the  House 
and  before  Public  Accounts  Committees, 
the  object,  of  coiirse,  being  to  give  to  the 
House  as  large  a  power  as  possible  over 
the  expenditure,  and  full  means  of  ascer- 
taining and  checking  it ;  and  in  1880  tho 
point  was  closely  considered  by  the 
Public  Accounts  Committee  which  sat  in 
that  year,  and  he  would  venture  to  read 
to  the  House  one  paragraph  of  their 
Beport — 
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"  Tour  Committee  have  arriTed  at  the  opinion 
thnt  in  kU  caaea  of  specinl  servicp.  where  the 
Depnrtmont  cnn  mnke  a  fairly  definite  Estinutto 
of  the  Serrico.  and  of  tho  general  heiid  under 
whirh  the  propoted  cipeniJiture  will  mainly 
ht l,it  is  doaintlle  that  a  Supplementary  Ratimate 
should  be  presentvd,  ns  in  the  case  at  the  Indian 
Native  troops  ;  and  that  Votes  of  Credit  should, 
as  a  rule,  be  only  resorted  to  nhcn  fi-om  the 
nature  of  the  services  to  be  performed  it  ia  very 
diSicalt,  it  Dot  impossible,  to  gnve  any  fairly 
npproximate  Estimate  of  the  amount  required.'' 
Novr,  Ihe  hon.  tUmber  who  moved  this 
AmeodiDent  vhh  8o  muth  ability  had 
Bh'>iru  bejond  all  qusBtion  that  it  irea 
perfectlj  ^o^ible  to  make  a  very  fair 
Estimats  for  the  Soudan  expeiiHea  ;  and 
a  Supnlementary  Estimate  sbould,  there- 
fore, have  been  presentad,  and  not  a 
Tote  of  Credit  ashed  fur.  He  was  ijuite 
aware  that  in  many  cases  a  Vole  or 
Credit  was  absolutely  neceEsary,  and 
there  nas  leas  objection  to  such  a  Vote 
noT  than  there  used  to  bo,  as  the  ex- 
penditure under  it  iras  so  munh  more 
closely  ivatchod;  but  he  feared  that  a 
great  blow  irould  be  Ftruck  at  Votes 
of  Credit  if  proceedings  of  this  kind  were 
to  be  sanutioned.  All  precedent  pointed 
to  this— that  a  Tote  nf  Credit  should  be 
oou6iied  ti  one  special  and  separate  8er- 
vi'io.  He  certainly  had  under^taod  the 
Prime  Minister  to  say  some  days  ago 
that  tliough  tbis  Tote  of  Credit  applied 
to  two  Serviceo,  the  mnney  asked  for  in 
respect  of  one  Service  should  not  be  ap- 
plied to  the  other ;  but  it  now  appeart^d 
that  the  money  asked  for  fur  the  Suudaii 
Expedition  might  be  applied  for  the 
Speuial  Preparation  Service. 

Mr.  GUDSrO.VE:  That,   8!r,   is  a 
point  of  very  great  importance  upon 
TrbiohId')aotwiBhtobe  misunderstood. 
I  wilt  venture  to  say  that  I  can  hardly 
liave  bean  miereported  in  the  very  care- 
ful words  I  used  on  the  occasion  to  which 
t!ie  hon.  Gentleman  refers.     I  tben  gdve 
a  moit  distiuct  pledge  that  we  ^hiuld 
he  Soudan  any   of  the 
a  the  special  prepara- 
no  pledge  whatever  in 
mso.     On  the  contrary, 
I  stated  that  onr  policy 
e  Forces  in  the  Soudan 
viae  elsewhere. 
'  HOLLAND  said,   he 
Pr:me  Minister  wonld 
ny  wish  to  misrepresent 
lid.     Ho  bed  only  htatcd 
nderstood  ;  and  he  must 
the  Prime  Miniater  said 
money  might  be  applied 
U<^nd 


to  the  other  Service,  it  was  not  a  grMt 
stretch  of  itnogination  to  snppuee  that 
the  converse  treatment  of  the  mon^ 
votad  n-.oul'l  nlno  be  allowed.  He  would 
not  detnia  the  House  any  longer,  but  h« 
ventured  to  tbink  that  tbis  kind  of  Ti.t) 
of  Credit  for  two  Services  was  withnot 
precedent,  and  i-hinld  not  be  allowed  ti 
pa«  without  a  ttroug  protect. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leavo  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Qu>  stion,  in  order  to  add  tha  midi 
'■in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  dsanUs 
that  the  Vi>te  of  Credit  to  be  submitted  inCoa- 
fnitiee  of  Supply  on  account  of  tiie  Soudan  Ei- 
pedition  should  be  considureJ  aepamtely  froa 
the  Vote  of  Credit  to  be  submitted  on  icCoUBt 
of  other  Militnrv  aud  Naval  cipenditim,"— 
(ifr.  Arthur  O'CoHHtr,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  tbo  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  ths 
Uueetiou." 

The  Marquess  of  HA'RTIXOTOS  : 
I  do  not  feel  that  I  am  competent  to  dMl 
with  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Meml>er  for 
Queen's  County  (Ur.  Arthur  O'Coa- 
nor)  in  regard  to  the  financial  ar^imeat 
of  which  he  made  use;  but  if  the  Huum 
shouM  desire  that  this  qaeitioa  rhiuld 
be  fully  discussed,  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and 
others  will  deal  with  tbat  paitof  the 
subject.  I  will  now  endeavuur  lo  Utle 
to  the  House  the  extreme  inconventence, 
amounting  alaaost  to  impracticabil'ty, 
which  would  ensue  from  following  the 
course  pursued  by  the  hon.  Memhrr  for 
Queen's  County.  Probably  the  Uevo 
will  be  of  opinion  tbat  the  lion.  Member 
has  not  been  very  successful  jn  qB->tia|t 
precedents.  He  referred  to  tlie  year 
i87S,  when  be  said  there  were  eam- 
plicatiotts  in  Europe  and  in  South  Africa; 
t>ut  I  did  not  uuderaland  him  to  asy  tbtl 
separate  Tutes  <were  taken  in  tltat  ^pbt. 
Gveu  if  that  were  the  case,  the  H<m« 
will  perceive  that  the  question  of  tbat 
year  was  altogether  distinct  fr.Hn  the 
present  one.  In  regard  to  the  allqrri 
precedent  of  IS70,  the  hon.  Member  diJ 
not  say  that  in  that  case  two  separate 
Votes  of  Credit  were  moved.  The  boa. 
kleoiber  only  referred  to  the  Beiiort  of 
the  Committee  on  Public  Aoc-waU 
wliich  stated  tltat  the  extremely  img*- 
\tx  aud  objectionable  pnciica  had  brn 
followed  iu  In74  uf  api>Iying  awu  ia 
the  Tote  of  Credit  for  the  Abyaaiaiat 
War  Votea  long  before  in  the  paymMi 
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of  the  liabilities  of  that  year.      Alto- 
gether,  the  hon.  Member's  argument 
appears  to    me  to  be  rather    against 
Votes  of  Credit  than  an   argument  in 
support  of  the    particular    proposition 
that  this  Vote  of  Credit  ought  to  be 
divided  into  two  parts.     Before  we  laid 
this  Vote  of  Credit  upon  the  Table  we 
considered  the  alternative  measures  of 
procedure,  and  we  adopted  deliberately 
the  course  we  have  adopted,  without  any 
political  object  whatever,  and  with   a 
view  to  the  financial  convenience  of  the 
Services  and  of  the  War  Office.     We 
certainly  did  not  adopt  that  course  with 
the  view  of  withholding  any  information 
from  the  House.     In  the  statement  ac- 
companying the  Vote  of  Credit,  the  Go- 
vernment has  placed  the  House  in  pos- 
session of  as  full  information  as  they  are 
able  to  give.     Neither  did  they  adopt 
this  course  in  order  to  prevent  the  House 
raising  any  issue  it  chose,  for  that  that 
eould  easily  be  done  is  abundantly  evi- 
denced by  the  Notice  of  Motion  given 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Labouchere).     The  reasons  wbich 
influenced  the  Government  are  briefly 
these.     The  general  preparations  deter- 
mined upon  by  the  Government  contem- 
plate the  employment  elsewhere  of  a 
very  large  portion  of  the  Forces  either 
now  in  the  Soudan,  or  which  may  have 
been  raised  for  the  operations  there. 
The  extra  cost  of  the  Force  which  would 
thus  be  released  would  cease  to  be  a 
charge  in  the  Soudan  operations.  Large 
quantities  of  supplies  and  stores  have 
already  been  ordered  and  despatched  to 
Egypt.     So  long  as  the  troops  are  en- 
gaged in  Egypt  these  stores,  although 
the  troops  may  be  available  for  service 
elsewhere,  will  continue  to  be  charged 
for  the  preparations  made  for  the  Soudan. 
It  will  be  impossible,  imder  the  system 
of  the  War  O&ce  accounts,  to  break  up 
these  charges  in  the  accounts  and  to  dib- 
linguish  the  part  chargeable  to  the  gar- 
risons left  in  Egypt  and  the  troops  em- 
ployed in  the  Soudan  from  the  charges 
for  the  Forces  available  for  service  else- 
-where.     When  the  accounts  of  the  Army 
Expenditure  of  the  year  are  completed, 
an  approximate  statement  will  be  made 
in  the  form  of  an  Estimate,  showing 
as  far  as  can  be  done  the  charges  in- 
curred for  the  two  services ;  but  I  am 
informed  by  the  financial  authorities  of 
the  War  Office,  it  will  be  impossible  to 
support  that  statement  by  vouchers  in 
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the  way  a  Parliamentary  account  is  sup- 
ported so  as  to  satisfy  the  Auditor 
General.  For  instance,  the  claims  of 
the  contractor  for  the  supply  of  meat 
at  a  station  is  for  the  quantity  de- 
livered in  bulk  to  the  Commissariat. 
No  distinction  is  made  between  that 
to  be  consumed  by  the  Cavalry,  In- 
fantry, Artillery,  or  Militia  ;  much  less  is 
there  any  distinction  of  the  claims  for 
the  food  of  those  men  who  may  have 
been  added  to  the  Forces  as  the  result  of 
either  the  general  preparations  or  the 
Soudan  operations.  Similarly  as  regards 
stores,  'ihe  reserves  of  small  arm  am- 
munition have  been  largely  diminished 
by  the  issues  to  these  troops,  and  orders 
have  been  given  to  make  up  these  re- 
serves. It  is  not  possible  to  distinguish 
in  the  charges  for  wages  in  the  accounts 
of  the  Boyal  Laboratory  the  extra  wages 
due  respectively  to  these  two  causes. 
For  the  reason  therefore  that  a  sepa- 
rate account,  in  the  proper  sense  of  the 
word,  cannot  be  kept  of  the  expenditure 
as  occasioned  by  the  two  causes,  one 
Vote  has  been  asked  for;  but  the  Paper 
circulated  with  the  Vote  may  be  taken 
as  fairly  distributing  the  charge,  on  the 
assumption  that  all  extra  expenditure 
upon  that  portion  of  the  Force  in  Egypt, 
which  the  Government  has  determined  to 
withdraw  as  soon  as  possible,  shall,  so  long 
as  it  may  remain  in  Egypt,  be  regarded 
as  chargeable  against  general  prepara- 
tions. There  are  other  reasons  which 
prevent  the  division  of  the  Vote.  They 
are,  no  doubt,  reasons  of  a  highly  tech- 
nical character ;  but  they  are  the  reasons 
which  have  influenced  the  financial  ad- 
visers, and  I  doubt  whether  the  require- 
ments of  the  law  can  be  met  if  the  House 
were  to  insist  upon  the  proposed  division 
of  the  Vote.  If  no  necessity  for  general 
preparations  existed,  if  the  troops  could 
be  brought  back  from  the  Soudan,  if  the 
establishment  which  had  beea  increased 
on  account  of  the  Soudan  War  could  at 
once  be  reduced  to  its  normal  strength, 
if  the  provision  of  supply  for  the  Soudau 
Expedition  could  at  once  be  stopped,  the 
mouey  necessary  for  the  House  to  pro- 
vide on  account  of  the  Soudan  Expedi- 
tion would  be  near  the  amount  stated  in 
the  Papers  presented  to  Parliament; 
but,  in  the  present  circumstances,  no 
such  process  will  take  place.  The  troops 
who  are  emph>yed  and  who  are  neces- 
sary to  be  employed  in  the  Soudan,  will 
not  be  brought  home.     They  will  bo 
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held  available  either  in  Egypt  or  in  any 
other  station  which  may  be  thought  ne- 
cessary for  general  service.      Supplies 
for  their  use  will  not  be  stopped,  but, 
on  the  contrary,  increased.     Consider- 
ing, therefore,  that  the  two  operations 
are  so  closely  and  inextricably  bound 
together,   it  appears  to  me  absolutely 
impossible,  and  would  tend  rather  to 
the  confusion    of   the  House,   and  to 
diminish  rather  than  to  increase  the  real 
control  which  the  House  has  over  the 
military  expenditure  of  the  country  if 
the  course  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member 
were  taken.     I  trust  the  House  will  not 
be  disposed  to  agree  to  the  proposal  of 
the  hon.  Member,  but  will  accept  the 
assurance  of  the  Government  that  this 
course  has  been    taken,   not    by    any 
means  with  the  intention  of  diminishing 
the  control  of  the  House  over  the  ex- 
penditure, or  of  hiding  any  information 
&om  the  House  which  we  have    the 
power  to  give,  but  simply  from    the 
cause  I  have  stated  of  rendering  the 
money  voted  by  Parliament  most  avail- 
able for  the  general  service  of  the  coun- 
try, in  whatever  part  of  the  world  it  may 
be  required. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN :  I  hope  the  House 
will  permit  me  to  say  half-a-dozen  words 
in  support  of  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Queen's  County  (Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor).  I  trust  myself  that 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
will  be  something  more  than  a  protest 
on  this  occasion.  The  noble  Lord  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  and  the 
Prime  Minister  have  both  informed  the 
House  that  there  is  no  great  matter  of 
principle  involved  in  the  question.  I 
am  not,  therefore,  without  some  hope 
that  the  Government  will  yield  to  what 
appears  to  me  to  be  the  exceedingly 
legitimate  and  reasonable  proposition  of 
the  hon.  Member;  and  if  the  Govern- 
ment are  not  disposed  to  take  that  course, 
I  hope,  for  my  own  part,  that  the  hon. 
Meaner  will  press  his  Motion  to  a  divi- 
sion. I  confess  that  I  was  much  sur- 
prised myself  at  the  form  in  which  this 
Vote  was  originally  presented  to  the 
House,  and  it  seems  to  me  that  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  simply 

5 places  it  on  its  natural  and  its  legitimate 
ooting.     What  is  the  position  of  the 
House  in  regard  to  this  question  ?    The 
Vnte  which  is  now  before  us  deals  with 
'luestions,  not  only  separate  in  them- 
8,    and  which,   therefore,   as   the 

Ths  Marqueti  of  Hartingivn 


Prime  Minister  said,  ought  to  be  treated 
as  distinct,  but  with  regard  to  which  we 
may  hold,  and  many  of  us  do  hold,  very 
difl'erent  opinions  as  to  the  coarse  we 
ought  to  pursue.    Now,  as  to  the  first 
question — that  which  relates  to  militaiy 
preparations — ^if  the  Government  come 
forward  on  their  own  responsibility  and 
say  that  this  Vote  is  required  for  the 
safety  of  the  Empire,  which  under  tbeir 
guidance  has  recently  been  greatly  in 
peril,  I  apprehend  that  there  will  be 
very  little  difference  of  opinion,  and, 
without  hesitation,  I  have  no  doubt  the 
House  of  Commons  will  grant  whateter 
sums  are  demanded  for  seeming  the 
safety  of  the  Empire.    But  with  rejrard 
to  the  Vote  for  the  Soudan,  that  Vote 
appears  to  me  to  stand  on  a  totally  dif- 
ferent footing  altogether.   Now,  I  think 
there  is  a  great  deal  to  be  said  on  the 
question  of  the  Soudan,  and  the  Votes 
which  the  Government  are  asking  for 
that  Expedition  now.    I  am  not  gobg 
to  enter  into  details  upon  the  question ; 
but  before  this  Vote  is  granted  for  the 
Soudan,  the  Gt>vernment  will  certainly 
be  called  upon  to  reconcile  the  atatemrat 
of  their  policy  announced  a  short  time 
ago  with  the  totally  different  attitude 
they  are  adopting  at  the  preeent  mo- 
ment. The  House  will  assuredly  require 
some  further  explanation  with  regvd  to 
the  way  in  which  it  was  induced  to  sanc- 
tion the  money  for  the  construction  of 
the  Suakin-Berber  Bailway.  The  House 
will  rememberwhatoccurredoQ  thatocca- 
sion.     Many  of  us,  and  mvself  amoof 
the  number,  always  regarded  the  cod* 
struction  of  the  Suakin-Berber  Bailway 
as  all  moonshine  from  the  first.    Bat 
what  happened  ?    When  the  noble  Lord 
asked  for  a  Supplementary  Estimate  oo 
a  former  occasion,  he  said  that  the  vefj 
first  thing  Lord  Wolseley  wanted,  after 
the  fall  of  Khartoum,  was  the  despatch 
of  an  expedition  to  Suakin.      Aad  on 
his  responsibility,  as  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown,  he  came  forward  and  told  « 
that  the  railway  was  absolutely  tnea 
tial  to  the  safety  of  the  Expedition  wai 
the  Forces  under  Lord  WoJseley.    We 
now  find  that  the  railway  is  not  to  be 
made  to  Berber,  as  I  certainly  thoogkl 
it  never  would  be,  and  we  shall  r«qmirt 
some  explanation  from  the  GorenuBeat 
before   this  Vote    for   the   Soudaa  n 
granted.     I  think  it  will  prubable  be 
the  case  that  while  the  House  will  graat 
whatever  money  la  zequired,  H  ouiy  ^ 
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necessary  for  us  to  accompany  that  grant 
of  money  with  something  like  a  Vote  of 
Censure  on  the  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
ment for  the  way  in  which,  as  far  as  I 
oan  ascertain,  they  have  been  making 
ducks  and  drakes  of  the  money  of  the 
British  taxpayer.  Our  position  is  this.  We 
desire  to  do  nothing  whatsoever  to  stand 
for  a  moment  in  the  way  of  granting 
money  to  the  Government  for  any  mili- 
tary preparations  that  may  be  necessary 
to  secure  the  safety  of  the  Empire ;  but 
at  the  same  time  we  are  determined  to 
exercise  the  full  right  of  criticism,  and  if 
necessarv  of  censure,  with  regard  to  the 
way,  as  lar  as  we  can  gather,  the  money 
will  be  expended  in  the  Soudan.  Under 
the  circumstances,  I  would  throw  out  a 
suggestion  of  this  nature  —  that  the 
money  should  be  divided  as  the  hon. 
Member  proposes  —  that  the  Vote  for 
military  preparations  should  be  taken 
first ;  and  that  having  been  done,  and 
the  statement  of  the  Government  having 
been  made  in  reference  to  the  Soudan, 
that  the  debate  on  the  monev  necessary 
for  the  Soudan  should  be  a<^ourned  for 
further  consideration. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE  said,  he  hoped 
that  unless  the  Government  had  a  better 
case  to  put  forward  they  might  find  it 
convenient  to  accept  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member.  He  did  not  think  he 
had  ever  heard  a  weaker  and  more  con- 
fused case  put  before  the  House  than 
that  stated  by  the  noble  Lord.  The 
Government  had  carefully  abstained 
from  committing  themselves  as  to  their 
policy  in  the  Soudan;  and  until  they 
announced  their  intention  to  abandon 
operations  in  that  country  it  was  mani- 
fest that  the  amount  to  be  expended 
there  should  form  the  subject  of  a  dis- 
tinct Vote.  The  Prime  Minister  had 
deprecated  a  discussion  of  this  question 
in  the  face  of  Europe  with  a  great  ap- 
pearance of  division  in  their  counsels  ; 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  anxious 
that  they  should  present  to  Europe  an 
united  front.  He  maintained  that  the 
Government  were  themselves  provoking 
that  division  of  opinion  by  resisting  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member.  What 
was  the  inevitable  result  of  the  course 
which  the  Government  were  taking  ? 
When  the  Speaker  was  got  out  of  the 
Chair  the  Committee  would  begin  to 
discuss,  first,  the  Soudan  Vote,  then  the 
Afghan  Vote,  next  the  Soudan^Vote  again, 
and  then  the  Afghan  Vote  again,  and, 


lastly,  the  military  preparations.  Hon. 
Members  on  the  Opposition  side  who  were 
prepared  to  support  the  Govemm^t  in 
any  course  they  thought  necessary  for 
defending  the  honour  of  the  country  in 
Aeia  would  be  forced  against  their  will 
to  appear  as  critics  of  the  Government 
when  dealing  with  the  Soudan.  It  was 
the  action  of  the  Government  which 
compelled  them  to  import  into  the  con- 
troversy in  Committee  of  Supply  those 
questions  on  which  there  were  acute 
differences  of  opinion  between  the  two 
sides  of  the  House.  It  was  really  a 
case  of  "tacking"  on  the  part  of  the 
Government.  The  Government  knew 
perfectly  well  that  the  Opposition  were 
prepared  to  support  them,  and  to  do  all 
they  could  to  help  them  out  of  the 
muddle  into  which  they  had  got  in 
Afghanistan.  They  knew  very  well  that 
if  they  were  to  divide  this  Vote,  giving 
a  Soudan  half  and  an  Afghan  hcuf,  the 
Opposition  would  be  unanimous  as  to 
the  latter  half,  whereas  on  the  Soudan 
portion  there  would  be  vehement  Party 
controversy.  It  was  to  prevent  the  coun- 
try seeing  in  the  clearest  manner  tow 
they  had  again  **  tacked  "in  regard  to 
their  policy  of  two  months  ago  that  the 
Government  had  included  these  two 
entirely  different  Votes  in  one.  He 
hoped  the  Government  would  even  now 
think  fit  to  accede  to  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  He  could  assure  the 
Prime  Minister  that  if  he  would  do  so 
he  would  adopt  the  best  course  of  avoid- 
ing that  appearance  of  division  in  Com- 
mittee of  Supply  in  the  face  of  Europe 
which  he  was  so  anxious  to  prevent. 

Mr.  W.  fowler  said,  that  the 
noble  Lord,  in  the  course  of  his  speech, 
had  stated  that  there  might  be  money, 
previously  voted  for  stores  in  the  Sou- 
dan, but  not  expended  on  actual  service 
in  the  Soudan,  which  would  be  in  hand 
to  be  expended  for  other  purposes  not 
mentioned — that  was  to  say,  for  purposes 
mentioned  in  the  Vote  of  £6,500,000. 
They  were  asked  to  vote  in  a  lump 
money  which  was  really  going  for  two 
entirely  different  purposes.  Now,  al- 
though he  did  not  believe  that  the  Go- 
vernment were  actuated  by  the  motive 
attributed  to  them  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  he  objected  to  the  idea  of 
money  being  voted  for  one  purpose  and 
then  being  used  for  another.  Under 
the  French  Empire  the  system  of  vire- 
menti  grew  up  by  which  enormous  sums 
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were  voted  in  one  way  and  applied  in 
another,  involving  immense  abuse.  He 
hoped  that  in  this  country  ihey  would 
not  enter  upon  that  course. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smite  :  I  wish,  Sir,  to 
support  the  observations  that  have  been 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cam- 
bridge (Mr.  W.  Fowler).  From  his 
experience  in  such  matters,  I  think  the 
House  would  be  justified  in  attaching 
very  connderable  weight  to  any  remark 
fdllii)g  from  the  hon.  Member  on  a 
financial  question.  I  must  say,  after 
what  we  have  heard  from  the  noble 
Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  it 
appears  to  me  to  be  an  extraordinary 
thing  that  the  arrangements  of  the  War 
Office  should  be  in  such  a  condition  that 
it  is  utterly  unable  to  take  an  accurate 
account  of  the  stores  and  provisions  of 
various  kinds  that  may  be  re-shipped 
on  the  Coast  of  Egypt  and  transported 
elsewhere.  I  believe  there  is  no  person 
engaged  in  any  great  operation  in  this 
country  who  would  not  be  prepared 
to  insist  that  the  charge  connected  with 
the  employment  of  any  number  of  men 
and  any  quantity  of  materials  in  any 
particular  service  in  which  he  was  con- 
cerned should  be  properly  computed  and 
ascertained.  But  I  object  to  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Oovemment,  because  it 
appears  to  nie  to  be  an  entirely  new 
departure.  We  have  had  Supplemen- 
tary Estimates  and  Votes  of  Credit  to 
meet  a  national  emergency  before ;  but 
I  do  not  remember  that  any  single  Vote 
of  Credit  has  been  taken  to  cover  the 
expense  of  two  entirely  distinct  objects. 
Can  it  be  necessary  that  there  shall  be 
one  Vote  of  Credit  to  deal  with  two 
totally  different  emergencies? — for  that 
is  the  g^st  of  the  complaint  which  is  now 
made.  There  is  one  point  on  which  I 
would  particularly  insist,  and  that  is 
that  when  a  service  was  foreseen,  when 
it  became  perfectly  well  known  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government  that  troops  would 
be  required,  that  provisions  would  have 
to  be  furnished,  and  that  a  railway 
would  have  to  be  made,  and  when  they 
asked  for  a  Supplementary  Estimate, 
as  they  did  in  the  last  financial  year, 
for  purposes  in  Egypt,  they  were  bound 
to  include  in  the  ordinary  Estimates 
of  the  year  the  expenditure  which  they 
contemplated  and  had  decided  upon. 
The  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  told  us  that  contracts  had  been 
entered  into,  that  large  payments  had 
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been  made  and  liabilities  incnrred,  and 
all  actually  without  the  vote  of  Parlia- 
ment. Parliament  has  not  sanctioned 
these  e^timates  or  these  liaVtillties.  The^ 
are  included  in  this  Vote  of  Credit.  If 
the  late  Government  had  attempted  to 
do  anything  of  this  kind,  great  iinan- 
cial  authorities  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  woidd  have  told  us  at  once  that 
we  were  violating  all  the  Itules  of  Par- 
liament and  defeating  the  proper  control 
which  Parliament  is  entitled  to  exen-ise 
over  the  national  finances,  and  thereby 
over  the  enterprizes  in  which  the  Go- 
vernment may  embark.  I  say  that  if  a 
portion  of  this  money  has  been  paid, 
if  these  engagements  have  been  entered 
into.  Parliament  ought  to  have  been 
informed  in  the  ordinary  and  regular 
way ;  they  ought  to  have  been  included 
in  the  Estimates  laid  before  the  House 
in  February  last ;  and  a  proper  oppor- 
tunity would  thus  have  been  afforded 
for  discussion.  But  I  object  strongly 
to  our  being  asked  in  this  way  to  make 
provision  for  two  distinct  services  in  one 
Vote  of  Credit,  thus  depriving  the  House 
of  the  power  of  adequately  discussing 
those  objects  separately,  and  taking 
from  hon.  Members  the  power  of  pro- 
testing as  effectually  as  they  desire  to 
do  against  one  portion  of  the  Vote  while 
they  wish  to  support  another. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOUHT:  My 
right  hon.  Friend  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  took  pains  the  other  day  to 
explain  the  principle  applicable  to  this 
Vote.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site and  the  hon.  Member  for  Cambridge 
say — •*  Here  are  two  Votes  fop  t«ro  ab- 
solutely separate  objects,  which  have  do 
connection  or  dependence  the  one  upon 
the  other."  That  is  not  an  acoirate 
statement  of  the  fact  If  it  were,  I 
should  entirely  agree  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  I  accept  altogether  his 
financial  doctrine  on  that  subject.  But 
the  very  basis  of  the  statement  of  the 
Government  which  has  already  been 
made  to  the  House  is  that  these  two 
matters  are  not  separate,  but  that  they 
have  to  a  certain  degree  a  dependeme 
the  one  upon  the  other,  aad  that  the 
proposals  tnat  have  been  made  wi'h  re- 
ference to  the  Soudan  have  relation  to 
the  position  of  the  Empire  in  other  parts 
of  the  world.  Therefore,  the  wbote 
foundation  of  the  right  hon.  OeotleniaQ*f 
argument  fails,  because  the  two  thinct 
are  not  distinct,  but  to  a  considerable 
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degree  dependent  on  each  otlier.  My 
right  hoQ.  Fnend  at  the  liead  the  Qo- 
vernment  stated  with  reference  to  the 
Vote  of  Credit  and  with  reference  to  the 
Soudan  ihat  certain  operations  might  be 
undertaken  or  might  not  be  undertaken 
in  the  Soudan  according  to  the  pressure 
of  the  necessities  of  the  Empire  else- 
"where.  Well,  it  is  obvious  to  anybody 
who  considers  that  proposition  that  there 
are  future  contingencies  under  which  the 
releasing  of  the  Forces  in  the  Soudan — 
I  think  that  was  the  phrase  employed — 
for  service  elsewhere  may  be  greater  or 
may  be  less.  The  consequence  is  that 
the  exigency  of  the  demand  for  the  Vote 
in  respect  to  the  Soudan  may  be  more 
urgent  and  larger  in  one  contingency 
than  in  another ;  and  therefore  it  may 
be  possible  that  the  sum  asked  for  the 
Soudan  may  not  be  under  the  circum- 
stances entirely  wanted  to  be  expended 
in  the  Soudan.  And  here  I  am  not 
alluding  to  the  past  expenditure,  which 
alone  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  referred 
to  in  his  remarks,  for  stores  and  mat- 
ters of  that  kind,  but  to  the  expenditure 
Tvliich  may  or  may  not  take  place  in 
future.  If  that  be  so,  and  if  the  policy 
be  such  as  I  have  described,  is  it  not 
most  reasonable  that  if  by  releasing 
Porces  in  the  Soudan  you  do  employ 
those  Forces,  or  have  them  at  your  dis- 
posal elsewhere,  you  should  have  the 
means,  if  so  it  be,  to  appropriate  such 
surplus  as  may  remain  after  the  Soudan 
Vote  to  purposes  elsewhere?  That  is 
the  extent  and  the  only  extent  of  the 
transfer  of  moneys  now  proposed ;  and 
the  two  objects  are  not  independent  of 
each  other,  but  have  relation  one  to  the 
other.  That  entirely  disposes  of  the  ob- 
jection of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cam- 
bridge, and  therefore  the  question  of 
virements  does  not  arise  in  this  case.  It 
is  very  desirable  that  we  should  at  all 
events  come  to  an  early  decision  on  this 
point.  The  hon.  Member  for  Hertford 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  is  not  always  chari- 
table in  his  interpretation  of  the  motives 
of  the  Government.  I  am  very  willing 
to  deal  with  facts.  The  hon.  Member 
always  knows  our  motives,  and  it  always 
seems  to  him  that  they  are  the  worst 
possible.  He  thinks  that  our  object  in 
making  this  proposal  is  not  that  which 
we  have  avowed,  and  which  is  patent  on 
the  face  of  the  Vote — namely,  that  if 
there  be  a  surplus  available  from  the 
Soudan  it  should  be  applied  to  the  ge- 


neral purposes  of  the  defence  of  the  Em- 
pire, but  that  we  desire  to  evade  discus- 
sion and  to  escape  the  Vote  of  Censure 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lin- 
colnshire, with  his  authority  with  his 
Party,  has  been  good  enough  to  an- 
nounce in  the  present  juncture  of  affairs. 
Surely,  however,  if  we  desire  to  evade 
discussion  in  regard  to  the  Soudan,  we 
could  not  do  it.  When  we  go  into  Com- 
mittee on  this  Vote,  it  will  be  perfectly 
open  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lin- 
colnshire to  refuse  all  moneys  for  the 
Soudan  as  he  seems  to  desire. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  evidently  misunderstood  me. 
I  said  I  would  do  nothing  whatever  that 
would  stand  in  the  way  of  the  voting 
of  money  for  special  preparations  neces- 
sary for  the  safety  of  the  Empire,  but 
that  the  two  things  were  totally  distinct, 
and  it  might  become  a  duty  to  propose 
a  Vote  of  Censure  in  regard  to  atf^airs  in 
the  Soudan. 

SiE  WILLIAM  HARCOUET :  I  do 
not  object  to  the  hon.  Member  moving 
a  Vote  of  Censure  if  he  thinks  it  is  a 
favourable  moment.  By  all  means  let 
him  do  it  to-morrow  if  he  likes.  But  I 
was  answering  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hertford,  who  alleged  that  wo  wish  tO 
evade  discussion  in  respect  to  the  Soudan. 
We  could  not  evade  it  if  we  wished, 
which  we  do  not ;  and  there  will  be  every 
facility  for  the  hon.  Member  for  Hert- 
ford to  discuss  the  question  of  the  Soudan 
on  this  Vote.  He  can  say  what  he  likes 
upon  it,  and  he  can  refuse  the  money 
which  is  asked  for. 

Mr.  GORST  said,  he  thought  that 
it  was  a  great  pity  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  had 
made  the  speech  which  he  had  jiist 
made,  because  it  was  a  most  unfortunate 
thing  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
and  the  Members  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  should  endeavour  to  make 
it  appear  that  there  was  in  that  House 
on  that  night  any  difference  of  opinion 
upon  the  main  matter  before  them. 
He  thought  that  it  was  a  great  pity 
that  there  had  been  any  controversy  at 
all  upon  it.  It  had  been  caused  by  the 
Home  Secretary  and  the  Members  of 
the  Government  who,  instead  of  con- 
fining that  controversy  to  the  technic  al 
question  raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Queen's  County,  had  endeavoured  to 
give  it  a  wider  scope,  and  to  make  it 
appear  as  if  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
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Lincoln^re  had  desired  to  pass  a  Vote 
of  Ceosure  on  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. The  fault  was  entirely  that 
of  the  Government.  The  Government 
wished  to  propose  in  the  House  two 
Votes  for  purposes  really  distinct. 
They  knew  that  one  would  be  granted 
by  the  House  without  any  difference  of 
opinion  at  all^  and  as  to  which  it  was 
most  important  that  that  unanimity  of 
the  House  of  Commons  should  go  forth 
to  Europe  to-morrow.  The  Uovern- 
ment  knew  that  there  was  another  Vote 
on  which  differences  of  opinion  must 
arise,  and  they  had  deliberately  mixed 
up  these  two,  and  it  was  they  who  were 
to  blame  if  there  was  any  want  of 
unanimity  shown.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Home  Secretary  had  told 
them  to  wait  till  the  matter  was  before 
Committee  of  Supply ;  but  no  one  knew 
better  than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  it  was  impossible  really  to  raise 
the  question  there  except  by  moving 
that  the  Chairman  leave  the  Chair. 
Did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  think 
that  any  Member  on  that  side  of  the 
House  would  take  the  responsibility  of 
moving  the  reduction  of  this  Vote  ?  They 
knew  the  sort  of  speech  which  would  be 
made  by  the  Prime  Minister.  It  was 
only  at  this  time  that  the  proceedings  of 
the  Government  could  be  called  in  ques- 
tion. Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
chosen  to  fly  in  the  face  of  Treasury 
Orders,  of  the  Committee  of  Public  Ac- 
counts, of  the  practice  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  of  all  precedents  that 
had  ever  been  set.  He  thought  that 
with  regard  to  this  Motion  the  Govern- 
ment would  have  been  in  a  better  posi- 
tioa  without  the  speech  of  the  Home 
Secretary.  For  his  own  part,  he  entirely 
disagreed  with  what  had  been  said  by 
the  noble  Marquess  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  as  to  the  joining  of  the 
expenditure  which  had  been  incurred 
with  that  to  be  incurred.  It  appeared 
now  from  the  speech  of  the  Home  Se- 
cretary that  there  was  a  reason  for 
mixing  them  up,  and  it  was  a  serious 
one,  which  the  House  could  not  help 
taking  note  of.  It  appeared  from  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  the  Government  were  still  halting 
between  two  opinions,  and  that  they 
were  in  the  future  intending  to  incur 
expenditure  with  reference  to  the  Sou- 
dan, as  to  which  they  had  not  made  up 
't  minds  whether  it  was  to  be  strictly 
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Soudan  expenditure  or  general  expen- 
diture. He  had  ventured  to  object  two 
months  ago  to  the  expenditure  oi  money 
and  the  slaughter  of  Arabs  without  any 
distinct  policy  being  stated.  His  arga- 
ments  had  then  been  ridiculed  by  the 
Home  Secretaiy  and  other  Members  of 
the  Government;  but  since  then  the 
slaughter  which  he  had  predicted  had 
taken  place.  The  time  had  now  at 
least  come  when  there  should  be  no 
doubt  in  the  minds  of  Her  Majesty*! 
Government.  If  the  Home  8e(n*etai7 
was  really  speaking  the  mind  of  the 
Government  in  this  matter,  and  if  there 
was  any  doubt  or  hesitation  in  their 
minds  as  to  how  the  Vote  was  to  be  spent 
it  was  most  essential  that  they  shoala 
have  a  more  certain  voice  than  that  of 
the  Home  Secretary  before  the  House 
of  Commons  should  be  asked  to  do  that 
which  it  was  perfectly  ready  to  do- 
namely  to  place  in  the  hands  of  Her 
Majesty's  Gt>vernment  ample  funds  for 
the  purpose  of  making  special  prepara- 
tions in  the  present  condition  of  affaira. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary, 
in  challenging  somebody  to  propose  a 
Vote  of  Censure,  reminded  him  of  one 
of  Dickens's  attorneys  who  had  shown  a 
touching  anxiety  to  be  kicked  befon 
witnesses.  He  could  not  but  think  that 
the  provocative  bearing  of  the  Home  8e* 
cretary  was  singularly  inappropriate  in 
what  should  have  been  a  business  dis- 
cussion. It  had  been  pointed  oat  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chat- 
ham (Mr.  Gorst)  that  the  money  asked 
for  in  this  Vote  was  for  a  doable  par- 
pose.  He  failed  entirely  to  understand 
the  reasons  for  the  extraordinary  reti- 
cence on  the  part  of  the  GKrvemment 
and  their  mysterious  references  to  spe- 
cial purposes.  It  appeared  to  him  that 
this  was  the  same  policy  as  that  of  the 
fabled  ostrich ;  it  was  an  elaborate  pre- 
tence of  hiding  what  could  not  b« 
hidden.  The  conduct  of  the  Government 
gave  too  much  reason  for  the  auspicton 
that  they  were  trying  to  evade  inquirr 
into  their  Soudan  policy,  and  it  wouU 
provoke  the  proposal  of  a  Motion  in 
Committee  which  would  plainly  and 
distinctly  set  their  Soudan  expendlturt 
upon  one  side  for  the  special  examina- 
tion of  the  House. 

Sm  STAFFORD  NOBTHCOTE :  I 
wish  to  say  a  few  words  espedaOj  to 
the  Prime  Minister.    It  appears  to 
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-that  the  eense  of  the  House  in  this 
matter  is  all  very  much  in  one  way.  I 
have  heard  a  good  many  speeches  in 
favour  of  the  separation  of  the  Vote, 
and  the  absolute  silence  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers behind  the  Treasury  Bench  shows 
that  they  haye  also  felt  the  force  of  the 
observations  which  have  been  made. 
For  my  own  part,  I  feel  gpreatly  the  force 
of  these  observations ;  and  though  I  do 
not  go  so  far  as  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Hertford  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) 
seems  to  have  done  in  implying  that 
there  is  an  intention  on  their  part  of 
tacking,  yet  the  way  in  which  the  Vote 
18  proposed  is  a  way  in  which  the 
stronger  case  will  carry  the  weaker.  I 
am  unwilling  to  be  put  ia  a  position  in 
which  we  are  not  to  get  a  full  discussion 
of  that  part  of  the  Vote  which  relates  to 
the  Soudan.  There  is  a  practical  una- 
.nimity  with  regard  to  the  special  prepa- 
rations Vote.  We  have  not  the  same 
unanimity  with  regard  to  the  conduct 
and  views  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
with  reference  to  the  Soudan ;  and  be- 
fore that  Vote  is  passed  it  is  probable 
that  the  House  will  desire  to  have  some 
more  definite  and  clear  assurances  of  the 
policy  of  the  Government  with  regard 
to  the  Soudan.  We  have  been  waiting 
until  a  proper  occasion  shall  arise  — 
which  I  suppose  is  to-night — to  learn 
what  the  policy  of  the  Government  is 
with  regard  to  the  Soudan.  Now  we 
are  placed  in  this  difficulty,  that  we  can 
only  hear  the  statement  of  the  Prime 
Minister  immediately  before  we  are 
asked  to  vote  money.  I  wish,  under  the 
circumstances,  to  ask  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  think  it  possible  to 
meet  the  objections  which  have  been 
raised  by  making  a  division  of  the  Vote 
itself,  and  proposing  first  that  part  re- 
lating to  special  preparations  and  after- 
wards that  relating  to  the  Soudan  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  perhaps  allow  me  to 
correct  him  in  the  supposition  that  I 
was  about  to  make  a  lengthened  state- 
ment on  this  subject  while  the  Speaker 
is  in  the  Chair.  My  intention  has  all 
•along  been  to  make  that  statement  in 
Committee.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
appears  to  think  that  he  will  suffer  some 
great  disadvantage  from  a  combination 
of  these  two  services  in  one  Vote ;  and 
he  seems  to  think  that  it  is  in  my  power 
to  relieve  him  from  that  dilemma  by  the 
course  he  suggested,  which  he  apparently 


thought  would  not  necessarily  involve 
any  fundamental  difficulty  in  the  plans 
of  the  Government.  I  can  assure  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  is  in  error 
in  both  those  suppositions.  It  is  com- 
petent for  any  hon.  Member  to  move  a 
reduction  of  the  Vote  of  £4,500,000 
asked  for  the  Soudan,  and  that  will 
distinctly  raise  a  question  on  which  any 
objections  that  maybe  felt  to  the  conduct 
of  the  Government  in  regard  to  the 
Soudan  can  without  prejudice  be  stated. 
I  will  reply  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's appeal  by  appealing  to  him  to 
take  the  opportunity  which  such  a  course 
will  present,  and  so  relieve  himself  of 
the  difficulty  which  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment cannot  relieve  him  from  with- 
out striking  at  the  basis  of  the  policy 
which  we  have  announced.  That  policy 
is  to  hold  the  Forces  in  the  Soudan,  while 
they  remain  in  the  Soudan,  available 
for  service  elsewhere.  In  that  policy 
we  ask  the  House  to  uphold  us.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chathadi 
(Mr.  Gorst)  must  know  that  the  business 
of  concentration  in  the  Soudan  is  a 
serious  military  operation ;  that  the 
withdrawal  of  a  considerable  Force  from 
the  heart  of  the  country  is  a  costly  and 
even  to  some  extent  a  protracted  busi- 
ness ;  and  it  is  totally  impossible  for  the 
Government  to  draw  that  line  and  divide 
the  Vote.  I  shall  state  frankly  to  tho 
Committee,  when  that  stage  is  reached, 
that  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  are  asking 
the  House  to  a  certain  extent  to  vote 
money  with  regard  to  which,  in  cer- 
tain contingencies,  the  Government  will 
have  a  choice.  I  cannot  tell  to  what 
extent  it  may  be  necessary  for  us  to 
apply  the  Vote  in  regard  to  the  Sou- 
dan to  the  purpose  of  special  prepa- 
ration. It  may  or  it  may  not  be  that 
£2,000,000  out  of  the  £4,000,000  will 
be  spent  in  the  Soudan  and  the  rest 
elsewhere.  If  we  had  not  the  liberty  of 
applying  the  £4,500,000  as  we  required 
the  only  course  for  us  would  be  to  con- 
tinue to  ask  £4,500,000  for  the  Soudan, 
because  the  money  might  possibly  be 
spent  there,  and  £12,000,000  for  special 
preparations,  because  the  money  may 
DO  wanted  for  that  purpose.  The  result 
would  be  that  we  should  have  to  ask 
Parliament  to  spend  £2,000,000  more. 
I  do  not,  however,  think  it  desirable  ^o 
ask  Parliament  to  authorize  the  Govern^ 
ment  to  spend  £2,000,000  more  than 
they  are  likely  to  want.    It  would  not 
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lia^e  been  right  to  make  such  a  demand 
and  to  require  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  add  the^e  £2,000,000  to 
Ihe  sum  which  on  Thursday  will  be 
asked  for  in  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means.  That  being  so,  I  think  I  have 
shown  that  while  on  the  other  side  the 
objection  to  the  course  we  propose  is  of 
a  technical  character,  on  ours  it  is  a 
matter  of  substance,  inasmuch  as  it  en- 
ables us  to  apply  money  granted  for  the 
purpose  of  the  Soudan  to  other  objects. 
As  to  the  Soudan  Enterprize,  we  have 
bound  ourselves  not  to  prosecute  offen- 
sive operations  or  to  undertake  an  early 
advance  on  Khartoum  ;  and  our  Forces 
remain  there  only  until  we  can  safely 
bring  them  home  or  make  them  available 
for  employment  elsewhere.  I  cannot 
but  think  that  our  proposal  is  a  reason- 
able one,  and  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman and  his  Friends  will  have  ample 
opportunity  of  raising  the  Soudan  ques- 
tion, by  moving  the  diminution  of  the 
Vote,  and  making  that  Motion  the  means 
of  censuring  Her  Majesty^s  Government 
for  its  conduct  with  regard  to  the 
Soudan. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divWed:^ Ayes  229  ;  Noes 
186 :  Majority  43.— (Div.  list,  No.  129.) 

Main  Question,  ^'That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

SUPPLY-VOTE  OF  CBEDIT. 

Supply — considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

(1.)  £11,000.000,  Naval  and  Military 
Operations.  1885-6  (Vote  of  Credit). 

Me.  GLADSTONE:  Sir  Arthur 
Otway,  I  will,  Sir,  endeavour  to  explain, 
as  clearly  as  I  can,  the  nature  and 
grounds  of  the  Vote  which  we  now  sub- 
mif,  trusting  to  the  indulgence  of  the 
Committee,  because  I  am  conscious — 
I  have,  I  am  eorry  to  say,  for  months 
past,  been  conscious  —  of  an  habitual 
hoarseness,  which  may  make  the  function 
of  listening  very  disagreeable  and  irk- 
some. 

I  trust  that  the  Committee,  at  least  in 
some  degree,  now  understand  that,  if 
there  is  anything  unusual  in  the  nature 
and  character  of  this  Vote,  it  arises,  not 
out  of  a  caprice  of  ours,  still  less  out 
of  an  unmanly  intention  of  avoiding 
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controversial   debate  adverse  to   onr* 
selves,  but  out  of  the  nature  of  the  case. 
We  have  before  us  a  case.  Sir,  for  which 
in  a  material  point  there  is  no  prece- 
dent known  to  me.    AVe  propose  a  Vote 
of  Credit  amountinp:  to  £11,000,000; 
£6,500,000  being  likely  to  be  spent  in 
what  we  term  •*  special  preparations," 
and  being  secured  from  being  spent 
for    any  other    purposes;    £4,500.000 
being  likely  to  be  spent  in  and  in  con- 
nection with  the  Soudan,  but  being  in  a 
degree  that  I  cannot  at  present  define 
capable  of  being  spent  for  another  pur- 
pose— that  is  to  say,  the  same  purpose 
as  our  special  preparations.    And  I  ask 
leave  of  the  Committee  to  repeat  my 
words,  that,  adhering  to  the  policy  we 
have  announced  to  the  House  of  holding 
the  Soudan  Forces  available  for  service 
elsewhere,  I  believe  that  we  have  had 
absolutely  no  option  except  either  to  ask 
the  House  to  vote  money  which  may  be 
wanted  in  the  Soudan,  with  the  power 
to    use    it   for   the    purpose    of    the 
special  preparations,   or  else    to    vote 
twice  over  a  very  large  and  uncertain 
sum  of  money, to  which  course,  I  believe, 
strong  and  just  and  even  insurmount- 
able objection  might  be  taken.     More- 
over I  will  point  out  that,  until  it  is 
shown  that  there  is  some  other  course 
open  to  us,  the  objection  with  regard  to 
the  special  nature  of  this  Vote  entirely 
falls  to  the  ground  and  is  worthless. 

Sir,  the  peculiarity  in  the  case  to 
which  I  refer  is,  of  course,  this :  I  know 
of  no  instance,  either  in  or  beyond  my 
own  recollection,  since  the  financial  sys- 
tem of  this  House  was  well  developed 
— and,  indeed,  it  hardly  had  come  to  be 
thoroughly  developed  when  I  first  be- 
came a  Member  of  this  House  —  in 
which  it  has  been  the  duty  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  propose  to  the  House  at  one 
and  the  same  time  two  very  large  sums 
of  money  for  military  purposes,  one  of 
which,  the  second,  may  run  into  the  first, 
although  the  first  is  not  to  run  into 
the  second.  We  ask  it  upon  this 
ground  :  It  is  essentially  bound  up  with 
the  policy  of  holding  the  large  Force 
now  in  the  Soudan  available  for  trans- 
fer and  for  service  elsewhere.  That 
is  the  justification  of  the  course 
which  I  agree  with  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Cambridge  (Mr.  W. 
Fowler)  should  be  taken  upon  no 
ground  except  that  of  strong  necessity, 
and    of    making  the    best   choice   we 
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c«n  between  riTal  inconTeniences.  I 
certainlj,  for  one,  would  never  have 
dreamed  of  taking  it  on  any  other 
groand,  a  ad  I  beliere  that  I  am 
speaking  for  mj  Colleagues  when  I  so 
Bpeak. 

It  is  thought  by  some  that  we  take 
this  coarse  because  it  evades  a  Vote  of 
Ceasure  upon  us  on  account  of  our  policy 
in  the  Soudan.    It  appears  to  be  as- 
sjmed  that  it  would  have  been  com- 
petent to  Members  of  the  Committee  to 
say,  first  of  all.  that  they  would  give 
us  the  money  for  special  preparations, 
and,  secondly,  give  us  the  money  for  the 
Soudan  Tote,  but  that  in  giving  the 
money  for  the  Soudan  Vote  they  would 
combine  with  it  a  Vote  of  Censure  upon 
the  Oovemment.    Sir,  I  believe  that  it 
would  not  have  been  competent,  either 
in  point  of  form  or  in  point  of  substance, 
lor  the  Committee  to  have  taken  that 
eoum.    I  do  not  think  that  it  is  npon 
record  that  an  attempt  has  ever  been 
made  to  take  such  a  course.    This  the 
Committee  may  do  with  perfect  consis- 
tency— they  may  give  the  money  for  the 
Soudan,  founding  that  Vote  on  the  ne- 
cessity which  has  been  created,  and  they 
may  reserve  to  themselves  the  discretion 
of  censuring  the  Government,  notwith- 
standing that  they  have  voted  the  money. 
Surely  that  doctrine  is  sound,  because, 
otherwise,  why  vote  the  money  for  the 
special  preparations  until  you  are  satis- 
fied th^  in  everything  which  touches 
them  we  deserve  your  approval  ?    I  do 
not  suppose  that  you  are  quite  prepared 
to  affirm,  as  one  Gentleman  has  declared 
to-night,  that  we  and  not  Bus»ia  are 
responsible  for  the  difficulty  in  which  we 
stand.   [An  bon.  Kbmbeb  :  Hear,  hear  !1 
Another  hon.  Gentleman  cheers,  so  that 
there  are  two  persons,  at  any  rate,  who 
will  be  in  the   predicament  of  either 
refusing  money  for  special  preparations 
or  else  of  being  content  to  reserve  to 
themselvea  for  some  future  occasion  the 
power  which  they  undoubtedly  possess, 
and  may  very  legitimately  exercise,  of 
oessurini^  na  for  the  wrong  principles 
upon  which  we  have  proceeded,  or  for 
the  want  of  judgment  with  which  we 
have  endeavoured  to  apply  the  right 
principles. 

There  appears  to  be  a  mistaken  idea 
pervading  the  minds  of  young  Members 
of  this  House,  and,  indeed,  of  some  old 
ooes^  that  the  granting  of  a  Vote  of 
Credit  which  it  is  not  intended  to  refuse 


is  an  usual  occasion  for  bringing  the 
Government  to  trial  upon  matters  to 
which  the  Vote  relates. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
Your  Party  did  it  in  1878. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  am  very  much 
obliged  to  the  noble  Lord.  My  memory 
goes  back  to  1878,  and  it  goes  back 
somewhat  further.  Idonot  bring  forward 
a  proposition  of  this  kind  without  being 
prepared  to  examine  and  to  stand  by  it. 
As  the  noble  Lord  challenges  me  to 
begin  with  that  extraordinary  precedent, 
I  may  say  that  we  had  in  1878  a  Vote 
of  Credit  proposed  to  this  House  which 
is  without  parallel  in  our  history.  We 
fought  that  Vote  of  Credit  upon  prin- 
ciple. We  objected  to  the  most  dan- 
gerous precedent  then  established.  We 
objected  to  the  purpose  which  it  had 
in  view.  I  will  on  this  occasion  save 
hon.  Gentlemen  the  trouble  of  doing 
what  they  are  fond  of  doiog^of  paying 
me  the  compliment  of  quoting  me — and 
I  will  quote  myself.  Someone  said  to- 
night— *'  I  wish  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  read  the  speech  he  made  in 
1878."  It  was  a  most  unkind  wish.  He 
could  not  have  doomed  me  to  a  task 
more  irksome  and  unacceptable;  but, 
anticipating  what  was  likely  to  happen, 
I  was  beforehand  with  the  hon.  Member, 
and  I  do  not  think  there  is  one  word 
which  in  the  same  circumstances  I 
should  not  be  ready  to  repeat.  I  hope 
the  noble  Lord  will,  when  any  former 
speeches  of  his  are  referred  to^  be  always 
in  a  position  to  quote  them  with  as  much 
security.  On  that  occasion  I  ventured 
to  say — 

"  So  far  as  1  know,  there  is  no  case  when  a 
Conference  of  the  Powers  of  Europe  has  been 
called  together  where  those  Powers,  as  a  pre- 
liminary to  its  assembling,  hare  increased,  or 
taken  powers  to  increase  their  naval  and 
military  establishments." — (3  Hansard,  [337] 
949/. 

I  believe  no  novelty  more  astounding 
in  form  and  in  substance  is  to  be  found 
than  the  astonishing  proposal  that,  when 
the  Powers  of  Europe  were  about  peace- 
fully to  meet  for  purposes  of  the  highest 
deliberation,  to  be  conducted  by  pacific 
means,  in  the  common  interest,  and  with 
the  highest  authority  in  the  civilized 
world,  that  peaceful  meeting  was  to  be 
disturbed  by  the  dash  of  arms,  and  that 
one  of  the  Governments  which  are  to  take 
part  in  the  proceedings  of  that  Assembly 
16  to  spend  £6,000,000  in  military  pre- 


851 


Supply —  Vote 


{COMMONS} 


of  Credit, 


852 


parations,  for  the  sake,  forsooth,  of 
strengthening  its  hands. 

Mr.  A8HMEAD-BAETLETT:  What 
about  Alexandria? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  Interruptions  of 
that  kind  are  totally  irrelevant,  and  are 
hardly  compatible  with  the  decencies  of 
this  House.  If  it  be  true  that  on  this 
occasion,  with  respect  to  the  money  we  ask 
for  the  Soudan,  there  is  a  disposition  to 
refuse  it  upon  principle — if  the  case  is 
really  analogous  to  that  of  1878,  when 
our  desire  was  not  to  grant  one  farthing 
of  those  £6,000,000  for  what  we  deemed 
to  be  unlawful  and  evil  purposes — if  that 
parallel  prevail,  by  all  means  let  oppo- 
sition be  made  to  what  we  now  propose 
in  whatever  way  you  may  like  to  make 
it.  But  I  understand,  on  the  contrary, 
that  you  are  prepared  to  vote  the  money, 
and  it  is  on  that  supposition  that  I 
argue.  It  appears  to  be  said  that  we 
ask  for  information.  What  information 
had  we  given  us  ?  I  bold  all  the  infor- 
mation given,  and  it  was  this,  as  I 
summed  it  up  at  the  time — 

"I  have  heard  a  great  deal  said  about  the 
Vote  of  6,000.000  being  intended  to  strengthen 
the  hands  of  the  Goyemment,  to  protect  British 
interests,  and  to  put  us  on  a  footing  with  other 
Powers." 

I  should  like  to  know,  after  receiving  in- 
formation such  as  that,  in  what  point 
were  we  one  jot  the  wiser  ?  We  knew 
nothing  of  what  was  to  be  done.  We 
knew  nothing  of  the  Salisbury-Sohouva- 
loff  Agreement.  We  knew  nothing  of 
secret  Covenants  with  other  Powers,  al- 
though the  Powers  of  Europe  were  at 
the  time  assembled  in  Council.  We 
knew  nothing  of  Anglo-Turkish  Trea- 
ties ;  we  knew  nothing  of  the  occupation 
and  administration  of  Cyprus  in  particu- 
lar, to  be  assumed  in  defiance  of  the 
Treaty  of  Paris  and  the  law  of  Europe. 
All  these  things  were  concealed.  These 
were  the  matters  on  which  we  ought  to 
have  had  information,  and  if  we  had 
had  it  I  am  not  sure  that  even  the  last 
Parliament  would  really  have  voted  the 
£6,000,000.  But,  Sir,  undoubtedly,  if 
that  is  the  sort  of  information  that  you 
want,  we  can  give  it ;  we  want  the  hands 
of  the  Government  strengthened,  we 
want  British  interests  protected,  we 
want  British  honour  guarded.  All  these 
generalities,  which  were  all  that  we  ex- 
tracted from  you  upon  a  former  occa- 
sion, we  are  ready  to  return;  but  we 
<)  not  the  audacity  to  pretend  that, 
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in  paying  you  off  witii  such  coin  as  tbtt, 
we  think  we  are  really  giving  you  p(di- 
tical  information. 

Sir,  the  fact  is  that,  so  far  as  I  am 
aware,  it  has  not  been  the  practioe  of 
this  House  to  choose  Votes  of  Credit  at 
occasions  for  general  discussion  of  the 
matter  to  which  they  refer.    I  will  ap- 
peal in  support  of  what  I  have  said 
to  the  evidence  of  facts.      There  an 
certain  occasions  which  I  wiQ  not  quotti 
because  if  we  were  in  the  middle  of  a 
great  war  like  the  Crimean  War,  and 
after  providing  so  many  millions  lor  the 
Navy  and  so  many  for  the  Army,  mj 
right  hon.  Friend  (the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer)  were  to  demand  a  Vote  of 
Credit  over  and  above,  there  then  coqU 
be  no  occasion  for  discnseioD,  for  the 
policy  of  the  war  must  be  a  thing  no- 
torious to  and  accepted  by  the  House 
and  the  country.    Votes  of  Credit  of 
that  kind  may  be  given  without  discne- 
sion.    I  will  take  another  case  when  it 
was  not  so.  It  was  a  Vote  of  Credit  pio- 
posed  when  I  was  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.     Indeed,   it  was  a  double 
Vote  of  Credit  proposed  in  1860  for  the 
purposes  of  the  China  War.     We  begai 
on  the  16th  of  March  by  x>n>po>uif  a 
Vote  of  £850,000.    The  hour  waa  late, 
and  the  necessity  was  great     Thece  wae 
no  statement,  and  no  debate.     Then 
was  merely  a  protest  made  that  the 
Vote  was  only  allowed  to  pass  oa  ac- 
count of  the  great  urgency  of  time  ia 
connection  with  our  financial  needs.  Oa 
the  19th  the  Vote  was  reported  in  the 
regular  mode,  and  debate  aroee.  Botthe 
debate  which  did  arise  was  entirely  npoa 
military  detail  and  nothing  else;  m 
although  undoubtedly  that  Vote  vae 
upon  a  very  serious  subject  of  policy— 
a  subject  which  required  discussion,  sad 
which  obtained  discussion — it  waa  net 
discussed  on  the  occasion  of  the  Tcta 
In  the  month  of  July  we  had  to  jk> 
pose,     unfortunately,     a     veij    mack 
larger  Vote  for  purposes  connected  witk 
the  same  Expedition.    In  that  moatk 
what  happened  was  this :  We  had  aeaS 
to  China  in  the  interval  certain  o0m 
of  peace.    These  offers  had  failed.    Hili- 
ta^  operations  became  necoaaary,  aai 
we  had  to  ask  for  no  less  than  £3,546,000 
on   the   12th  of  July.       Again  thn* 
was  no  statement  of  policy  in  conDCctiM 
with  it    There  was,  again,  a  militaij 
debate.    Late  in  the  eve&iag  Sir  Joka 
Pakiogton^not  Mr.  Disraeli,  who  d^ 
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manded  no  discussion  upon  it^said  he 
would  like,  at  the  end  of  the  speech,  a 
fuller  explanation  as  to  the  definite 
objects  of  the  war;  and  Lord  John 
Eussell,  in  the  space  of  a  very  few 
minutes,  said  he  thought  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  belonging  to  the  former 
Qovernment,  was  as  much  responsible 
for  the  war  as  the  Government  then  in 
Office,  and  that  the  terms  of  peace  then 
offered  were  quite  reasonable.  So  that 
there  was  no  discussion  on  either  of 
those  occasions — practically  no  discus- 
sion and  no  arraignment  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Bat,  Sir,  it  maybe  said,  and  said  truly, 
that  the  war  was  going  on.  Therefore, 
I  will  quote  a  case  which  will  amply 
make  good  what  I  have  said,  and  when 
no  war  was  going  on.  This  was  the  case 
of  the  Vote  of  Credit  which  it  was 
my  duty  to  propose  when  I  was  Prime 
Minister  in  1870.  It  was  a  Vote  of 
£2,000,000  of  money.  On  the  1st  of 
August  Mr.  Disraeli  raised  a  debate 
on  the  critical  state  of  affairs  on  the 
Continent  of  Europe.  It  was  in  the 
coarse  of  that  debate  that  I  stated  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  ask  for 
a  Vote  of  Credit  without  defining  the 
puiposes  of  the  Vote  further  than  this 
—not  very  much  unlike  the  information 
we  got  in  1 878.    I  said — 

**  We  aro  neutrals  in  the  war.  We  are  on 
terms  of  unequivocal  friendship  with  both  the 
parties,  and  our  object  is  to  maintain  a  dignified 
and  friendly  position.*' 

That,  Sir,  was  the  statement  made  by  me 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  on  the  1st 
of  August.  On  the  2nd  of  August,  no 
war  existing,  we  being  in  no  way  a 
party  to  any  quarrel,  being  in  no  diffi- 
calty  and  in  no  danger — ^though  we  had 
an  object  in  view,  of  which  the  House 
was  aware  like  the  public,  in  a  general 
way — we  asked  the  House,  without  a 
word  of  statement,  for  the  £2,000,000, 
and  without  a  word  of  objection  it 
was  given.  On  the  8th  of  August 
Earl  Granville  produced  a  Treaty  in 
the  House  of  Lords,  and  I  produced  a 
Treaty  in  the  House  of  Commons,  which 
we  had  concluded  with  a  view  to  the 
neutrality  of  Belgium.  Some  discussion 
then  took  place.  Mr.  Disraeli,  in  par- 
ticular, said  that  he  thought  that  the 
proceeding  was  a  g^ood  and  a  manly  pro- 
posal. There  was  a  general  concurrence 
in  the  House,  and  such  short  debate  as 
took  place  was  not  of  a  contentious  cha- 


racter. But  what  I  am  contending  is 
that  that  debate  occurred  a  week  after 
the  Vote  of  Credit.  The  Vote  of  Credit 
had  nothing  to  do  with  it,  and  the  cir- 
cumstances in  which  the  Vote  of  Oedit 
was  proposed  were  again  deemed  to  be 
circumstances  which  made  it  wise  not  to 
choose  that  moment  for  a  general  dis- 
cussion on  the  merits  of  the  question. 

Well,  now.  Sir,  what  is  the  present 
case?  I  am  not  at  all  surprised  that 
Gentlemen  in  this  House  should  say  that 
the  Government  are  censurable  in  their 
determination  to  ask  no  money  in  the 
present  Vote  for  the  prosecution  of  offen- 
sive operations  in  Egjrpt.  I  think  that 
is  a  question  of  a  dignity  and  order 
perfectly  warranting  the  conduct  of  auy- 
one  who  may  think  fit  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  it  at  a  proper 
time ;  and  if  any  Vote  of  Censure  is  to 
be  moved  on  the  Government  for  such  a 
purpose  from  the  proper  source,  and 
with  proper  authority,  it  will  have  from 
us  every  proper  attention  and  accom- 
modation. We  shall  give  every  oppor- 
tunity for  its  being  discussed,  whatever 
its  issue  is  to  be.  But  what  we  wish  to 
do  now  is  simply  to  make  understood 
the  purposes  of  this  Vote,  and  to  give 
the  opportunity  which  it  has  been  the 
custom  of  the  House  to  use,  though  I 
do  not  wish  to  tie  it  down  to  that  custom, 
for  discussing  the  military  provisions 
which  it  is  the  object  of  the  Vote  to 
make.  The  first  thing  we  ask  is  a  Vote 
of  £4,500,000  for  the  Soudan,  as  being 
likely  to  be  spent  in  the  Soudan,  but 
with  the  plain  declaration,  which  is  the 
basis  on  our  part  of  the  whole  of  these 
proceedings,  that,  as  far  as  we  are 
concerned,  and  quite  apart  from  any 
wider  opinions  that  any  of  us  may  en- 
tertain against  the  proceedings  in  the 
Soudan,  we  are  all  determined,  so  far 
as  we  are  concerned,  that  the  Soudan 
shall  not  by  anything  hereafter  to  be 
done  offer  an  impediment  to  the  full 
discharge  of  the  duties  of  the  Empire, 
with  the  whole  purpose  and  the  whole 
power  of  the  Empire,  in  whatever 
quarter  of  the  world  they  may  happen 
to  lie.  For  this  reason,  avowedly  and 
undisguisedly,  we  ask  you  to  give  us 
this  money,  because  the  troops  are  now  in 
the  Soudan.  We  cannot  say  how  much 
of  it  may  be  spent  there,  because  it  is 
possible  that  none  of  it  may  be  spent 
there,  except  in  connection  with  certain 
specified  objects  there  or  for  bringing 
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the  men  home.  We  ask  you  distinctly  to 
give  it  to  us  with  an  unfettered  discre- 
tion to  apply  it  elsewhere  for  higher 
purposes  and  for  higher  duties,  if  ne- 
cessary. I  hope  that  is  intelligible,  and 
I  hope  that  will  not  be  mixed  up  with 
any  question  of  technical  fidelity  to  rules 
for  voting  money  which  on  every  ordi- 
nary occasion  we  are  most  desirous 
strictly  and  rigorously  to  maintain. 

With  regard  to  the  Soudan  portion 
of  this  Yote,  explaining  it  as  I  have 
now  explained  it,  the  state  of  the  case  is 
tliis:  1  have  nothing  of  a  substantial 
character  to  add  to  what  I  stated  on  the 
20th  of  April,  when,  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  and  in  words  agreed  upon 
with  and  by  my  Colleagues,  I  said  that 
we  had  found  it  necessary  to  review  the 
whole  situation  of  the  Empire,  and  that 
we  considered  the  time  to  be  one  at 
which  it  was  necessary  to  hold  its 
entire  resources  well  in  hand  for  use 
and  for  application  wherever  they 
might  be  wanted.  If  the  Committee 
does  not  agree  with  that  proposition, 
let  them  reject  the  proposal  we  now 
make.  If  the  Committee  does  agree 
in  the  proposal,  they  may  canvass, 
they  may  criticize,  they  may  cen- 
sure, they  may  expel  and  eject  the 
present  Government,  if  they  like,  and 
most  welcome  they  will  be;  but  they 
cannot  withhold  from  us  the  money 
which  we  ask.  I  wish  broadly  to  draw 
this  distinction  between  the  granting  of 
the  money  on  a  Vote  of  Credit  which 
we  ask,  and  the  reservation  of  the 
amplest  liberty  on  the  part  of  the  House 
to  discuss  the  merits  of  the  question,  and 
to  visit  upon  the  heads  of  responsible 
and  guilty  Ministers  a  Vote  of  Censure 
or  whatever  penalty  they  may  deserve. 

At  the  same  time,  while  that  is  really 
the  substance  of  the  proposition  that  I 
make  on  the  part  of  the  Government  as 
the  basis  of  this  plan,  the  Committee 
may  naturally  remind  me  that  it  is  not 
the  first  declaration  made  this  year  on 
the  subject  of  the  Soudan.  On  the 
19th  of  February,  when  the  House 
met,  I  made  a  declaration  on  behalf 
of  ray  Colleagues  not  less  formal, 
not  less  binding,  than  that  to  which  I 
have  now  referred.  I  therefore  go  back 
to  the  19th  of  February  and  the  dis- 
cussion of  that  evening,  and  to  the 
'^'^oisions  which  at  that  time  I  announced 
he  House  as  having  been  taken  by 
Cabinet,   and  having  received  the 
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sanction  of  Her  Majesty.  When  on  the 
4  th  of  February  we  heard  of  the  be- 
trayal of  Khartoum,  the  Cabinet  was  of 
course  summoned,  and  it  was  gathered 
together  next  day.  The  desire  of  the 
Cabinet  at  that  time  was  to  endeavour  ts 
prevent  the  spreading  of  the  disturbance 
to  do  everything  that  could  be  done  on 
behalf  of  General  Gordon,  if  he  were 
alive — and  at  that  time  we  had  no  means 
of  judging  whether  he  was  alive  or  not,  or 
even  whether  he  was  continuing  resist- 
ance or  not — and  if  possible,  of  course, 
to  go  forward  at  once  to  the  accomplish- 
ment of  the  purpose  of  Lord  Wolaeley'i 
Expedition.  That  was  our  starting  point. 
As  I  stated  on  the  19th  of  February, 
Lord  Wolseley  pointed  out  to  us  that  we 
must  move  forward  from  that  starting 
point.  There  were,  he  told  us,  two  plans 
of  military  operations,  one  based  on  the 
idea  of  taking  Khartoum,  and  the  other 
based  upon  the  abandonment  of  that 
object.  We  thought.  Sir,  that  we  were 
not  justified,  under  the  circumstances 
of  the  hour,  in  the  abandonment  of 
that  idea ;  and  we  therefore  adopted  the 
plan  pointed  out  by  Lord  Wolsdey, 
which  was  meant  to  reserve  to  ns  a 
full  discretion  upon  the  facts  as  thej 
then  stood  before  us  to  go  forward  to 
Khartoum  at  a  later  period,  presuming 
it  to  be  impracticable  to  effect  its  capture 
immediately,  and  presuming,  of  coarse, 
that  Parliament  should  be  found  dis- 
posed to  sanction  such  a  plan,  and  that 
we  ourselves,  on  further  consideEratiotv 
should  find  reason  still  to  adhere  to  it 
On  that  ground  we  founded  the  sTate- 
ment  that  I  made  on  the  19th  of  Feb- 
ruary, and  retained  to  ourselves  in  foQ 
the  power  to  marching  to  Khartoam* 

I  referred  at  that  time  to  ▼ariou 
circumstances,  and  I  think  that,  npoa 
an  impartial  view,  or  upon  any  intelli- 
gent view,  it  must  be  admitted  that 
many  of  those  circumstances  have  siaet 
that  period  undergone  serious  ebanga 
In  the  first  place,  the  heroic  Qesisnl 
Gordon,  we  know,  has  sealed  his 
with  his  blood.  Of  that  we  had  no 
ledge  whatever  at  the  time  when 
to  the  decisions  of,  I  think,  the  6th  of 
February.  We  saw  at  that  time,  a*  th« 
world  saw,  an  indefinite  but  posaibly  a 
very  great  danger  in  the  effect  thst 
might  be  produced  both  upon  SgTpt  maA 
with  regard  to  the  defence  offcyvt 
and  likewise  in  other  quarters  of  tb* 
East,  by  a  simple  policy  of 
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in    the    face    of    a   triumpbant    Pre- 
tender to  the  dignity  of  a  prophet.    The 
Mahdi  was  then  triumpnant,   and  his 
position  was  a  vpry  grave  factor  in  the 
case  before  us.  That  position  has  greatly 
altered.     In  the  flush  of  his  triumph 
he  attempted  to  move  down  the  river ; 
but  not  many   days  were  required  to 
show  to  him  the  vanity  of  that  ope- 
ration.    He  retired  to  Khartoum.     He 
has  retired  from  Khartoum.     He  is  at- 
tacked in  his  own  seat.     Left  to  them- 
selves and   not   immediately  menaced 
by  us,  a  rival  or  rivals  have  started  up, 
and  the  Mahdi  is  not  the  formidable 
character  that  he  was  in  the  first  week 
of  February.      As   to   the   defence  of 
Egypt,  we  in  no  way  relax  the  obli- 
gations under  which  we  hold  ourselves 
to  stand.      In  my  announcement  last 
Mondav  on  the  part  of  my  Colleagues, 
we  deiiared  that  we  held  to  that  duty, 
as  we  had  held  to  it  before.    As  respects 
the  general  effect  of  the  betrayal  of 
Khartoum  upon  the  East,  what  we  had 
then  to  contemplate  was  that,  if  we  had 
ordered  a  retirement  of  our  Forces — a 
retirement  accompanied  with  general  in- 
action in  the  East — we  should  have  had 
to  compute  the  probable  or   possible 
effect,  not  in  Egypt  only,  but  beyond 
E^vpt— throughout  the  East  and  in  the 
Indian    Empire — of    that     retirement. 
That  was  the  alternative  before  us  then. 
I  could  almost  wish  it  were  the  alterna- 
tive before  us  now ;  but  it  is  not  so ; 
and  the  policy  that  is  necessary  in  the 
exiiting  circumstances,   which  I  shall 
•ay  nothing  to  exaggerate  or  to  worsen 
— the  policy  that  is  before  us  now  is  of 
necessity  a  policy  of  preparatory  action 
in  the  East,  which  puts  wholly  out  of 
view  any  apprehensions  that  either  a 
timorous  or  a  prudent  man  might  have 
entertained  in  the  first  week  of  February, 
in  connection  with  the  possible  moral 
effects  of  the  betrayal  of  Khartoum,  and 
the  apparent  triumph  of  the  Mahdi. 

There  were  other  smaller,  or  rather, 
narrower  considerations,  although  very 
far  indeed  from  being  unimportant.  I 
mentioned  to  the  House  at  that  time  that 
there  were  several  topics  which  we  were 
unwilling  summarily  to  brush  aside ; 
thoui^h  we  did  not  bind  ourselves  to  do 
anything  beyond  what  might  be  found 
reasonable  and  practicable  in  regard  to 
them.  One  of  them,  though  I  did  not 
give  it  a  very  prominent  place,  was 
the  question  whether  the  possession  of 


Khartoum  would  enable  us  to  impose 
a  serious  check  upon  the  prosecution  of 
the  Slave  Trade.    I  may  say  that  an 
examination  does  not  at  all  tend  to  show 
that  the  possession  of  Khartoum  would 
have  any  vital  or  any  very  appreciable 
influence  on  that  evil  traffic.    A  very  im- 
portant consideration,  both  at  that  mo- 
ment and  throughout  the  whole  of  last 
year,  was  this — to  whom  did  General 
Gordon  hold  himself  bound  in  honour 
at  Khartoum?      General  Gordon   was 
under  the  belief,  and  that  belief  we 
derived  from  bis  telegrams,  sporadic  as 
they  unfortunately  were  from  the  neces- 
sity of  the  case,  that  a  large  portion  of 
the  population  of  Khartoum  were  deeply 
bound  up  with  him  in  interest  and  feel- 
ing, and  that  their  fate  was  dependent 
upon  his.     But  the   evidence  positive 
and  negative  before  us — what  we  have, 
heard  and  what  we    have  not  heard, 
connected  with  the  betrayal  of  Khartoum 
—does  not,  so  far  as  it  goes,  support  that 
belief  of  General  Gordon.    What  is  quite 
plain  is  this— that  with  his  heroic  cha- 
racter and    his   extraordinary  gifts  he 
exercised  a  power  of  fascination  upon 
a  few  of  the  natives  and  soldiers  who 
were  in  personal  contact  with  him,  and 
there  is  some  reason  to  suppose  that  he 
mistook  that  for  a  general  attachment 
of  the  soldiers,  and  even  for  something 
more.    We  have  no  resison  to  suppose 
that  any  considerable  body  ever  attached 
themselves  to  him,  and  we  have  not  in- 
deed sufficient  reason  to  suppose  that 
the  general  population  of  Khartoum — 
though  I  have  no  doubt  some  of  the 
immediate  adherents  suffered  in  their 
lives  or  fortunes — suffered  by  what  has 
taken  place.    There  was,  further,  a  con- 
sideration with  respect  to  the  establish- 
ment of  a  Government  at  Khartoum ;  but 
there,  again,  we  are  not  at  present  en- 
titled to  assert,  of  our  own  knowledge  or 
conviction,  that  the  Government  of  Khar- 
toum is  at  this  moment  worse  than  it  was 
four  or  five  years  ago.    As  regards  the 
Egyptian  garrisons,  one  or  two  of  tho 
smaller  garrisons  have  quite  recently 
been  relieved,  and  the  principal  garri- 
sons hold  their  ground.    We  are  not 
able  to  say  what  is  their  exact  condition, 
what  are  the  motives  of  their  present 
conduct.    We  are  not  able  to  say  that 
it  is  not  in  their  power,  if  they  cease  to 
represent  Egyptian  supremacy  in  the 
Soudan,  to  leave  the  country.     That  is  a 
question  on  which  we  can  give  no  positive 
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(pinion.  We  never  have  admitted  that 
we  were  bound  to  use  the  forces  and  sacri- 
fice the  blood  and  the  treasure  of  England 
in  the  heart  of  the  Soudan  for  the  relief 
of  those  garrisons,  whom  we  did  not  send 
there,  and  with  whose  despatch  we  had 
no  concern  whatever.  Though  we  should 
have  been  very  glad,  had  it  been  in  our 
power,  to  assist  them  in  removal,  it 
would  have  been  a  piece  of  guilt  and 
folly  were  we  to  have  made  that  a  capital 
object  of  our  policy,  and  to  expend 
British  life  and  treasure  in  relieving 
them.  This  is  only  a  reference  to  changes 
or  modifications  of  circumstances,  but  I 
shall  say  no  more  on  the  Soudan.  I  go 
back  upon  my  main  proposition. 

That  proposition  is  that  it  is  a  para- 
mount duty  incumbent  upon  us  to  hold 
our  Forces  in  the  Soudan  available  for 
service  wherever  the  call  of  duty  and 
honour  may  summon  them  in  the  ser- 
vice  of  the  British  Empire.  I  have 
hdard  with  great  satisfaction  the  assur- 
ance of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  that 
they  are  disposed  to  forward  in  every 
way  the  grant  of  funds  to  us,  to  be 
used,  as  we  best  think,  for  the  main- 
tenance of  what  I  have,  upon  former 
occasions,  described  as  a  '' National  and 
Imperial  policy. ' '  Certainly,  an  adequate 
sense  of  our  obligations  to  our  Indian 
Empire  has  never  yet  been  claimed  by 
any  Party  in  this  country  as  its  exclusive 
inheritance.  In  my  opinion,  he  would 
be  guilty  of  a  moral  ofifence  and  gross 
political  folly  who  should  endeavour  to 
claim,  on  behalf  of  his  own  Party, 
any  superiority  in  that  respect  over 
those  to  whom  he  is  habitually  opposed. 
It  is  an  Imperial  policy  in  which  we 
are  engaged. 

With  respect  to  this  Vote,  I  have,  in- 
deed, heard  comments  upon  the  smallness 
of  the  Vote.  But  it  is  the  largest  Yote 
of  Credit  that  has  been  asked,  as  far 
as  I  know,  within  the  last  70  years, 
unless  it  were  in  the  time  of  the  Crimean 
War.  What  I  wish  to  observe  is  this, 
that  the  Yote  is  a  little  larger  than  it 
looks,  because  while  it  is  stated  at 
£6,500,000,  in  the  first  place,  it  is  con- 
temporaneous with  a  large  increase  of 
charge  in  the  annual  Estimates  for  the 
Army  and  Navy,  dealt  with  by  the  House 
in  the  course  of  its  regular  duty.  In  the 
second  place,  possibly,  and  more  or  less 
probably,  it  contemplates  receiving  a 
considerable  addition  from  the  other 
branch  of  this  Yote  of  £4,500,000  which 
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we  have  put  down  as  likely  to  be 
spent  in  the  Soudan ;  and  thirdly,  tnd 
more  important  than  either  of  those 
two  items,  which  I  do  not  hold  to  be 
trivifid,  it  must  be  borne  in  miud  that 
this  case  is  primarily  an  Indian  case 
of  military  preparation.  Those  who 
want  to  know  wo  at  is  the  total  amount 
of  effort  now  going  forward,  and  th« 
total  amount  of  the  charge  likely  to  be 
entailed  by  the  present  preparations 
upon  the  subjects  of  Her  Majesty, 
would  require  to  know,  which  we  cer- 
tainly do  not  yet  know,  what  will  be 
the  cost  of  the  vigorous  and  effective 
measures  which,  as  we  hope  and  believe, 
are  being  taken  in  India,  to  enable  the 
Government  of  that  country  to  meet  iti 
share  of  the  present  obligations. 

A  demand  for  information  is  alwaji 
a  plausible  demand,  often  a  reasoo* 
able  demand,  never  a  demand  to  be 
treated  with  anything  but  respect.  Let 
us  consider  what  is  the  present  poeition, 
and  what  is  the  mode  and  conduct  oi 
the  part  of  the  Government  adapted  to 
that  position.  It  is  not  a  case  of  war. 
There  is  no  war  before  us,  actually,  or  I 
may  even  say,  perhaps,  proximatelj— 
although  I  am  slow  to  deaf  with  epithets 
that  are,  of  course,  liable  to  some  latitude 
of  interpretation.  I  am  not  called  opoa 
to  define,  and  I  should  find  much  dm- 
culty  in  defining,  inasmuch  as  it  doe* 
not  depend  upon  any  choice  of  mine  or 
my  Colleagues,  the  degree  of  danger 
that  may  be  before  us.  We  labour,  ve 
have  laboured,  and  we  shall  contiiiae 
to  labour,  for  an  honourable  settlemeat 
by  pacific  means.  One  thing  I  vill 
venture  to  say  with  regard  to  that  ttd 
contingency  of  an  outbreak  of  war,  or  a 
rupture  of  relations  between  two  great 
Powers  like  Bussia  and  England— oa^ 
thin^  I  will  say  with  great  atrength  of 
conviction,  and  great  eameatne^  m  bj 
endeavour  to  impress  it  upon  the  Ooo- 
mittee.  It  is  this :  We  will  strive  to 
conduct  ourselves  to  the  end  of  tkn 
diplomatic  controversy  in  such  a  way 
as  that,  if,  unhappily,  it  is  to  end  it 
violence  or  rupture,  we  may  at  letit  be 
able  to  challenge  the  verdict  of  dviliff^ 
mankind,  upon  a  review  of  the  oont- 
spondence,  upon  a  review  of  the  dt^ 
mands  made  and  refusals  giwen,  to  «7 
whether  we  have,  or  whether  we  han 
not,  done  all  that  men  ooold  ^  bj 
every  just  and  honourable  effort  to  {prf- 
Tent  the  plunging  of  two  soch  ooa]itiii»> 
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with  all  the  millions  that  own  their  sway, 
into  bloodshed  and  strife,  of  which  it 
miffht  be  difficult  to  foresee  the  close. 

In  my  opinion,  the  question  before 
the  Committee  at  this  moment — not  the 
final  question — but  the  question  at  this 
moment  is  a  simple,  I  might  say  even 
a  narrow  question,  though  in  itself  a 
great  and  important  question.    What 
we  present  to  you  is  a  case  for  prepara- 
tion.   Is  there,  or  is  there  not^  a  case 
for  preparation  ?    Look  at  the  facts  be- 
fore you.    Try  them  by  that  test  and  by 
no  other.    Do  not  let  us  urge  our  own 
foregone  conclusions  about  tbe  miscon- 
duct of  Hussia  or  anyone  else ;  do  not 
let  us  enter  into  the  judicial  part  of  the 
case — only  into  that  part  of  it  which  is 
prudential.      Upon  that  aspect  of  the 
case,  and  upon  that  alone,  asking  for  no 
credit  as  to  the  future  and  no  acquittal 
as  to  the  past,  we  say  it  is  a  case  for 
preparation.      All   the    facts  that  are 
within  your  knowledge  are  enough  to 
make  it  your  bounden  duty  so  to  prepare. 
Therefore,  Sir,  if  I  am  asked  for  mwe 
information,  my  answer  is  this — it  is 
impossible  for  us  to  give  you  full  infor- 
mation.   We  could  not,  at  this  moment, 
open  up  the  Correspondence  that  has 
Men  going  on.    We  could  not  lay  be- 
fore you  me  unsifted  intelligence,  still 
less  the  rumours  that  have  reached  us. 
We  oould  not  enable  you  by  any  possi- 
bility, to  judge  of  a  question  that  has 
not  yet  reached  a  state  of  maturity  for 
jadgment.  The  evidence  is  not  complete. 
The  development  is  simply  going  for- 
ward.   Do  not  let  us  too  sanguinely 
ooont  on  a  favourable  issue.    At  the 
same  time,  do  not  let  us  despair  that 
season  and  justice  may,  on  both  sides, 
prevail  over  narrower  and    more  un- 
worthy feelings.    We  cannot  give  all 
tiie  information  we  possess.    If  we  did 
give  it,  it  would  not  place  you  in  a  posi- 
tion for  conclusive  judgment.    Were  we 
to  give  part,  we  should  infallibly  mis- 
lead you;  and,  therefore,  we  stand  sim- 
ply upon  what  is  patent  and  notorious, 
and  say  that,  on  those  patent  and  no- 
torious facts,  with  which  the  whole  world 
is  acquainted  as  well  as  we  are,  there 
is  a  case,  and  abundant  case,  for  pre- 
paration. 

Now,  Sir,  in  order  to  show  that  I  do 
not  speak  wholly  without  book,  shall  I, 
in  a  very  few  moments  before  I  sit  down, 
sketch  rudely  and  slightly  an  outline 
of  &sse  patent   and  notorious  facts? 


The  starting-point  of  our  movement  in 
this  case  is  our  obligation  oi  honour 
to  the  Ameer  of  Afghanistan.  He  stands 
between  us  and  any  other  consideration 
of  policy  or  of  danger.  Our  obliga- 
tions to  him  are  not  absolute.  We  are 
not  obliged — God  forbid  that  we  should 
ever  be  obliged— to  defend  him,  or  to 
defend  anybody  else,  were  he  misled  into 
a  course  of  tyranny,  against  the  just  re- 
sentment of  his  subjects.  We  are  not 
bound,  contrary  to  our  just  duty,  to 
sustain  him,  even  in  a  course  of  folly. 
We  are  bound  by  no  such  obligation; 
but  we  have  a  contingent  obligation  to 
give  him  our  aid  and  support;  and  I 
think  everyone  who  hears  me  will  say 
that  that  obligation  should  be  fulfilled 
in  no  stinted  manner,  if  it  really  be  a 
living  obligation,  contingent  only  upon 
this  one  condition,  that  his  conduct  is 
such  as  we  can  honestly  approve.  That 
is  the  present  condition  of  affairs  in 
connection  with  the  Ameer  of  Afghan- 
istan. 

I  have  stated  distinctly  to  the  House 
that  there  have  been  full  communica- 
tions between  him  and  the    Viceroy, 
and  that  the  language  which  he  holds, 
and  the  principles  which  he  announces, 
are  those  which  absolutely  entitle  him 
to    call  upon   us,  in   concert    and   in 
council  with  him,  acting  for  him  and 
as  far  as  we  can  acting  with  him,  to 
protect  him  in  the  possession  of  his 
just  rights.    Well,  Sir,  in  this  view  a 
plan  wa!b  framed  for  the  delimitation  of 
the  Frontier  between  himself  and  what 
was  until    yesterday  Turcoman   terri- 
tory, but  has   now  become  by  a  rapid 
process  Eussian  territory.     I  am  not 
about  to  enter  into  any  invidious  com- 
ment.   We  have  made,  under  the  force 
of  circumstances,  very  rapid  progress 
ourselves   in    various  quarters  of   the 
world,  and  the  idea  which,  beyond  all, 
I  desire  to  carry  along  with  me  in  every 
step  of  this  painful  and  anxious  pro- 
cess, is  a  determination  to  make  every 
allowance  and  every  concession  to  those 
with   whom  we  are  dealing  that    we 
should  claim,  and  that  we  should  expect 
for  ourselves.      Therefore  I    only  say 
this  territory  has  rapidly  become  Hus- 
sian,  and  Russia,  as  the  head  of  this 
Turcoman  country,  is  now  in  immediate 
contact  with  Afghanistan.    A  plan  was 
framed  for  the  delimitation  of  tbe  Fron- 
tier.    That  plan  has,  unhappily,  been 
intercepted    in  the    sense  that  it  has 
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not  yet  taken  effect;  in  action.  The 
question  of  the  delays  in  the  progress  of 
that  plan  is  a  question  that  may  have 
to  be  carefully  examined  hereafter.  I 
am  not  about  to  examine  these  delays 
now.  I  am  not  about  to  make  them  in 
any  way  a  matter  of  charge,  but  I  must 
point  out  the  injurious  effect  that  they 
have  had  in  practice;  for  they  led 
to  advances — to  military  advances  upon 
debated  ground,  that  were  obviously,  and 
on  the  face  of  them,  and  in  a  high  de- 
gree dangerous — dangerous  to  peace, 
dangerous  to  goodwill,  dangerous  to  the 
future  settlement  of  the  question. 

Aware  of  those  dangers,  we  set  our- 
selves to  work  to  bring  about  an  agree- 
ment with  the  Government  of  Bussia, 
by  which  we  hoped  they  might  in  a 
great  degree  have  been  neutralized. 
That  agreement  was  concluded  on  the 
16th  of  March,  although  it  has  passed 
by  the  date  of  the  17th  of  March, 
inasmuch  as,  I  think,  that  was  the 
day  on  which  it  was  telegraphed  by 
Sir  Eonald  Thomson  to  Sir  Peter 
Lumsden.  The  Committee  will  per- 
haps recollect  the  substance  of  that 
agreement,  and  my  announcement  of  it 
in  this  House.  It  made  a  deep  impres- 
sion on  my  mind.  The  agreement  con- 
sisted of  a  covenant  and  of  a  reserva- 
tion. The  covenant  was  that  the  Hus- 
Bian  troops  should  not  advance  nor 
attack  provided  the  Afghan  troops  did 
not  advance  nor  attack.  That  was  the 
covenant.  There  followed  the  reservation, 
and  the  reservation  was,  '*  unless  in  the 
case  of  some  extraordinary  accident, 
such  as  a  disturbance  in  Penjdeh."  I 
well  recollect  the  feeling  which  the  read- 
ing of  that  reservation  created  in  the 
House.  The  same  feeling  had  beeu 
created  in  our  own  minds  before  we 
announced  it  in  the  House.  It  was  ob- 
vious that  we  were  just  as  much  en- 
titled to  insert  reservations  on  our  side. 
I  only  now  refer  to  this  matter  in 
order  to  exhibit,  as  well  as  I  can  with- 
out injustice,  the  spirit  in  which  we 
have  endeavoured  to  proceed — a  spirit 
of  liberal  construction  and  interpre- 
tation wherever  we  thought  we  could 
apply  it  without  sacriBce  of  honour  or 
duty.  I  think  it  will  be  admitted  that 
exception  might  have  been  taken  to  that 
reservation  as  covering  God  knows  how 
many  and  what  contingencies,  had  we 
been  disposed  to  examine  it  in  a  spirit 
of  cavilling  or  of  criticism.    But  we  de* 
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termined,  to  give  credit  for  its  hav. 
ing  been  conceived — yes.  we  thought 
it  our  duty  and  we  acted  upon  that 
duty — to  take  it  as  conceived  in  honour 
and  good  faith.  We  so  construed  it,  and 
I  do  not  repent  having  so  construed  it 
I  do  not  say  that  the  construction  is 
shown  to  have  been  wrong,  but,  come 
what  may,  I  shall  not  repent  having  put 
that  construction  upon  it.  However,  it 
was  so  taken,  and  I  am  bound  to  say 
that,  although  I  think  the  House  was 
somewhat  startled  by  the  reservation,  it 
was  generally,  and  I  believe  wiselj, 
accepted  by  the  House  as  a  binding 
covenant.  Sir,  it  was  a  very  solemii 
covenant.  It  was  a  covenant  involving 
great  issues.  There  were  thousands  of 
men  on  the  one  side  and  on  the  other 
— on  the  one  side  standing  for  what  they 
thought  their  country,  on  the  other  side 
standing  for  what  they  thought  likeviae 
their  patriotic  duty,  standing  in  the  face 
of  one  another  without  a  definite  course 
to  contend  for,  but  placed  in  a  position  of 
dangerous  contiguity,  and  with  the  peril 
of  bloody  collision.  This  engagemeot 
came  in  to  stand  between  the  liv- 
ing and  the  dead,  to  stand  between 
the  danger  and  the  people  who  weie 
exposed  to  it,  and  we  hoped  and  ve 
believed  that  it  would  be  reoognized  tt 
one  of  the  most  sacred  covenants  evsr 
made  between  two  great  nations  with 
the  strictest  fidelity,  and  that  if,  im* 
happily,  a  deviation  occurred  tberf 
would  be  a  generous  rivalry  between 
the  two  Powers  to  search  it  oat  to  tke 
bottom,  and  to  exhibit  to  the  world  hoir 
that  deviation  had  come  about,  and  who 
was  the  person,  or  who  were  the  ptr- 
sons  on  whom  lay  the  responsibiliiy* 
All  this.  Sir,  remains  in  suspense. 

What  has  happened  ?  A  bloody  en- 
gagement on  the  30th  of  March  foUowfd 
the  covenant  of  the  16th.  I  shall  over- 
state nothing.  At  least  I  shall  not  pur* 
posely  overstate  anything.  I  hope  I 
shall  not  inadvertently  overstate  any* 
thing.  All  I  shall  say  is  this — that  that 
woeful  engagement  on  the  30th  of  Maick 
distinctly  shuwed  that  one  party,  or  bt^ 
had,  either  through  ill-wiil  or  thniog^ 
unfortunate  mishap,  failed  to  fultil  tM 
conditions  of  the  engagement.  We  con- 
sidered it,  to  be,  and  we  still  consider  it 
to  be,  the  duty  of  both  countries,  and, 
above  ail,  I  will  say  required  fur  tb« 
honour  of  both  countries,  to  exsnoio 
how  and  by  whose  fault  this  oakBtty 
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came  about.    I  will  have  no  foregone 
conclusion.    I  will  not  anticipate  that 
we  are  in  the  right.    Although  I  feel 
perfect  confidence  in  the  honour  and  in- 
telligence of  our  officers,  I  will  not  now 
assume  that  they  may  not  have  been 
misled.    I  will  prepare  myself  for  the 
issue ;  and  I  will  abide  by  it,  as  far  as 
I  can,  in  a  spirit  of  impartiality.    But 
what  I  say  is  this — that  those  who  have 
caused    such  an  engagement    to  fail, 
ought  to  become  known  to  their  own 
Qovemment,  and  to  the  other  contracting 
GK>Temment.   I  will  not  say  that  we  are 
even  now  in  possession  of  all  the  facts  of 
the  case.     But  we  are  in  possession  of 
many ;  and  we  are  in  possession  of  facts 
which  create  in  our  minds  impressions 
unfavourable  to  the  conduct  of  some  of 
those  who  form  the  other  party  in  these 
negotiations.    However,  I  will  not  wil- 
fully deviate  from  the  strictest  principles 
of  justice  in  anticipating  anything  as  to 
the  ultimate  issue  of  that  fair  inquiry 
which  we  are  desirous  of  prosecuting, 
and  are  endeavouring  to  prosecute.   The 
cause  of  that  deplorable  collision  may 
be  uncertain.     What  is  certain  is  that 
the  attack  was  a  Bussian  attack.  Whose 
was  the  provocation  is  a  matter  of  the 
utmost  consequence.      We  only  know 
that  the  attack  was  a  Eussian  attack. 
We  know  that  the  Afghans  suffered  in 
life,  in  spirit,  and  in  repute.     We  know 
that  a  blow  was  struck  at  the  credit  and 
the  authority  of  a  Sovereign — our  ally — 
our  protected  ally — who  had  committed 
no  offence.    All  I  now  say  is,  we  cannot 
in  that  state  of  things  close  this  book 
and  say — "  We  will  look  into  it  no  more." 
We  must  do  our  best  to  have  right  done 
in  the  matter. 

Under  these  circumstances,  I  again 
say,  there  is  a  case  for  preparation; 
and  I  hope  that  the  House  will  feel 
with  me,  after  what  I  have  said  about 
the  necessity  we  are  imder  of  holding 
Soudanese  funds  available  for  service 
elsewhere.  I  trust  that  they  will  not 
press  upon  us  a  demand  for  time, 
which  can  have  no  other  effect  than 
that  of  propagating,  here  and  else- 
where, a  belief  that  there  is  some  inde- 
cision in  the  mind  of  Parliament ;  where- 
as I  believe  that  with  one  heart  and  one 
soul,  and  one  purpose  only,  while  re< 
serving  absolute  Hberty  to  judge  the 
conduct  of  the  Government,  and  to  visit 
them  with  its  consequences,  they  will  go 
forward  to  meet  the  demands  of  justice 
and  the  calls  of  honour,  and  will,  sub- 

VOU  OOXOVn.    [raxBD  sBioBs.] 


ject  only  to  justice  and  to  honour,  labour 
for  the  purposes  of  peace.* 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES. 

Class  II. — Salaries  and  Expekses  op 

Civil  Depaetments. 

(2.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro* 
posed, 

''  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £37,643,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  31st  day  of  March  1886,  for  the  Salaries 
and  Expenses  of  the  Offices  of  the  House  of 
Lords." 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  said 
that,  before  discussing  this  Yote  for  the 
House  of  Lords,  he  would  like  to  ask 
the  Government  for  some  explanation  of 
a  proceeding  which  appeared  to  him  to 
be  most  extraordinary.  They  had  put 
down  on  the  Paper  Classes  I.  and  II.  of 
the  Civil  Service  Estimates,  and  in  the 
ordinary  course  the  Committee  would 
have  been  invited  to  consider  the  remain- 
ing Votes  in  Class  I.  before  proceeding 
with  any  Vote  in  Class  II.  They  were 
now  very  suddenly  informed  that  the 
Government  had  postponed  one  Class  of 
the  Votes,  and  they  were  at  once  asked 
to  plunge  into  Class  II.  of  the  Estimates 
when  they  had  had  no  intimation  what- 
ever that  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
Treasury  to  bring  that  Class  under  the 
consideration  of  the  Committee.  Before 
this  Vote  for  the  House  of  Lords  was 
disposed  of  he  wished  to  ask  the  Finan- 
cial Secretary  to  the  Treasury  what  was 
the  explanation  of  that  proceeding,  and 
why  Class  II.  was  to  be  considered  in 
the  first  instance  before  the  remaining 
Votes  in  Class  I.  were  taken  ? 

Mr.  HIBBEET  said,  he  had  intended 
to  give  an  explanation  of  the  reason  why 
this  Vote  was  taken  out  of  its  order. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  there  were  only  two 
Votes  left  in  Class  I.  One  of  them, 
which  related  to  the  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment, had  been  postponed,  owing  to  the 
fact  that  the  Committee  appointed  to 
consider  the  question  of  the  restoration 
of  the  outside  of  Westminster  Hall  was 
still  sitting,  and  therefore  it  was  im- 
possible to  take  that  Vote;  and  with 
regard  to  the  second,  he  had  been  asked 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr. 
Sexton)  on  Thursday  night  to  postpone 

*  Note. — See  subsequent  remarl^s  on  April 
30th— page  1127. 
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it  for  the  present.  It  was  a  Vote  which, 
amongst  other  things,  had  reference  to 
harhours,  and  there  was  also  an  inti- 
mation  that  it  was  not  desirable  to 
dipcuss  it  until  the  Eeport  upon  Arklow 
Harbour  was  in  the  hands  of  hon. 
Members.  lie  made  that  explanation 
in  ordf  r  to  justify  the  course  which  had 
been  taken.  It  had  been  his  intention 
to  proceed  with  the  Votes  in  their  re- 
giilnr  order.  He  was  still  in  the  hands 
of  the  Committee,  and  if  thej  dpsired  to 
(TO  forward  with  the  Vote  in  which  the 
hurbours  were  concerned,  he  was  quite 

grnpared  to  take  it.  He  had  thought, 
owever,  that  iu  postponing  it  for  the 
present  he  was  simply  compl>ing  with 
the  wishes  of  the  Irish  Members,  and 
tlierefore  it  could  not  be  said  that  any- 
body had  been  taken  bv  surprise. 

Mn.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
recollected  the  circumstance  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  referred.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  ceitainly  been  invited  to  con- 
eider  whether  it  was  not  desirable  to 
fostpone  the  Vote  for  Public  Works  in 
reland.  The  suggestion,  in  point  of 
fait,  emanated  from  himself,  and  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  said  he  would 
consider  the  suggestion ;  but  he  had 
never  for  a  moment  thought  of  suggest- 
ing that  all  the  other  Votes  in  Class  I. 
should  be  postponed. 

Mr.  HIBBERT  paid,  there  was  only 
one  other  Vote,  and  that  was  for  the 
Houses  of  Parliament. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said, 
that  in  regard  to  the  Yote  now  under 
discussion,  he  would  ask  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  ezplaiu  the  circumstances  in  which 
the  Fee  Fund  of  the  House  of  Lords 
now  found  itst'lf  placed.  He  believed 
that  the  Fee  Fund  was,  to  a  certain 
extent,  called  upon  to  defray  certain 
salaries  and  pensions,  and  he  imagined 
that  the  peusions,  at  any  rate,  which 
were  so  drawn  from  the  Fee  Fund,  were 
perfectly  within  the  cognizance  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  He  wished  to 
know  what  was  the  amount  of  the  Fee 
Fund,  and  what  was  the  amount  of  the 
pensions  paid  out  of  it,  which  pensions 
were  indirectly  supplemented  by  some- 
thing from  this  Voie  ? 

Mb.  HIBBERT  said,  the  pensions 
now  amounted  to  a  sum  of  £2,783  per 
annum,  which  was  much  smaller  in  com- 
parison with  previous  years. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked 
what  was  the  amount  of  the  Fund  ? 

Mr.  mhhert 


Mr.  HIBBERT  said,  the  amount  re« 
ceived  during  last  year  in  fees  was 
£32,470,  of  which  nearly  £30,000  was 
paid  into  the  Exchequer.  The  pensions 
were  calculated  upon  the  salaries,  and  ho 
believed  the  House  of  Commons  had  no 
power  of  reducing  them. 

Mr.  CALLAN  desired  to  have  somo 
explanation  of  the  reason  why  the 
Librarian  of  the  House  of  Ix>rd3  had  a 
salary  of  £810  a-year,  and  also  an  otR- 
cial  residence.  Upon  the  average,  the 
House  of  Lords  generally  roso  about 
7  o'clock  in  the  evening.  Do  thought 
that  was  rather  a  high  averag<>,  because 
that  House  frequently  mse  as  early  as 
5  o'clock.  The  House  of  Commons  gene- 
rally sat  until  2  or  3  o'clock  in  the  morn- 
ing; and  while  the  Librarian  of  tho 
House  of  Lords  had  an  official  residence, 
which  included  light,  coal,  and  freedom 
from  all  taxes,  the  Librarian  of  tho 
House  of  Commons,  who  was  up  until 
2  or  3  o'clock  in  the  morning,  had  no 
ofE(ial  residence  at  all.  He  wishml, 
further,  to  know  upon  what  princi|ile 
official  residences  in  the  Houses  of  Par- 
liament were  granted  ?  He  had  intended 
some  time  ago  to  move,  and  he  would 
do  so  shortly,  for  a  Return  showing  what 
the  official  residences  were,  and  the 
authority  under  which  they  were  granted. 
It  seemed  to  him  that,  although  the 
House  of  Commons  had  not  been  in 
existence  for  much  more  than  30  years, 
it  had  already  become  an  official  rabbit 
warren,  overridden  by  persons  who  came 
there  and  occupied  official  residences 
without  any  authority  at  all.  He  could 
not  understand  why  the  Librarian  of  tho 
House  of  Lords  should  have  a  residence 
supplied  to  him,  while  the  Members  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  who  were  en- 
gaged in  the  discharge  of  their  duties 
until  all  hours  of  the  morning,  had 
scarcely  a  place  in  which  to  lock  up 
their  papers.  It  was  certainly  unde- 
sirable to  give  up  those  enormous  build- 
ings to  residences  for  officers  who  wero 
in  receipt  of  large  salaries.  He  did  not 
suppose  there  was  in  the  British  Empiro 
an  official  who  was  paid  for  the  duties 
he  had  to  perform  a  hi^rher  salary  than 
the  Librarian  of  the  House  of  Lords. 
He  would  invite  hon.  Members  to  go 
into  the  Libraiy  of  the  House  of  Lords 
and  compare  it  with  that  of  the  House 
of  Commons.  They  would  find  that 
very  few  of  the  books  were  ever  removed 
from  the  ehelves-*  complete   lassitude 
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prerailed  from  one  end  of  tbe  building 
to  the  other — and  yet  the  officer  in  charge 
of  the  Library  had  an  official  residence 
to  protect  him  from  tbe  night  air  in 
case  ho  might  otherwise  have  been  re- 
quired to  go  homo  at  a  late  hour.  In 
order  to  secure  an  explanation,  and  have 
a  clear  understanding  why  this  official 
residence  was  provided,  he  would  move 
to  reduce  the  salary  of  tbe  Lihrarian  of 
the  House  of  Lords  from  £810  to  £500. 
The  item  would  be  found  at  page  ^3, 
sub-section  6. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Does  the  hon. 
Member  propns^e  to  reduce  the  Yote  by 
tbe  sum  of  £310? 

Mb.  CALLAN:  Yes. 

■ 

Motion  made,  and  Qtiestion  proposed, 

"That  the  Item  of  £810.  for  the  Salary  of 
the  Librarian  of  the  House  of  Lords,  be  reduced 
by  the  sum  of  £310.*'— (Jfr.  CallaH.) 

Mb.  HIBBERT  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber  was  quite  right  in  asserting  that  it 
was  an  anomaly  that,  while  the  Librarian 
of  thQ  House  of  Lords  had  an  official 
residence  provided  for  him,  the  Librarian 
of  the  House  of  Commons  had  none ;  and 
he  fully  admitted  that  the  Librarian  of 
the  House  of  Commons  was  much  more 
entitled  to  an  official  residence  than  the 
Librarian  of  the  House  of  Lords.  But, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  this  residence  was 
entirely  out  of  the  control  and  manage- 
ment of  the  House  of  Commons.  The 
House  of  Commons  had  no  power  what- 
ever over  the  arrangements  of  the  House 
of  Lords  in  connection  with  their  own 
officials.  They  could  only  control  the 
salaries;  but  they  had  no  power  over 
tbe  allotment  of  the  residences.  A  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Lords  managed 
the  whole  of  the  arrangements  for  the 
rooms  required  by  that  House,  and  the 
House  of  Commons  had  no  cuutnd  over 
them.  He  should  be  very  glad  if  it 
were  possible  to  propose  a  residence  f  jr 
the  Librarian  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons; but  that  was  another  matter. 
He  hoped  the  hon.  Member  would  not 
press  this  reduction,  because  the  Cjm* 
miitee  had  really  no  power  over  the 
salary  or  the  residence. 

Mb.  CALLAN  asked  who  had  the 
allocation  of  the  reftidenc  es  ia  the  Houses 
of  Parliament?  He  put  that  querition 
quite  irrespective  of  this  particular  case. 
Ue  wanted  to  know  who  had  the  right 
to  grant  those  residences,  and  be  would 
go  to  a  division  for  the  purpose  of  test- 


ing what  the  feeling  of  the  Committee 
was  in  regard  to  the  matter.  Members 
of  Parliniiient  had  no  convenience  whht- 
ever.  They  sat  on  a  narrow  hit  of  a 
bench  about  14  or  15  inches  in  breadtb, 
and  about  two  feet  high,  and  all  they 
had  in  the  shape  of  accummodation  was 
a  small  box  in  a  Lobby  outside;  whereas 
he  found  that  nearly  every  official  had 
a  residence  provided  for  him. 

The  CHAIEMAN :  The  observations 
of  the  hon.  Member  do  not  apply  to  this 
Yote,  which  is  for  the  House  of  Lords. 
The  Committee  will  come  to  the  Uouso 
of  Commons  Vote  preseutly. 

Ma.  CALLAN  said,  he  wanted  to 
know  whether  the  official  residences 
were  under  the  control  of  the  Chief  Com- 
missioner of  Works,  and  why  the  Houses 
of  Parliament  had  been  allowed  to  be- 
come an  absolutely  official  rabbit  war- 
ren ?  The  House  of  Lords  rose  suffi- 
ciently early  to  permit  of  its  Librarian 
spending  the  rest  of  the  evening  at  a 
theatre  or  a  music  hall ;  and  why  should 
he  be  provided  with  an  official  residence 
while  the  Librarian  of  tb.e  House  of 
Commons,  who  was  in  attendance  all 
night  long,  had  none?  He  took  it  that 
the  value  of  the  residence  in  this  case 
would  be  about  £310  a  year,  and,  there- 
fore, he  proposed  to  reduce  the  Vote  by 
that  sum.  The  Houses  of  Parliament 
belonged  to  the  nation,  and  this  was  a 
matter  of  great  interest.  UnleES  he  re- 
ceived a  satisfactory  reply  he  should 
divide  the  Committee  upon  the  Vote. 

Me.  HIBBERT  said,  he  could  only 
exjilain,  as  he  had  already  done,  thnt 
the  House  of  Commons  had  no  power 
over  the  official  residences,  or  the  alloca- 
tion of  them  in  the  House  of  Lords.  It 
was  a  matter  entirely  under  the  manage- 
ment and  control  of  the  House  of  Lords 
itself;  aud  he  believed  that  the  Lord 
Chamberlain  made  the  necessary  ar- 
rangements in  connection  with  the  allo- 
cation of  rooms.  He  would  remind  tho 
Committee  that  when  the  House  of  Com- 
mons required  rooms  fur  tlie  Grand 
Committees  last  year  they  had  consider- 
able difficulty  in  obtaining  them,  and 
only  succeeded  in  doing  sj  after  neg  >tia- 
tions  between  the  Fust  Commissioner 
of  Works  and  the  House  of  Lords.  In 
regard  to  the  Librarian  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  the  provision  of  a  residence 
for  that  officer  would  rest  with  the 
Speaker ;  and  he  would  confer  with  the 
Speaker  in  order  to  see  whether  any 

2  F  2 


86: 


Supply — Civil 


{ COMMONS }  Service  Estimatei. 


861 


it  for  the  present.  It  was  a  Vote  which, 
amoTig-t  other  things,  had  reference  to 
harliours,  and  there  was  also  an  inti- 
mation that  it  was  not  desirable  to 
discuss  it  untl  the  Report  upon  Avklow 
Harbour  was  in  the  hands  of  hon. 
Members.  lie  made  that  explanation 
in  ord<T  to  justify  the  course  which  had 
been  taken.  It  had  been  his  intention 
to  proceed  with  the  Votes  in  their  re- 
giilnr  order.  He  was  still  in  the  hands 
of  the  Committee,  and  if  they  desired  to 
JTO  forward  with  the  Vote  in  which  the 
harbours  were  concerned,  lie  was  quite 

grnpared  to  take  it.  He  had  thought, 
owever,  that  iu  postponing  it  for  the 
present  he  was  simply  complying  with 
the  wishes  of  the  Irish  Members,  and 
tlierefore  it  could  not  be  said  that  any- 
body had  been  taken  bv  surprise. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
recollected  the  circumstance  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  referred.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  ceitainly  been  invited  to  con- 
sider whether  it  was  not  desirable  to 
postpone  the  Vote  for  Public  Works  in 
Ireland.  The  suggestion,  in  point  of 
fatt,  emanated  from  himself,  and  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  said  he  would 
conf'ider  the  suggestion ;  but  he  had 
never  for  a  moment  thought  of  suggest- 
ing that  all  the  other  Votes  in  Class  I. 
should  be  postponed. 

Mr.  HIBBERT  Faid,  there  was  only 
one  other  Vote,  and  that  was  for  the 
Houses  of  Parliament. 

Mr,  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said, 
that  in  regard  to  the  Vote  now  under 
discussion,  he  would  ask  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  explain  the  circumstances  in  which 
the  Fee  Fund  of  the  House  of  Lords 
now  found  itself  placed.  He  believed 
that  the  Fee  Fund  was,  to  a  certain 
extent,  called  upon  to  defray  certain 
salaries  and  pensions,  and  he  imagined 
that  the  peusionp,  at  any  rate,  which 
were  so  drawn  from  the  Fee  Fund,  were 
perfectly  within  the  cognizance  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  He  wished  to 
know  what  was  the  amount  of  the  Fee 
Fund,  and  what  was  the  amount  of  the 
pensions  paid  out  of  it,  which  pensions 
were  indirectly  supplemented  by  some- 
thing from  this  Vote  ? 

Mb.  HIBBERT  said,  the  pensions 
now  amounted  to  a  sum  of  £2,783  per 
anuum,  which  was  much  smaller  in  com- 
parison with  previous  years. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked 
what  was  the  amount  of  the  Fund  ? 

ifr.  MibheH 


Mr.  HIBBERT  said,  the  amount  re- 
ceived  during  last  year  in  fees  wai 
£32,470,  of  which  nearly  £30.000  was 
paid  into  the  Exchequer.  The  pensions 
were  calculated  upon  the  salaries,  and  ho 
believed  the  House  of  Commons  had  no 
power  of  reducing  them. 

Mb.  C ALLAN  desired  to  have  sorao 
explanation  of  the  reason  why  tlie 
Librarian  of  the  House  of  Ix>rds  had  a 
salary  of  £810  a-year,  and  also  an  o(R- 
cial  residence.  Upon  the  average,  the 
House  of  Lords  generally  rose  about 
7  o'clock  in  the  evening.  He  thought 
that  was  rather  a  high  averag«>,  because 
that  House  frequently  rose  ai  early  as 
5  o'clock.  The  House  of  Commons  gene* 
rallv  6at  until  2  or  3  oMock  in  the  mom- 
ing ;  and  while  the  Librarian  of  tbo 
House  of  Lords  had  an  official  residence, 
which  included  light,  coal,  and  freedom 
from  all  taxes,  the  Librarian  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  who  was  up  until 
2  or  3  o'clock  in  the  morning,  had  no 
ofE(ial  residence  at  alL  He  wished, 
further,  to  know  upon  what  principle 
official  residences  in  the  Hou^tes  of  Par* 
liament  were  granted  ?  He  had  intended 
some  time  ago  to  move,  and  he  would 
do  so  shortly,  for  a  Return  showing  what 
the  official  residences  were,  and  the 
authority  under  which  they  were  granted. 
It  seemed  to  him  that,  although  the 
House  of  Commons  had  not  been  in 
existence  for  much  more  than  SO  years, 
it  had  already  become  an  official  rabbit 
warren,  overridden  by  persons  who  ca*Ba 
there  and  occupied  official  reaideneet 
without  any  authority  at  alL  He  oonld 
not  understand  why  the  Librarian  of  the 
House  of  Lords  should  have  a  re^idenee 
supplied  to  him,  while  the  Members  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  who  woto  en- 
gaged in  the  discharge  of  their  dotift 
until  all  hours  of  the  morning,  W 
scarcely  a  place  in  which  to  Ijtk  np 
their  papers.  It  was  certainly  uodt- 
sirable  to  give  up  those  enormous  bu'dd- 
iogs  to  residences  for  officers  who  were 
in  receipt  of  large  salaries.  He  did  not 
suppose  there  was  in  the  British  Empiio 
an  official  who  was  paid  for  the  dutt«« 
he  had  to  peiiorm  a  hifrher  salary  than 
the  Librarian  of  the  House  of  L>rdi^ 
He  would  invite  hon.  Meoibers  to  (O 
into  the  Libraiy  of  the  House  of  l4>rdi 
and  compare  it  with  that  of  the  Ho«« 
of  Commons.  They  would  find  tkat 
very  few  of  the  books  were  e?«r 
from  the  shelvea -incomplete 
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prevailed  from  one  end  of  tbe  building 
to  ihe  other — and  yet  the  officer  in  charge 
of  the  Librarj^  had  an  official  residence 
to  protect  him  from  the  night  air  in 
case  he  might  otherwise  have  been  re- 
quired to  go  home  at  a  late  hour.  In 
order  to  secure  an  explanation,  and  have 
a  dear  understanding  why  this  official 
residence  was  provided,  he  would  move 
to  reduce  the  salary  of  the  Lihrarian  of 
the  House  of  Lords  from  £810  to  £500. 
The  item  would  be  found  at  page  ^3, 
sub-section  6. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Does  the  hon. 
Member  propose  to  reduce  the  Vote  by 
the  sum  of  £310? 

Mb.  CALLAN:  Yes. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  the  Item  of  £810.  for  the  Salary  of 
the  Libmrian  of  the  House  of  Lords,  be  reduced 
by  the  sum  of  £310.**— (Jfr.  CuIIuh,) 

Ma.  HIBBERT  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber  was  quite  right  in  asserting  that  it 
was  an  anomaly  ttiat.  while  the  Librarian 
of  the  House  of  Lords  had  an  official 
residence  provided  for  him,  the  Librarian 
of  the  House  of  Commons  had  none ;  and 
he  fully  admitted  that  the  Librarian  of 
the  House  of  Commons  was  much  more 
entitled  to  an  official  residence  than  the 
Librarian  of  the  House  of  Lords.    But, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  this  residence  was 
entirely  out  of  the  control  and  manage- 
ment of  the  House  of  Commons.    The 
House  of  Commons  had  no  power  what- 
ever over  the  arrangements  of  the  House 
of  Lords  in  connection  with  their  own 
offlciala.     They  could  only  control   the 
salaries;   but  they  had  no  power  over 
the  allotment  of  the  residences.    A  Com  - 
mittee  of  the  House  of  Lords  managed 
the  whole  of  the  arrangements  for  the 
rooms  required  by  that  House,  and  the 
House  of  Commons  had  no  control  over 
Ihem.     He  should  be  very  glad  if   it 
were  possible  to  propose  a  residence  f  jr 
the   librarian  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons ;    but    that  was  another  matter. 
He  hoped  the  hon.  Member  would  not 
press  this  reduction,  because  the  C^m- 
miitee   had  really  no  power  over  the 
salary  or  the  residence. 

U&.  CALL  AN  asked  who  had  the 
avocation  of  the  reftident  es  in  the  Houses 
of  Parliament?  He  put  that  question 
quite  irrespective  of  this  particular  case. 
Ue  wanted  to  know  who  had  the  right 
to  grant  those  residences,  and  he  would 
go  to  a  diTiftiea  lor  the  purpose  of  test- 


ing what  the  feeling  of  the  Committee 
was  in  regard  to  the  matter,  ^[embers 
of  Parliatnent  had  no  convenience  what- 
ever. They  sat  on  a  narrow  bit  of  a 
bench  about  14  or  15  inches  in  b'•eadt^, 
and  about  two  feet  high,  and  all  they 
had  in  the  shape  of  accommodation  was 
a  small  box  in  a  Lobby  out-iide;  whereas 
he  found  that  nearly  every  official  had 
a  residence  provided  for  him. 

The  CHAIEMAN :  The  observations 
of  the  hon.  Member  do  not  apply  to  this 
Vote,  which  is  for  the  House  of  Lords. 
The  Committee  will  come  to  the  House 
of  Commons  Vote  presently. 

Mr.  call  an  said,  he  wanted  to 
know  whether  the  official  residences 
were  under  the  control  of  the  Chief  Com- 
missioner of  Works,  and  whytheHou'=es 
of  Parliament  had  been  allowed  to  be- 
come an  absolutely  offit  ial  rabbit  war- 
ren ?  The  House  of  Lords  rose  suffi- 
ciently early  to  permit  of  its  Librarian 
spending  the  rest  of  the  evening  at  a 
theatre  or  a  music  hall ;  and  why  should 
he  be  provided  with  an  official  residence 
while  the  Librarian  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  who  was  in  attendance  all 
night  long,  had  none?  He  took  it  that 
the  value  of  the  re^^idence  in  this  case 
would  be  about  £310  a  year,  and,  there- 
fore, he  proposed  to  reduce  the  Vote  by 
that  sum.  The  Houses  of  Parliament 
belonged  to  the  nation,  and  this  was  a 
matter  of  great  interest.  Unlees  he  re- 
ceived a  satisfactory  reply  he  should 
divide  the  Committee  upon  the  Vote. 

Mr.  HIBBERT  said,  he  could  only 
exjilain,  as  he  had  already  done,  th»t 
the  House  of  Commons  had  no  power 
over  the  official  residences,  or  the  alloca- 
tion of  them  in  the  House  of  Lords.  It 
was  a  matter  entirely  under  the  manage- 
ment and  control  of  tho  House  of  Lords 
itself;  and  he  believed  that  the  Lord 
Chamberlain  made  the  necessary  ar- 
rangements in  connection  with  the  allo- 
cation of  rooms.  He  would  remind  tho 
Committee  that  when  the  House  of  Com- 
mons required  rooms  for  tlie  Grand 
Committees  last  year  they  had  consider- 
able difficulty  in  obtaining  them,  and 
only  succeeded  in  doing  sj  after  neg  itia- 
tions  between  the  Fust  Coinmissiioner 
of  Works  and  the  House  of  Lords.  In 
regard  to  the  Librarian  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  the  provision  of  a  residence 
for  that  officer  would  rest  with  the 
Speaker ;  and  he  would  confer  with  the 
Speaker  in  order  to  see  whether  any 
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arrangement  for  rooms  could  be  effected. 
He  was  afraid  that  the  great  difficulty  in 
regard  to  official  residences  in  the  House 
of  Commons  would  be  to  find  suitable 
rooms.  He  would,  however,  be  glad  to 
bring  the  matter  before  the  Speaker  in 
any  way  that  would  conveniently  raise  the 
question.  If  the  hon.  Member  wished  to 
have  a  Hetum  of  the  number  of  persons 
who  had  official  residences  in  the  Houses 
of  Parliament,  he  thought  it  was  a  pro- 
per subject  upon  which  information 
should  be  given,  but  beyond  that  he 
could  not  go. 

Mb.  CALLAN  said,  that  the  explana- 
tion was  quite  satisfactory  except  in  the 
most  essential  point.  He  wanted  to 
know  by  what  statute  or  authority  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  or  the  Lord  Chamber- 
lain, or  any  other  official  presumed  to 
allocate  chambers  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
which  belonged  to  the  nation,  to  the  oe- 
eupation  of  any  individual  ?  The  build- 
ings and  fittings  were  the  property  of  the 
nation,  and  in  Committee  of  Supply  the 
House  of  Commons  voted  the  salaries  of 
all  the  officials. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  it  appeared  to  him 
that  the  question  raised  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Louth  (Mr.  Callan)  was  an 
important  one.  At  the  present  moment 
there  was  a  Bill  before  the  House  for 
reducing  the  judicial  expenditure  in 
Lreland,  and  yet  in  this  case  they  had 
a  number  of  useless  officials  who  got 
annually  nearly  £50,000,  for  which  the 
country  received  no  value.  He  thought 
it  was  quite  time  the  House  of  Commons 
commenced  a  systematic  attack  upon  the 
officials  of  the  House  of  Lords.  He 
would  suggest  that  Inspector  Denning 
should  be  sent  over  to  clear  out  the 
whole  lot,  and  let  them  provide  a  place 
of  their  own,  or  meet,  if  they  chose,  in 
the  Westminster  Palace  Hotel.  He 
thought  they  ought  in  that  House  to 
attack  systematically  anything  connected 
with  the  House  of  Lords ;  and  he  thought 
the  hon.  Member  for  Louth  (Mr.  Callan) 
was  perfectly  justified  in  asking  ques- 
tions, and  in  moving  the  reduction  of 
the  Vote.  He  was  somewhat  surprised 
to  find  the  empty  state  of  the  Benches 
opposite.  If  that  class  of  persons  who 
were  described  as  *<  Eobust  Radicals  " 
would  really  devote  some  attention  to 
the  discharge  of  their  Parliamentary 
duties  when  these  Estimates  came  on 
something  effective  might  be  done ;  but 
he  was  sorry  to  say  that  the  *'  Bobust 
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Badicals  "  were  at  that  moment  solely 
represented  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Salford  (Mr.  Arthur  Arnold).     It  did 
appear  to  him  (Mr.  Healy)  extremely 
cool  that  the  House  of  Lords  should 
draw  a  sum  of  nearly  £50,000  a-year, 
for  which  the  country  did  not  get  \i.  of 
value,  while  the  Treasury  should  display 
such  great  anxiety  to  cut  down  the  little 
salaries  that  were  paid  in  Ireland.  The 
salaries  put  dowli  in  the  Estimates  were 
exceedingly  large.     There  was  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  whose    official    salary  was 
stated  at  £4,000  a-year ;  the  Black  Bod, 
who  was  put  down  at  £2,000  ;  the  Yeo- 
man Usher  of  the  Black  Bod,  who  was 
in  receipt  of   £1,000  a-year;   and  the 
principal  door-keepers,  who   were  put 
down  as  receiving  £600  a-year.    Those 
were  all  gentlemen  who  were  not  re- 
quired to  meet  until  about  5  o'clock  in 
the  afternoon,  and  whose  duties  were 
generally  over  about  6,  after  one  hoar's 
work  a- day,  which  they  had  to  perform 
for  less  than  six  months  in  the  year. 
The  fact  was  that  those  officials  did  not  do 
200  hours  work  in  the  whole  12  months; 
and  yet  a  country,  which  was  supposed  to 
be  distinguished  for  its  common  sense, 
went  on  paying  those  salaries  year  after 
year  without  protest  or  objection.  There 
was  one  item  put  down  under  the  head 
of  this  Yote  as  to  which  he  should  like 
to  ask  a  question.    He  referred  to  an 
item  of  £350  which  was  charged  for 
**  Witnesses     attending     Committees." 
What  was  the  meaning  of  that  charge 
for  the  expense  of  witnesses  attending 
Committees  of  the  House  of  Lords  ?  He 
would  remind  the  Committee  that  the 
House  of  Commons  had  sent  a  Bill  to 
that  Chamber  last  Christmas,  and  thej 
had  never  heard  anything  of  the  mea- 
sure since.    The  House  of  Lords  read 
the  Bill  a  second  time,  and  then  choked 
it  by  referring  it  to  a  Select  Committee^ 
and  it  would  appear  that  they  had  in- 
curred an  expense  of  £350  in  trying  to 
find  out  what  the  people    of   LreLind 
thought  of  the  Bill ;  but  what  had  be- 
come of  the  measure  since  then  nobody 
seemed  to  know.     He  maintained  that 
the  House  of  Commons  was  entitled  to 
known  under  what  dreumatanees  th# 
expenditure  of  £350,  to  which  he  had 
drawn  attention,  had  been  incurred.   la 
his  opinion,  the  time  had  come  whea 
some  attack  in  force  ought  to  be  made 
on  those  items  of  excessive  ezpenditw*- 
Here  was  ft  charge  of  £200  for  the  8e* 
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cretary  to  the  Lord  Great  Chamberlain, 
and  all  the  other  items  were  in  propor- 
tion. Beally  something  ought  to  be  done 
in  the  way  of  making  a  vigorous  protest 
against  those  ridiculous  charges. 

The  CHAIEMAN  pointed  out  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  could  give 
effect  to  his  views  in  regard  to  this  Vote 
when  the  question  under  discussion  was 
disposed  of.  At  the  present  moment 
the  matter  under  consideration  was  a 
special  item  in  the  Vote  relating  to  the 
salary  of  the  Librarian  of  the  House  of 
Lords,  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Louth 
(Mr.  CaJlan)  had  moved  the  reduction 
of  the  Vote  by  £310.  The  discussion 
ought,  therefore,  to  be  confined  to  that 
proposal. 

Mk.  HEALY  wished  to  call  attention 
to  the  fact  that  a  question  had  been 
asked  with  reference  to  this  Yote,  to 
which  no  answer  had  been  returned. 
The  question  was,  under  what  authority, 
statutable  or  otherwise,  a  certain  room 
iiad  been  appropriated  to  the  use  of  a 
certain  official  ?  The  suggestion  of  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  appeared  to 
be  that  it  was  by  the  authority  of  the 
X/ord  Chamberlain. 

Mb.  HIBBERT  said,  he  had  intimated 
that  it  was  under  an  arrangement  made 
by  a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords. 

Mr.  HEALT  said,  the  answer  just 
g^ven  carried  them  no  further  than  they 
had  got  before.  He  should  like  to  know 
vrho  had  given  the  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Lords  that  power?  Surely 
the  House  of  Commons,  which  had  com- 
mand of  the  National  purse,  was  the 
Body  that  ought  to  be  consulted  in  re- 
ference to  those  matters,  and  he  thought 
that  that  House  ought  to  assert  itself 
in  the  face  of  the  Upper  House.  The 
House  of  Lords  had  shown  no  hesitation 
in  encroaching  on  the  privileges  of  the 
Commons  by  throwing  out  Bills  which 
tlie  House  of  Commons  had  passed, 
especially  Bills  relating  to  Ireland, 
whenever  they  were  sent  into  the  Upper 
Chamber ;  and  the  House  of  Lords  ought 
to  be  made  to  feel  that  in  regard  to  those 
matters  of  money  expenditure  the  House 
of  Commons  had  the  power  of  control, 
and  that  there  was  some  other  power 
over  the  Palace  of  Westminster  than 
that  of  a  Select  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Lords,  headed  by  the  Lord  Chamber- 
Lain.  That  Committee  had  no  right  to 
give  away  rooms  that  belonged  to  the 
country  at  large;  and  seeing  that  the 


officials  of  the  House  of  Lords  were  a 
great  deal  better  treated  in  every  way 
than  those  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
who  were  an  exceedingly  hard-working 
body  of  men,  whose  time  was  taken  up 
from  4  o'clock  in  the  afternoon  very 
often  until  4  o'clock  in  the  morning,  it 
was  time  that  some  satisfactory  explana- 
tion was  given  of  this  Vote. 

Mb.  HIBBEET  said,  he  had  already 
given  the  explanation  asked  for.  He 
might,  however,  state  that  at  the  time 
the  Houses  of  Parliament  were  built  a 
division  was  made  of  the  amount  of 
space  available  as  between  the  two 
Houses,  a  certain  amount  being  allotted 
to  the  House  of  Commons,  and  a  certain 
amount  to  the  House  of  Lords. 

Mb.  PAENELL  asked  whether  that 
division  was  made  under  an  Act  of 
Parliament  ? 

Mb.  HIBBEET  said,  he  could  not  say 
that  it  was  made  under  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment; but  it  was  made  under  an  arrange- 
ment that  was  come  to  at  the  time. 
Moreover,  it  should  be  remembered  that 
(several  years  ago  a  further  arrangement 
was  made,  under  which  the  House  of 
Commons  had  obtained  the  use  of  one 
or  two  additional  rooms  which  used 
to  be  occupied  by  the  House  of  Lords. 
The  House  of  Commons  had,  however, 
no  power  over  the  allocation  of  the  rooms 
used  by  the  House  of  Lords,  nor  had 
they  any  power  over  the  regulation  of 
the  salaries  of  the  officials  of  that  House. 
Therefore,  whatever  opinions  might  be 
entertained  with  regard  to  the  different 
accommodation  afforded  to  the  Libra- 
rians of  the  two  Houses,  the  matter  was 
one  with  regard  to  which  the  House  of 
Commons  had  no  power.  They  had, 
however,  power,  through  the  Speaker, 
of  communicating  with  the  Office  of 
"Works,  and  endeavouring  to  obtain  ac- 
commodation for  the  Librarian  of  the 
House  of  Commons  if  the  House  should 
think  it  desirable  to  take  that  course. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  had  generally 
found  that  on  occasions  of  this  kind  the 
Treasury  were  willing  to  say  that  when 
the  salary  of  a  certain  officer  fell  in,  as,  for 
instance,  in  case  of  death,  they  would 
give  their  attention  to  the  matter.  Li  a 
case  of  this  kind,  where  the  House  might 
be  extremely  anxious  to  appropriate 
the  residence  allocated  by  the  House  of 
Lords  as  the  residence  of  the  Librarian 
of  the  House  of  Commons — an  officer 
who  was  constantly  kept  at  his  post 
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until  the  lonjj^  honrs  of  the  morning — he 
wished  to  put  it  to  the  Government  whe- 
ther they  would  not  come  to  the  concla- 
sion  t'laf,  whenever  the  circumstanced 
should  arise  that  woukl  render  that  resi- 
dence vacant,  they  would  lake  the  ne- 
cessary tteps  to  ensure  its  heinp^  given 
to  that  officer  who  had  by  far  the  most 
occasion  for  it  ? 

Mr.  HIBBERT  said,  he  could  not 
make  the  promiFO  asked  for;  but,  as  he 
liad  already  intimated,  he  should  be 
glad  to  biing  the  matter  prominently 
under  the  attention  of  the  Speaker,  and 
he  should  feel  as  much  grati6ed  as  any- 
one to  fee  the  Librarian  properly  housed 
in  that  bnildinp:. 

Mn.  CALL  AN  said,  he  was  glad  to 
see  that  attention  had  been  drawn  to 
the  injustice  done  to  the  Librarian  of 
the  House  of  Commons ;  but  he  desired 
to  6tate  that  in  moving  the  reduction  of 
the  Yote  on  t)ie  grounds  he  had  stated 
he  had  acted  without  communication 
with  that  officer  in  any  sense  or  form, 
and,  in  fact,  had  carefully  avoided  men- 
tioning the  matter  to  him.  Still,  he  felt 
that  an  injustice  was  done  to  the  Libra- 
rian of  the  House,  and  he  should  be 
gidd  to  see  the  injustice  remedied.  He 
had  brought  the  question  forward  on 
another  ground  —  namely,  because  he 
considered  that  there  had  been  an  as- 
sumption of  right  without  any  legal 
authority  whatever.  He  asked,  who 
really  was  the  authority  having  charge 
of  the  Houses  of  Lords  and  Commons? 
Was  it  not  the  Fiist  Commissioner  of 
"Works?  If  not,  who  was  the  official 
who  was  responsible  for  the  charge  of 
the  two  Houses;  or  was  there  any  re- 
sponsible authority  at  aU? 

Mr.  HIBBERT  replied  that  the  Lord 
Great  Chamberlain  was  responsible  for 
the  House  of  Lords,  and  the  Speaker  for 
the  Honse  of  Commons. 

^fn.  CALL  AN  a^ked  under  what 
statutable  authority,  if  any,  such  juris- 
diction was  veMed  in  the  two  officers 
named  in  regard  to  the  Houses  of  Lords 
and  Commous  ?  It  seemed  to  him  that 
the  authority  exercised  proceeded  on 
the  title  of  internal  assumption.  He 
had  looked  into  the  matter — he  would 
not  say  very  carefully — but  he  had  re- 
cently spent  half-an-hour  in  lookmg  at 
Acts  of  Parliament  extending  over  the 
la(>t  20  or  30  years,,  in  order  to  find  out 
whether  there  was  any  statutable  autho- 
rity under  which  the  Lord  Chancellor,  or  I 
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the  Lord  Chamberlain,  or  the  Speaker  of 
the  House  of  Commons  presumed  to  aU 
locate  the  different  parts  of  that  buildirig 
to  the  detriment  of  the  Members  of  the 
House  of  Commons — for  it  was  to  their 
detriment  if  it  precluded  them  from  the 
use  of  rooms  which  might  otherwise  be 
at  their  disposal — and  he  had  altogether 
failed  to  find  any  such  authority.  They 
must  remember  the  discussion  that  had 
taken  place  about  the  allocation  of  rooms 
for  the  telegraph  and  post  offices,  when 
it  was  made  to  appear  that  the  juriedio- 
tion  was  under  some  antiquated  autho- 
rity, the  origin  of  which  was  anything 
but  clear.  Under  the  circumstances,  he 
must  press  his  Motion  to  a  division; 
though  he  would  not  take  that  course  it 
the  hon.  Member  for  Leeds  (Mr.  Herbert 
Gladstone),  or  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury, would  furnish  the  Committee  iiith 
any  definite  information  as  to  the  statot- 
ahle  authority  under  which  the  Lord 
Chaacellor  or  the  Lord  Chamberiam 
presumed  to  exercise  authority  in  re- 
gard to  the  allocation  of  private  reii- 
dences  within  that  building.  If  that 
information  were  not  furninlied,  then, 
as  a  protest  against  this  allocation  of 
private  residences  to  offi<*ial8  ulii  bad 
no  right  to  them,  he  should  go  to  a  divi- 
sion on  the  Motion  he  had  submitted. 

Mb.  PAENELL  said,  he  always  liked 
to  go  back  to  the  be$?inningin  di>ciis8taf 
que>tion8  of  this  kind;  and  as  a  vny 
interesting  point  had  been  raised  by  ibft 
subject  brought  under  the  consideraiifla 
of  the  Committee  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Ix>uth  (Mr.  Callan),  he  should  like  to  ask 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  tkt 
Treasury  how  it  was  that  there  aeeggd 
to  be  so  little  control  in  regard  to  tki 
distribution  of  space  in  the  Honse  d 
Lords?  How  came  it  that  there  was 
so  little  control  over  that  distribn^iva 
on  the  part  of  the  House  of  Cbs- 
mons?  He  should  like  1o  hear  fms 
the  hon.  Gentleman  in  what  wiit  tW 
title  to  the  land  upon  which  the  Hoc« 
of  Lords  stood  was  vested,  and  in  vte 
body  ?  Was  it  vested  in  the  Hosw  cf 
Lords  itself,  or  was  it  vested  ixt 
Committee  appointed  by  that  Body. 
in  some  official  appointed  by  the  Hi 
of  Lords,  or  in  the  Houses  of  Pvii^ 
ment  generally  ?  He  should  also  Ekt 
to  know,  g^ing  a  littlu  farther  thui  iya 
if  the  land  were  not  veeted  hj  t^ 
whether  it  was  vested  by  p] 
right ;  and,  moreover,  he  would 
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hon.  Gentleman  a  question  as  to  the 
buildings  themftplves.  He  supposed  the 
Houses  of  Parliament  were  orif^inally 
l»uiit  under  tbe  authority  of  a  Vote  of 
the  House  of  Commons.  He  had  no 
doubt  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  was  acquainted  with  the 
history  of  those  matters,  and  that  he 
would  be  able,  consequently,  to  en- 
lighten his  (Mr.  Parneirs)  icrnorance. 
He  assumed  that  those  buildings,  which 
wore  modem,  were  originally  built  out 
of  money  provided  by  a  Vote  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  that  they  were 
in  all  probability  erected  under  the  di- 
rection of  a  Gt>yemmental  Department 
of  the  State.  If  he  were  right  in  that 
assumption  he  should  wish,  further,  to 
inquire  whether  the  buildings  so  erected 
were  vested  in  any  particular  body,  and 
whether— this  being  a  collateral  inquiry 
to  the  other  question  as  to  the  authority 
in  which  the  land  was  vested— if  the 
buildindC^  were  vested  in  some  particular 
body,  tho  hoo.  Gentleman  would  state 
in  what  body  they  were  vested?  Be 
put  those  questional  because  it  might 
turn  out  that  the  House  of  Commons 
had  a  very  complete  control,  not  only 
over  the  land  on  which  the  Houses  of 
Lfords  and  Commons  was  built,  but  also 
over  the  buildings  themselves,  and  over 
every  portion  of  those  buildings.  It 
must,  he  thought,  be  obvious  to  every- 
body that  the  control  of  the  House  of 
LidtJs  over  any  portion  of  the  buildings 
was  of  a  very  nominal  and  shadowy  cha- 
racter ;  thnt  if  the  interest  in  the  ground 
on  fihich  the  buildings  stood  were  vested 
\n  some  particular  body  under  the  con- 
trol  of  the  House  of  Lords,  nevertheless 
the  House  of  Commons  was  the  autho- 
rity outside  the  House  of  Lords  in 
which  the  land  or  buildings  were  vested, 
and  might  say  to  the  House  of  Lords — 
*'  We  give  you  that  notice  to  quit  which 
\%  eo  very  often  given  to  Irish  tenants." 
He  believed  that  in  this  country  it  would 
only  be  a  quarter's  notice  to  quit,  and 
that  faling  a  possible  surrender  on  the 
part  of  the  House  of  Lords,  the  House  of 
Commons  could  direct  the  sergeants  and 
constables  of  the  Metropolitan  Police  to 
take  forcible  possession  of  the  building 
from  which  the  Lords  were  evicted,  and 
Lold  it  according  to  the  will  and  plea- 
sure of  the  body  of  Trustees  in  whom 
it  was  really  vested.  They  had  heard 
something  in  the  course  of  that  discus- 
sion about  the  Lord  Chamberlain. 


Me.  HTBBERT:  The  Lord  Great 
Chsmberlain. 

Mr.  PARNFLL  said,  it  had  been 
stated  that  the  Lord  Great  ChambeilHin 
had  the  right  to  allocate  the  ppace  in  the 
other  House.  But  no  statement  had 
been  made  as  to  how  the  Lord  Great 
Chamberlain  derived  his  authority.  He 
(Mr.  Parnell)  assumed  that  that  autho- 
rity was  derived  from  a  Resolution  of 
the  House  of  Lords ;  but  to  rto  back  a 
little  further,  how  did  the  House  of 
Lords  derive  its  authority  in  the  matter  f 
Had  the  House  of  Lords  anything  more 
than  a  prescriptive  right  ?  He  must 
assume  that  the  land  and  buildings 
would  be  property  to  which  there  was 
some  title,  and  he  wanted  to  know  what 
the  title  to  that  property  was.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
did  not  appear  to  have  full  and  suffi- 
cient information  on  the  subject;  but 
he  trusted  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
not  consider  that  these  inquiries  were 
useless,  and  that  when  they  came  to  dis* 
cuss  these  matters  next  year— or,  better 
still,  when  they  came  to  discuss  them  on 
the  Beport,  because  they  could  not  con- 
trol the  action  of  a  House  to  be  elected 
by  a  new  constituency — the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  would  be  able  to  furnish 
full  information  on  the  interesting  ques* 
tions  that  had  been  raised  with  regard 
to  the  original  control  of  the  land  on 
which  the  Houses  of  Parliament  had 
been  built,  and  also  with  reference  to 
the  original  control  over  the  buildings 
themselves.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman  were 
going  to  purchase  property,  even  if  the 
seller  were  so  great  a  personage  as  the 
Lord  Great  Chamberlain  himself,  he 
would,  befoire  he  paid  for  it,  ask  the 
Lord  Great  Chamberlain  to  produce  his 
title. 

Mr.  HIBBERT  said,  there  were  some 
points  that  had  been  alluded  to  upon 
which  he  was  not  in  a  ]H>sition  to  furnish 
information,  and  he  thought  he  could 
hardly  be  expected  to  go  back  to  the 
history  of  the  building  of  the  Houses 
of  Parliament,  and  all  the  circumstances 
immediately  connected  with  the  allora* 
tion  of  tbe  difiTerent  parts  of  the  build- 
ing without  Notice.  All  he  could  be 
expected  to  do  was  to  describe  the 
practical  effect  of  the  arrangements 
that  were  then  made,  and  that  he  had 
endeavoured  to  do.  He  had  alreadv  in- 
formed  the  Committee  that  the  Lord 
Great  Chamberlain  was  responsible  for 
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the  arrangements  carried  out  in  regard 
to  the  allocation  of  space  in  the  House 
of  Lords  on  the  one  side,  \i'hile  the 
Speaker  was  on  the  other  side  entrusted 
with  the  requisite  authority  in  respect 
to  the  allotment  of  space  in  connection 
with  the  House  of  Commons.  He  had 
also  stated  that  from  time  to  time  the 
House  of  Commons  had  obtained  more 
space  for  the  use  of  Members  and 
officers,  and  that  that  additional  space 
had  been  given  up  by  the  House  of 
Lords.  If,  however,  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell) 
desired  to  go  into  the  question  more 
closely  than  he  (Mr.  Hibbert)  was  able 
to  do  at  the  present  moment,  he  could 
assure  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  he 
should  be  glad  to  obtain  the  information 
he  desired,  either  on  the  Eeport  of  the 
Vote,  or  when  it  was  again  brought 
forward,  supposing  he  should  then  hold 
the  Office  he  now  had  the  honour  to  fill. 
In  any  case,  he  should  be  happy  to 
obtain  the  information,  not  only  for  his 
own  sake,  but  because  it  had  been 
asked  for  by  the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  AETHUE  AENOLD  said,  the 
question  before  the  Committee  was  a 
very  narrow  one,  and  with  reference  to 
the  proceedings  of  the  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Lords  on  the  Office  of  the 
Black  Eod  he  should  like  to  ask  a 
practical  question.  The  Committee  of 
the  Black  Kod  had  reported  on  this  very 
subject  with  reference  to  the  appropria- 
tion by  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  of  certain  rooms  below  the  Bar 
in  the  House  of  Lords.  That  Committee 
had  reported  to  the  House  of  Lords  that 
the  First  Commissioner  of  Works  had 
appropriated  those  rooms,  and  that  they 
ought  to  be  given  up  again  to  the  other 
House.  He  should  like  to  know  whether 
any  decision  had  been  arrived  at  with 
regard  to  that  matter,  and  whether  the 
rooms  referred  to  were  to  be  given  back 
again? 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  said,  he  had 
to  state,  in  reply  to  the  question  asked 
by  his  hon.  Friend,  that  his  action  in 
the  matter  alluded  to  had  been  called  in 
question  by  the  Black  Eod  Committee, 
who  thought  that  those  rooms,  which 
had  originally  been  allotted  to  the  House 
of  Lords,  had  been  wrongly  disposed  of. 
The  Committee  on  the  Office  of  Black 
Eod  had  inquired  into  the  matter,  and 
had  made  the  Eeport  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  had  referred ;  but  he  was  not 
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aware  that  any  action  had  been  taken 
on  that  Eeport.  He  had  reason,  how- 
ever, to  believe  that  the  House  of  Lords 
were  satisfied  with  what  had  been  done. 
In  reply  to  the  question  put  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell),  he  had  to  state  that  in  theoiy 
the  assent  of  the  Lord  Ghreat  Chamber- 
lain was  necessary  in  relation  to  any 
change  that  might  be  made  in  the  allo- 
cation of  rooms  in  both  Houses  of  Par- 
liament, because  he  was  the  appointed 
Officer  of  the  Queen,  and  the  Houses  ol 
Parliament  were  a  Eoyal  Palace.  Bat» 
as  a  matter  of  course,  the  Lord  Great 
Chamberlain  would  not  make  any 
change  in  respect  of  the  House  ii 
Commons  without  the  ooncurrence  of 
the  Speaker ;  and,  on  the  other  hand,  no 
change  would  be  made  affecting  the 
House  of  Lords  without  the  ooncurreDoe 
of  the  Committee  on  the  Office  of  Blade 
Eod.  So  that,  practically,  the  dedsioii 
with  regard  to  those  matters  rested  in 
the  one  case  with  the  Speaker,  and  in 
the  other  with  the  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Lords. 

Mr.  PAENELL  was  obliged  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  for  the  informa- 
tion he  had  given,  and  he  thought  that 
what  had  so  far  been  elicited  had 
furnished  proof  of  the  very  great 
anomaly,  that  not  only  the  House  of 
Lords  but  also  the  House  of  Conuncna 
could  be  turned  out  of  doors  by  the 
Queen  if  it  should  please  Her  to  take 
that  course.  It  appeared  that  not  only 
the  ground  on  which  the  House  of 
Commons  conducted  its  proceedingit 
but  also  the  Houses  whic^  had  beea 
erected  upon  it  were  the  property  of  the 
Queen. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNEB8  said,  it 
seemed  to  him  that  the  position  of  the 
two  Houses  of  Parliament  in  regard  te 
the  Lord  Great  Chamberlain  and  tiie 
Queen,  which  had  been  termed  aa 
anomaly,  was  in  strict  analogy  with 
everything  connected  with  the  Constitii* 
tion ;  and  that  if  everything  belongmir 
to  that  Constitution  was  to  be  pualied  to 
its  extreme  logical  conclusion  many 
other  things  besides  the  relations  be- 
tween the  Houses  of  Lords  and  Oooi* 
mons,  as  to  their  accommodation  in  tliia 
Palace,  might  be  brought  to  a  Ticr 
uncomfortable  stand  -  point.  Haviaf 
himself  held  the  Office  of  First  Com 
missioner  of  Works  he  must  saj  that 
he    had    never,  during  his   tenure  <A 
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Office,  found  that  any  practical  incon- 
venience resulted  from  the  slightly  con- 
fused relations  between  the  great  Officers 
of  State.  The  Lord  Great  Ohamberlain's 
Office  was  always  conducted  with  the 
greatest  prudence  and  respect  for  all 
the  other  authorities ;  and  in  the  same 
way  Mr.  Speaker,  acting  through  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works,  had  in- 
variably pursued  a  similar  course.  Until 
the  bon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell)  had  unearthed  the  ques- 
tion he  had  introduced  that  evening,  he 
(Lord  John  Manners)  had  never  heard 
of  any  difficulty  arising  out  of  the  rela- 
tions existing  between  the  Lord  Great 
Chamberlain  and  Mr.  Speaker. 

Mr.  Sexton  having  risen, 

Tot  CHAERMAN  said,  before  the 
hon.  Member  addressed  the  Committee 
he  desired  to  call  attention  to  the  ques- 
tion they  were  then  considering,  and 
which  they  had  for  some  time  been 
wandering  away  from  in  a  most  extra- 
ordinary manner.  It  had  been  moved 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Louth  (Mr. 
Callan)  that  the  salary  of  the  Librarian 
of  the  House  of  Lords  be  reduced  by 
£310 ;  and  all  the  points  that  had  been 
raised  in  the  discussion  which  was  then 
proceeding  had  really  nothing  to  do 
with  that  question. 

Mb.  callan  said,  he  had  moved 
the  reduction  of  the  salary  of  the 
Librarian  of  the  House  of  Lords  be- 
cause he  called  in  question  the  authority 
under  which  that  officer  was  provided 
with  an  official  residence,  and  that  was 
the  only  way  in  which  he  could  raise 
the  question  as  to  the  advisability  of 

S'ving  an  official  residence  to  the 
brarian  of  the  House  of  Conmions. 
The  sum  put  down  in  the  Vote  that  had 
been  put  from  the  Chair,  as  the  salary 
of  the  Librarian  of  the  House  of  Lords, 
was  £810,  and  in  addition  to  that 
amount  the  Lords'  Librarian  was  x>ro- 
Tided  with  an  official  residence.  The 
redaction  he  had  moved  was  what  he 
took  to  be  the  value  of  that  official 
reeidence,  not  merely  in  the  shape  of 
hoaee-rent,  but  also  all  the  accom- 
paniments of  the  official  residence,  in- 
cluding attendance. 

The  chairman  said,  he  hoped  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Callan)  could  have 
no  idea  of  the  number  of  times  he  had 
stated  the  same  thing.  He  should  think 
he  was  not  exaggerating  when  he  stated 


that  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  made  the 
same  statement  50  times. 

Mr.  callan  said,  then  he  stated  it 
for  the  51st  time  now. 

The  chairman  :  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber makes  remarks  of  that  sort  it  will 
be  my  duty  to  adopt  a  very  different 
course.  I  hope  the  Committee  will  now 
confine  itself  to  the  discussion  of  the 
Question  immediately  before  it. 

Mb.  callan  said,  he  wished  to 
point  out  that  the  Librarian's  residence 
included  fire,  and  light,  and  attendance, 
which  he  took  it  amounted  in  value  to 
more  than  £310.  He  should  press  the 
Amendment  he  had  moved ;  and  with  all 
due  respect  to  the  Chair,  he  begged  to 
say  that  he  had  not  made  the  same 
statement  more  than  three  times,  instead 
of  50,  as  the  Chairman  had  stated. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber having  contradicted  the  statement  I 
made  just  now,  I  will  appeal  to  the 
recollection  of  the  Committee  as  to 
whether  I  am  not  right  in  saying  that  I 
believe  he  has  made  the  same  statement 
in  almost  the  same  words  more  than  50 
times? 

Mr.  sexton  said,  the  question  that 
had  been  under  discussion  by  the  Com- 
mittee was  one  that  related  to  the  power 
possessed  by  the  Lord  Gbeat  Cham- 
berlain, and  that  had  led  to  the  further 
question  whether  the  Lord  Great  Cham- 
berlain had  the  allocation  of  the  space 
on  which  the  two  Houses  of  Parliament 
stood?  He  took  the  noble  Lord  who 
had  spoken  from  the  Front  Opposition 
Bench  (Lord  John  Manners)  as  an 
authority  with  regard  to  Constitutional 
usage ;  and  the  noble  Lord  had  assured 
the  Committee  that  what  had  been  com- 
mented upon  as  an  anomalous  arrange- 
ment was,  in  reality,  strictly  Constitu- 
tional. But  when  the  matter  was 
reduced  to  the  stand-point  of  common 
sense,  it  was  somewhat  startling  to  be 
told  that  the  Representatives  of  the 
people  were  liable  to  be  evicted  at  the 
discretion  of  a  Court  official.  That,  he 
thought,  threw  some  light  on  a  recent 
occurrence,  when  the  Speaker  had  felt  it 
his  duty  to  make  new  Regulations  as  to 
the  admission  of  strangers  to  the  Lobbies 
of  that  House. 

The  CHAIRMAN  called  the  hon. 
Member  to  Order.  The  subject  he  was 
raising  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
Question  before  the  Committee,  which 
was  that  the  salary  of  the  Librarian  of 
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the  Hnu?e  of  Lor^ls  be  reduced  by  the 
sum  of  £310.  That  Question  had  no 
connection  whatever  with  the  Begula- 
tions  made  by  the  Speaker  in  regard  to 
the  admission  of  strangers  to  the  Lobbies 
of  the  Hoiif>e  of  Oommons. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  he  would  raise 
the  question  he  had  been  about  to  have 
introduced  on  the  next  Vote. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  17; 
Noes  92 :  Majority  75. — (Div.  List, 
No.  180.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  PAHNELL  desired  to  moye  the 
reduction  of  the  Vote  by  the  sum  of 
£350,  which  was  set  down  as  the  cost  of 
witnesses  attending  Committees  during 
the  year  1885-6.  That  appeared  to  be 
a  constant  sum,  as  a  similar  amount  was 
taken  for  the  same  purpose  in  1884-5 ;  in 
fact,  all  the  expenses  of  the  House  of 
Lords  appeared  to  bo  of  a  constant  cha- 
racter. Under  sub-head  m,  for  in- 
stance, £750  was  taken  each  year  for 
short- hand  writers,  and  for  miscellaneous 
expenses  £350  was  asked  for  each  year. 
His  reason  for  calling  attention  to  that 
matter,  and  moving  the  reduction  in 
question,  was  that  he  thought  the  House 
of  Commons  would  do  well  to  exercise  a 
▼ery  severe  cheek  and  control  over  the 
appointment  of  Select  Committees  by 
the  House  of  Lords  for  the  purpose  of 
considering  Bills,  or.  practically,  hang- 
ing up  and  destroying  Bills,  which  they 
did  not  like  to  oppose  openly  and  di- 
rectly, which  had  been  passed  by  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  sent  up  to  the 
Lords  for  examination  and  considera- 
tion. Ho  thought  that  the  Government 
were  very  much  to  blame  in  that  matter — 
the  Government,  at  all  events,  in  the 
House  of  Lords — and  he  assumed  the 
Members  of  the  Government  in  the 
House  of  Lords  were  in  constant  com- 
munication with  the  rest  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  House  of  Commons.  He 
assumed  that  the  action  of  the  Members 
of  the  Government  in  the  House  of 
Lords  was  arrived  at,  and  carried  out, 
after  consultation  with  the  rest  of  the 
Government.  But  however  that  might 
be,  he  thought  that  the  Government  in 
the  House  of  Lords,  through  Earl  Gran- 
ville, or  the  other  responsible  Leaders  of 
the  House,  assented  much  too  eawly  to 
the  appointment  of  Select  Committees 
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for  the  purpose  of   considering   Bills 
which  had  passed  the  House  of  Com- 
mons;   and    that    they,   in   that  war, 
heaped  expenses  upon  the  taxpayfra  of 
the  country— in  many  cases  very  useless 
and  unnecessary  expenses.    He  desired 
very  much  to  know  bow  the  exp«iditor« 
of  £350  for  witnesses  attending  Select 
Committees  of  the  Upper  House  was 
incurred?    He    confessed  he  did  not 
understand  whether  all  the  monoj  was 
expended  on  account  of  witnesses  at- 
tending Select  Committees,  or  whether 
some  of  it  was  expended  on  account  of 
witnesses    attending   ordinary   Private 
Bill  Committees.    [Mr.  Hibbbbt:    Se* 
lect  Committees.!    That  was  bis  (Mr. 
Parnell's)  impression ;  but  he  was  not 
quite  certain  on  the  point.     They  were 
asked  to  pay  an  aggregate  sum  of  £1,500 
for  the  expenses  of  the  Select  Oomniit* 
tees  of  the  House  of  Lords ;  and  in  order 
to  bring  the  matter  formally  before  the 
attention  of  the  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  he  proposed  to  reduce  the 
Vote  by  the  sum  of  £350,  being  the  ex- 
penses of  the  witnesses  attending  the 
select  Committees  in  question.     Now, 
nothing  was  complete  without  an  illus- 
tration, and  in  order  to  bring  the  matter 
home  to  hon.  Members,  he  would  give 
them  an  example  of  the  way  in  which 
that  money  was  spent.      In  fact,   he 
fancied  that  that  particular  item  was 
spent  in  regard  to  the  very  example  he 
should  give,  as  he  had  not  heard  that 
any    other    Select  Committee    neoatsi- 
tating  the  attendance  of  witnesses  had 
been  appointed  lately  by  the  House  of 
Lords  than  the  one  he  had  in  his  mind. 
His  example  was  the  Select  Committee 
which  was    appointed    by  the    Upper 
House  to  inquire  into  the  subject  of  the 
Poor  Law  Guardians  Elections  (Irdand) 
Bill.     That  was  a  BUI  which  had  passed 
the  House  of  Commons,  with  very  little 
opposition,  in  the  Session  of  1MS3.    & 
was  then  sent  up  to  the  House  of  Lords, 
and  rejected  on  the  second  reading  by 
that  House  without  any  examination  or 
discussion  worthy  of  the  name.     In  the 
Session  of  1884  the  Bill  again  pasatd 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  was  seat 
up  to  the  House  of  Lords,  whichf  on 
that  occasion,  appeared  to  bo  nUhfr 
chary  of  throwing  the  measure  out  m 
the  summary  method   adopted  en  the 
previous    occasion.      Their    Lordships 
passed  the  second  reading ;  but  on  tM 
Motion  for  going  into  Committee  tkey 
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resolved  to  refer  the  Bill  to  a  Select  Com- 
niiitee  for  examination. 

Thr  chairman  said,  the  ton. 
Member  seemed  to  be  directing  his  re- 
marks to  the  conduct  of  the  House  of 
I^rds.  He  (the  Chairman)  did  not 
think  that  that  could  be  fairly  discussed 
in  regard  to  Committees  acting  on  Bills 
in  that  House.  The  hon.  Member  him- 
self would  see  that  the  conduct  of  the 
House  of  Lords  could  hardly  be  pro- 
perly di'^ussed  on  an  item  of  £350  to 
defray  the  cost  of  witnesses  attending 
Committees. 

Mr.  PARNELL  said,  he  should,  of 
course,  bow  to  the  Chairman's  ruling. 
He  would  not  further  discuss  the  con- 
duct of  the  House  of  Lords ;  but  he  sub- 
mitted that  it  was  necessary  to  go,  to 
some  extent,  into  what  had  been  done 
lor  the  expenditure  of  the  money.  It 
was  necessary,  in  order  that  the  Com- 
mittee might  judge  as  to  whether  they 
ought  to  vote  this  money  or  not,  to  con- 
sider the  action  of  the  House  of  Lords 
which  gave  rise  to  this  item. 

The  chairman  said,  he  did  not 
desire  to  interrupt  the  hon.  Member  in 
any  observations  which  were  in  Order. 
The  province  of  this  Committee  was  to  vote 
certain  sums,  or  to  refuse  them,  for  certain 
8peci6c  purposes.  He  doubted  whether 
it  would  be  in  Order  for  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  go  into  any  great  development  of 
the  action  of  the  House  of  Lords,  even 
by  way  of  illustration ;  because  this  was 
a  sum  of  £350  for  a  specific  purpose  of 
defraying  the  costs  of  witnesses  attend- 
ing Select  Committees  in  the  other 
House.  He  should  say  it  would  hardly 
be  in  Order  to  discuss  the  general  con- 
duct of  the  Upper  House  on  such  an 
item  as  that. 

Mb.  PARNELL  appreciated  the  point 
of  the  Chairman's  ruling,  and,  of  c^ourse, 
would  bow  to  it.  He  saw  that  there  was 
a  considerable  difference  between  the 
action  of  the  House  of  Lords,  from  a 
Constitutional  point  of  view,  and  the 
action  of  a  Minister  of  the  Crown. 
There  was,  of  course,  a  considerable 
diiference  between  the  manner  in  which 
they  would  approach  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown,  and  the  manner  in  which  they 
might  be  permitted  to  approach  a  Vote 
'with  regard  to  the  action  of  the  House 
at  Lords.  Whereas  they  might  freely 
g*.!  into  the  merits  of  the  action  of  a  Mi- 
nister of  the  Crown  with  reference  to 
any    particular    matter ;  whereas  they 


might  criticize  his  action,  and  the  policy 
of  bis  action,  when  they  were  a^^ked  to 
vote  a  Minister's  salary,  perhaps  the 
same  argument  might  not  hold  good 
with  regard  to  the  action  of  a  Committee 
of  the  House  of  Lords,  or  of  the  House 
of  Lords  itself.  He  desired,  with  great 
respect,  without  wishing  to  express  any 
opinion  of  his  own,  to  bowmosn  humbly 
to  the  Chairman's  ruling.  He  would 
only  say  why  he  objected  to  this  Vole 
for  the  expenses  of  witnesses  brOti^ht 
over  from  Ireland  for  examination  before 
a  Select  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Lords.  In  his  opinion,  those  witnesses 
were  not  impartially  summoned.  Of 
course,  he  desired  to  keep  himself 
strictly  within  the  limits  the  Chairman 
had  laid  down,  and  not  to  transgress 
them  in  any  way.  He  would  suggest 
for  the  consideration  of  the  Government 
whether  they  ought  not  to  take  up  a 
tirmer  attitude  in  the  House  of  Lords 
with  regard  to  the  Select  Committees 
appointed  by  that  House;  whether  they 
should  so  readily  yield  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  those  Committees;  and  whe* 
ther,  when  a  Committee  had  been  ap« 
pointed,  in  the  teeth  of  the  Gk>vemment's 
protest  with  reference  to  a  Bill  to  which 
they  gave  their  sanction — whether,  when 
a  Committee  was  appointed  by  the 
House  of  Lords  in  order  to  oppose  a 
Bill  which  the  Oovernment,  and  which 
the  House  of  Common?,  had  almost 
unanimously  passed,  the  Government 
might  not  fairly  set  down  their  foot,  and 
toll  the  House  of  Lords— **  All  we  can 
say  is  this — if  you  appoint  this  Commit- 
tee we  shall  not  support  the  payment 
out  of  the  public  purse  necessary  for 
this  Committee,  when  that  payment  is 
proposed  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
We  shall  leave  you  to  pay  for  such  Com- 
mittees yourselves."  That  Bill  had 
been  hung  up  in  the  House  of  Lords. 
It  was  a  Bill  which  was  admittedly  ne- 
cessary, and  which  nobody  had  a  word 
to  say  against.  It  was  a  Bill  of  which 
they  had  heard  the  last  in  that  Parlia- 
ment ;  and,  forsooth !  the  Irish  and  Eng- 
lish taxpayers  were  to  pay  for  the  inflic- 
tion upon  themselves  of  wrong. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  the  item  of  £350,  for  Witnesses  at- 
tending CommitteeB,  be  omitted  from  the  pro- 
posed Vote."— (ifr.  Parnell.) 

Mb.  HIBBERT  pointed  out  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  though  this  amount 
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appeared  to  be  the  sum  that  was  voted 
in  preyious  years,  it  was  really  not  the 
amount  that  was  expended  each  year. 
The  amount  was  taken  on  the  assump- 
tion that  it  would  probably  be  re- 
quired next  year.  £350  was  not  spent 
last  year  in  defraying  the  costs  of  wit- 
nesses, but  only  £251  ;  and  the  year 
before  that  the  charge  under  the  same 
head  was  only  £119. 

Mb.  PARNELL  :  Will  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  tell  us  what  Committees  were 
appointed? 

Mr.  HIBBERT  said,  that  he  was  not 
able  to  do  that.  He  did  not  know  any- 
thing about  the  Select  Committees  of 
the  House  of  Lords;  indeed,  it  was  a 
matter  with  which  the  Treasury  had  no 
right  to  interfere ;  and  he  should  doubt 
whether  he  should  be  in  Order  in  going 
into  the  question  of  Committees.  He 
was  quite  satisfied  that  he  would  not  be 
in  Order  in  expressing  his  opinion  as  to 
the  action  of  the  House  of  Lords  upon 
the  Poor  Law  Guardians  Elections  (Ire- 
land) Bill ;  and,  therefore,  he  hoped  the 
hon.  Member  would  excuse  him  from 
doing  so.  The  hon.  Member  objected 
to  this  item  because  it  might,  he  said, 
be  put  to  the  purpose  of  re-imbursing 
Irish  witnesses  who  had  been  brought 
before  the  Select  Committee  on  the  Bill 
just  mentioned.  That  could  not  be  the 
case  with  respect  to  this  particular 
£350.  This  charge  was  taken  for  Com- 
mittees who  would  sit  during  the  present 
NSession;  and,  therefore,  it  was  not  known 
whether  any  such  Committee,  as  the  hon. 
Member  referred  to,  would  be  appointed. 
Moreover,  it  could  not  be  known  whe- 
ther any  Irish  witnesses  would  be  sent 
for. 

Mr.  PARNELL :  The  Committee  is 
sitting  now. 

Mr.  HIBBERT  begged  the  hon. 
Member's  pardon,  because  he  did  not 
know  that  that  was  the  case.  This 
money  might  therefore  be  used  for  the 
purpose  of  paying  the  expenses  of  Irish 
witnesses ;  but  perhaps  he  ought  to 
draw  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  pay- 
ment for  witnesses  before  Committees  of 
the  House  of  Lords  was  a  matter  with 
which  the  House  of  Commons  had  no 
power  to  deal. 

Mr.  BIGOAR  remarked  that  the  ex- 
planation of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Hibbert) 
was  very  peculiar.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  stated  that  although  £350  was 
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set  down  for  the  expenses  of  witnesses 
attending  Committe<9s,  only  £251  was 
expended  last  year,  and  £119  the  year 
before.  That  seemed  to  him  (Mr. 
Biggar)  to  be  a  rather  loose  mode  of 
estimating.  In  fact,  they  might  jost  as 
well  have  no  Estimate  at  all.  Thej 
might  as  well,  at  the  end  of  the  year, 
pass  a  Vote  that  whatever  was  ex- 
pended should  be  made  legal.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury ought  to  tell  the  Committee  whe- 
ther or  not  he  believed  that  the  present 
system  was  an  advantageous  one,  and 
whether  he  did  not  think  he  ou^ht  to 
adopt  some  revised  plan  of  making  Esti- 
mates? The  money  they  were  now 
asked  to  vote  seemed  to  him  (Mr. 
Biggar)  to  be  expended  for  the  purpose 
of  doing  harm  rather  than  good ;  and 
he  certainly  thought  that  the  Treasury, 
who  was  supposed  to  supervise  the 
expenditure  in  all  the  Departments, 
should  reserve  to  itself  the  right  to  pot 
a  veto  upon  expenditure  which  it  be- 
lived  to  be  unreasonable.  In  point  ol 
fact,  the  Treasury  should  assist  the 
House  of    Commons  in  stopping  any 

f payments  which  they  thought  were  use- 
ess.  I  Now,  the  appointment  of  the 
Select  Committee  of  the  House  of  Lcodt 
upon  the  Bill  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell) 
had  alluded,  was  unquestionably  made 
with  the  object  of  defeating  that  voy 
meritorious  Bill,  and  also,  if  possible,  to 
convey  perfectly  erroneous  ideas  as  to 
the  real  facts  connected  with  the  BilL 
The  Members  of  the  Select  Coounittee 
were  of  a  partisan  character,  and  wooU 
endeavour  to  mislead  the  public  with  re- 
gard to  the  real  merits  of  the  case.  He 
thought  it  should  be  within  the  power 
of  the  Treasury  to  refuse  the  expenses 
of  admittedly  useless  witnesses,  because 
if  that  were  so,  a  very  considerabls 
saving  of  expenditure  would  be  effected. 
Mr.  sexton  said,  it  appeared  to 
him  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  in  charge 
of  the  Vote  (Mr.  Hibbert)  did  wA 
possess  information  sufficient  to  enabls 
nim  to  give  particulars  which  hon.  Ves- 
bers  were  entitled  to  receive  with  refer* 
ence  to  this  item.  The  hon.  Gentlemsa 
the  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  ,Mr. 
Pamell)  suggested,  in  the  course  of  his 
speech,  that  some  of  this  money  oii^ 
have  been  used  for  the  purpose  of  pay- 
iog  the  travelling  expenses,  and  tL«> 
maintenance  expenses,  of  Ixish  wi 
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summoned  before  a  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Lords.  The  hou.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
Hibbert)  replied  that  he  did  not  imagine 
such  a  contingency  could  arise  with 
respect  to  any  part  of  the  present 
item.      

Mb.  HI6BEET  said,  he  was  not 
aware  when  he  spoke  that  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Poor  Law  Bill  was  now 
sitting.  Had  he  been  aware  of  that 
fact,  he  should  not  have  made  the  re- 
marks he  did. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  the  Committee 
was  sitting ;  it  was  appointed  last  year, 
and  had  not  yet  reported ;  consequently, 
ite  inyestigaiions  were  now  in  course  of 
progress.  The  assumption  made  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  was  one 
which  was  substantiated  by  facts.  What 
degpree  of  information  were  Members  of 
the  House  entitled  to  expect  on  items  of 
this  kind?  He  had  always  understood 
that  every  Vote  in  the  Estimates  was 
accounted  for  by  some  accounting 
officer ;  that  there  was  someone  whose 
duty  it  was  to  render  to  the  Treasury 
and  the  House  an  account  of  the  manner 
in  which  the  last  payment  had  been 
spent.  Who  was  the  person  to  accotmt 
for  this  expenditure  ?  Who  signified  to 
the  Comptroller  and  Auditor  General 
that  the  money  granted  to  the  House  of 
Lords  had  been  duly  and  properly  ex- 
pended, and  what  particulars  would 
that  officer  afford  as  to  items  of  that 
kind?  Would  he  inquire  in  reference 
to  what  Committees  that  money  had 
been  spent,  what  witnesses  had  been 
called  before  those  Committees,  and 
irhat  expense  had  been  paid?  He 
(Mr.  Sexton)  thought  the  Committee 
might  claim  to  have  put  before  them 
that  information,  because  a  very  im- 
portant question  was  here  raised.  Evi- 
dence brought  before  the  House  of  Lords 
was  very  often  used  for  the  purpose  of 
evading  information ;  and  he  therefore 
asked  in  reference  to  what  Committees 
that  money  would  be  applied?  He 
would  put  a  case  to  illustrate  his 
meaning.  A  Bill  passed  through  the 
House  of  Commons  by  a  large  majority, 
and  was  rejected  by  the  House  of  Lords. 
A  second  Session  it  passed  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  the  House  of  Lords, 
being  unwilling  to  incur  the  odium  of 
rejecting  it,  though  the  merits  of  the 
measure  were  well  known,  and  though 


it  was  obvious  that  no  further  inquiry 
was  required  into  it,  referred  it  to  a 
Select  Committee.  Li  that  way  time 
was  killed,  the  Bill  was  deferred  for 
months — it  might  be  for  years — and  in 
that  way  the  wish  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons was  defeated,  and  defeated  to  a 
large  extent  through  the  agency  of  the 
money  they  voted  to  the  House  of  Lords. 
It  was  perfectly  evident  that  if  the  pur- 
pose of  the  appointment  of  those  Com- 
mittees was  to  evade  legislation  the  Go- 
vernment should  challenge  the  House 
of  Lords,  and  ask  them  to  reject  Bills 
finally,  rather  than  to  waste  money  in 
killing  time  and  calling  witnesses  in 
matters  on  which  no  information  was 
required.  If  the  information  he  was 
now  requesting  in  this  item,  and,  in 
fact,  in  all  the  other  items  in  the  Esti- 
mate, was  not  forthcoming,  he  thought 
they  would  not  be  asking  too  much  that 
the  Votes  should  be  postponed. 

Mr.  p.  J.  POWER  said,  that  it  ap- 
peared to  him  that  the  House  of  Loras' 
was  too  active  in  the  way  of  obstructing 
useful  legislation. 

The  chairman  :  Order,  Order ! 

Mr.  p.  J.  POWER  said,  that  if  he 
were  not  in  Order,  he  would  confine 
himself  to  the  items  in  the  Vote.  One 
of  the  methods  of  obstructing  legislation 
pursued  by  the  House  of  Lords  was  by 
referring  Bills  to  Select  Committees; 
and  that  seemed  to  him^to  be  about  the 
worst  possible  mode,  as  it  incurred  a 
large  amount  of  unnecessary  expense, 
and  brought  witnesses  unnecessarily  to 
London.  Witnesses  were  summoned, 
particularly  from  Ireland,  of  a  class  im- 
friendly  to  the  Party  he  had  the  honour 
of  representing,  so  that  that  Party 
suffered  particularly  from  that  mode  of 
referring  Bills  approved  by  the  House 
of  Commons  to  Select  Committees  when 
they  reached  the  House  of  Lords.  Irish 
Members  were,  therefore,  bound  in  duty 
to,  at  any  rate,  offer  a  protest  against 
that  practice  of  referring  Bills  to  Select 
Committees  when  the  conclusions  were 
really  foregone. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  20; 
Noes  108  :  Majority  88.— (Div.  List, 
No.  131.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(3.)  £45,772,  House  of  Common9 
Offices. 
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Mr.  PABNELL  said,  they  had  had 
an  ioterestiDg  discussion  some  time  ag^ 
with  reference  to  the  Vote  for  the  House 
of  Lords  as  to  the  particular  body  in 
which  the  ownertihip  of  the  buildings 
and  ground  of  the  Houses  of  Parliament 
were  vested  ;  and  hon.    Members  had 
been  informed  that  the  Houses  of  Par- 
liament,   being    Rojal   Palaces,    were 
vested  in  an  official — namely,  the  Lord 
Great  Chamberlain,  as  representing  the 
Crown.     The  Lord  Great  Chamberlain, 
then,  was  really  the  owner,  as  represent- 
ing the  Crown,  of  the  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment and  the  ground  on  which   they 
stood.     However,  by  usage  or  by  cus- 
tom, the  right  of  allooating  a  portion  of 
the  space  within  the  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  the  right  of  dealing  with  the 
rooms  of  the  Houses  and  with  the  in- 
ternal   arrangements    of    the    Houses 
generally,  seemed  to  have  been  trans- 
ferred to  certain  bodies  and  certain  in- 
dividuals ;  and  he  supposed  the  Board 
of  Works  had  already  a  great  deal  to 
say  on  the  matter,  at  all  events  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  But  what  he  wished 
to  call  attention  to  was  this— namely,  to 
certain  inconveniences  which  had  arisen, 
owing  to  the  new  Eules  made  by  Mr. 
Spea&er  with  regard  to  the  admission  of 
strangers.     He  wished  to  call  attention 
to  those  inconveniences,  and  to  suggest 
a  remedy.    After  a  recent  occurrence  in 
the  House — an  explosion  of  dynamite, 
which  he  believed  took  place  in  the 
lower  comer  on  the  Government  side  of 
the  House — ^Mr.  Speaker  felt  it  neces- 
sary to  interfere  with  the  usage  that  had 
prevailed  with  regard  to  the  admission 
of   strangers,    and   to    direct   that  no 
strangers  should  in  future  be  admitted 
into  any  part  of  the  House  of  Commons 
up^n  the  order  of  a  Member ;  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  taken  upon 
himself  the    right    of    admitting    all 
strangers  to  any  part  of   the  House. 
He  (Mr.  Parnell),   of  course,  did  not 
intend    to    allude    at  that  moment  to 
the  right    of    the    Speaker    to    make 
such    Bules    and   Eegulations,  though 
he  thought  that  that  right  might    be 
seriously  challenged;    but    he    wished 
to  point  to    one  result   of  those  Se- 
gulations.      It   was  formerly  the  cus- 
tom to  permit  Members'  secretaries  to 
write  frjm  the  dictation  of  Members 
fi*om  the  Tea  Boom  of  the  House ;  but 
one  of  the  results  of  the  Eules  of  Mr. 
Speaker  had  been  that  Members'  secre- 


tarie<)  could  no  longer  seo  Mernhnrx  in 
the  Tea  Eoom,  and  were  compelled  to 
remain  outside  the    precincts    of    the 
House  altogether.    It  was  not  possiblo 
for  Members  to  bring  their  secrc'taries 
to  the  Tea  Eoom  or  any  of  the  Lihra- 
ries.     He  believed  it  would  be  pofsille, 
by  going  through  a  very  roundabout 
form,  to  obtain  permission  fur  them,  if 
there  was  room,  to  sit  in  the  Strang!  r^' 
Gallery,  to  bring  them  down  to  one  of 
the  Smoking  Booms  of  the  House,  and 
so  to  enable  them  to  disc-hsrge  their 
duties.    But  that  would  be  a  very  infoo- 
venient  method  ,*  and  so  far  as  he  knev, 
the  private  secretaries  who  were,  or  had 
been,  in  the  habit  of  coming  to  th(«  Tea 
Boom  for  the  purpose  of  performing 
their    duties,    had   not    attempted  to 
perform    them  in    any    part    of   the 
House  of  Commons  since  the  new  Bales 
were  made.    Now,  what  he  would  sug- 
gest would  be  this — in  fact,  he  migut 
say    he    had    communicated    with  the 
Speaker's  Secretary  on  the  matter,  and 
had  had  the  honour  of  receiving  a  repl/ 
that  the  Speaker  was  in  communicatioa 
with  one  of  the  officials  of  the  Honae 
for  the   purpose  of  providing  a  room 
where  Members  might  see  their  secre- 
taries.    What  he  would   suggest  wai 
that  proper  provision  should  be  made 
for  the  convenience  of  hon.  Members  in 
this  respect,   and  what  he   wished  to 
know  was  whether  any  steps  had  bem 
taken  to  carry  out  that  half  promise  of 
the  Speaker?    Was  there  any -prospect 
of  a  room  being  provided  for  the  pur- 
pose  of  enabling  Members  to  see  tneir 
secretaries  ?    If  not,  would  tablee  be  set 
up  in  the  Central  Lobby,  and  writing 
paper  and  envelopes,  &c.,  provided,  to 
enable  Members  to  dictate  their  corrt* 
spondence  to  their  secretaries)  ?    Would 
places  be  provided  fur  secretanes  to  ait 
and  write,  and  for  Meml^rs  to  coma 
and  sign  their  letters   after  tliey  l^ad 
been  written  ?  To  those  Members  of  tna 
House  who  had  a  large  correspondenca, 
and  whose  duties  compelled  thetn  to  U 
in  somewhat  constant  attendance  in  tba 
House,  this  system,  under  which  it  vu 
impossible  to  see  their  private  sKxa* 
taries,  made  it  extremely  ineonveniMti 
almost  impossible,  to  fulfil  their  iinH 
to  those  people  who  were  in  c  irresposd* 
enee  with  them.    It  was  almost  impos- 
sible for  them  to  answer  letter^  and  at 
the  same  time  attend  to  their  functioaa 
in  the  House,  becaost  a  man  obviooiiy 
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eoald  not  he  in  two  places  at  once.  Even 
if  a  Member's  o6fice  were  in  the  imme- 
diate neighbourhood  of  the  House  it 
xras  exceedingly  inconvenient  to  have 
io  rush  out  between  divisions  and  be- 
tween times  when  it  might  be  possible 
for  him  to  devote  a  few  minutes  away 
from  his  Parliamentary  duties  to  the 
carrying  on  of  his  correspondence.  It 
iraft  next  to  impossible  for  a  Member  to 
rush  out  into  the  street  in  the  snow  or 
the  rdin,  or  however  inclement  the  wea- 
ther might  be,  perhaps  to  catch  cold, 
f  .jr  the  purpose  of  lookinji:  after  his  cor- 
respondence. That,  he  thought,  was  a 
matter  on  wiiioh  private  Members  w<^re 
entitled  to  ask  that  some  room  should  bo 
assigned  to  them  to  enable  them  to 
cairy  on  their  correspondence  as  hereto- 
fore. It  was  almost  impossible  for  a 
Member  to  get  through  his  correspond- 
ence now,  unless  he  wrote  his  letters 
himself.  That  applied  to  a  Member 
who  had  but  a  small  correspondence; 
because,  of  course,  in  the  case  of  a 
Member  with  a  large  correspondence  it 
was  obviously  next  to  impossible  for 
him  to  get  through  it  at  all.  He 
hoped  this  matter  might  have  con- 
aiderably  advanced  since  the  begin- 
ning of  the  Session  when,  as  he  had 
already  said,  Mr.  Speaker  had  informed 
him  that  he  was  engaged  in  communica- 
tion with  the  officers  who  had  power  to 
deal  with  the  rooms  of  the  House.  He 
hoped  he  might  hear  of  there  being 
•ome  probability  of  a  convenient,  well- 
aired,  well-warmed,  and  well-lighted 
room  being  given  to  Members  fur  the 
purpose  of  getting  through  their  oorre- 
•pondence. 

Mb.  HIBBERT  said,  he  was  not 
aware  of  the  difficulty  the  hon.  Member 
alluded  to  with  regard  to  the  rights  and 
inconveniences  of  Members  and  their 
secretaries;  but,  no  doubt,  all  hon. Mem- 
bers had  had  to  submit  to  inconveni- 
ences since  those  unfortunate  occurrences 
in  We(tjiin»ter  Hall  and  tbe  House  of 
Commons.  He  was  not  prepared  to  give 
a  deBnite  reply  as  to  the  position  in 
which  the  matter  now  stooa ;  and  he 
could  only  say  that,  so  far  as  he  was 
concerned,  he  should  use  his  influence 
in  order  to  secure  to  hon.  Members  the 
necessary  means  for  transacting  their 
business  in  the  most  comfortable  man- 
ner possible.  At  the  same  time,  thf'y  all 
knew  there  was  not  very  much  space  at 
liberty  in  the  House  of  Commons.  With 


regard  to  a  room  being  set  apart  for  the 
use  of  Members  and  their  secretaries, 
he  could  see  no  objection  to  the  pro- 
posal personally,  and  he  would  promise 
to  draw  the  attention  of  the  Speaker  to 
the  matter  once  more.  Even  if  a  room 
were  granted,  he  could  not  promise  that 
it  would  be  a  very  comfortable  or  de- 
sirable one  for  tbe  purpose. 

Colonel  NOLAN  considered  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cark  was  a 
great  deal  too  modest  in  bringing  for- 
ward this  question.  The  grievance  was 
one  which  he  (Colonel  Nolan)  could 
thoroughly  understand,  and  which  had 
been  very  much  under  his  attention. 
The  question  was  not  merely  one  of  pro- 
viding for  tbe  convenience  of  Members. 
The  Government  had  at  their  disposal 
some  30  rooms  iu  the  House — some 
Members  of  the  Government  having  two, 
and  some  even  three.  [Mr.  Hibbebt: 
No,  no !  1  He  thought  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  had  two  or  three  rooms, 
or  ante-rooms.  Would  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber say  how  many  rooms  the  Govern- 
ment had  in  the  House  ?  He  (Colonel 
Nolan)  believed  it  to  be  somewhere 
about  30. 

The  CHAIBMAN  :  I  must  point  out 
to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  that 
these  observations  are  not  in  Order  on 
the  present  Vote.  This  Vote  is  for  the 
payment  of  officials  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  it  is  not  in  connection 
with  the  Government  nor  the  Speaker. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell)  made  some  observations 
for  the  purpose  of  eliciting  information 
which  seemed  quite  permissible  under 
the  circumstances,  and,  therefore,  I  did 
not  stop  him.  But  it  will  not  be  right 
on  this  Vote  for  anyone  to  impugn  any 
arrangement  made  by  Mr.  Speaker. 

Mb.  PABNELL:  I  see  there  is  an 
item  here  for  shorthand  writers. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell) 
had  no  business  to  ppeak  unless  he 
wished  to  address  the  Chair  on  a  point 
of  Order,  as  he  (Colonel  Nolan)  was  in 
pos:iession  of  the  Committee.  As  the 
hon.  Membrr  was  not  speaking  t)  a 
point  of  Order,  he  (Colonel  Nolan) 
should  like  to  point  out  tiiat  the  Ser- 
jeant-at-Arms was  in  this  Vote,  and  ho 
supposed,  therefore,  that  it  had  some- 
thing to  do  with  keeping  order  in  some 
part  of  the  House,  possibly  in  the  Li- 
brary.   He  (Colonel  Nolan)  wished  to 
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make  a  complaint  with  regard  to  the 
Library,  and  he  would  ask  the  Chair- 
man whether  he  would  be  in  Order  in 
going  into  that  subject  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  may  mention  whatever 
he  likes  in  connection  with  the  Serjeant- 
at-Arms  Department. 

Colonel  NOLAN :  I  also  see  the  De- 
partment of  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means  down  in  this  Vote.  I  object. 
Sir,  to  your  having  a  room. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  The  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  is  perfectly  in  Order  in 
alluding  to  that  subject. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  it  was  not  be- 
cause he  had  any  fault  to  find  with  the 
Chairman's  ruling,  or  because  he  did  not 
think  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  presided 
very  admirably  over  their  Committees  ; 
but  he  thought  the  Chairman's  room 
ought  to  be  sacrificed  until  the  arrange- 
ments of  hon.  Members  were  satisfied. 
Members  of  the  Cabinet  had  rooms  be- 
hind Mr.  Speaker's  Chair,  and  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Front  Opposition 
Bench  also  had  rooms.  [An  hon.  Mem- 
ber :  Have  they  ?]  Yes.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers did  not  seem  to  be  aware  of  those 
facts.  The  Whips  of  the  Government 
had  rooms  outside  in  the  Lobby,  and  the 
Whips  of  the  Opposition  had  also  got 
them. 

The  chairman  :  There  is  no  re- 
ference to  these  officers  in  the  Vote 
under  discussion.  They  are  connected 
with  the  Building  Vote,  and  that  would 
be  the  proper  place  to  raise  this  ques- 
tion. It  would  be  competent  to  move 
the  reduction  of  the  salary  of  the  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means,  or  any  other 
official  of  the  House  on  this  Vote,  but 
not  to  discuss  the  allocation  of  rooms. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  that  if  the 
Chairman  ruled  him  out  of  Order  on 
this  point — if  the  Chairman  ruled  that 
he  had  no  right  to  say  that  he  (the 
Chairman)  should  not  have  a  room— of 
course  he  would  reserve  his  observations 
to  another  occasion. 

Mr,  PARNELL  said,  he  was  asto- 
nished to  hear  the  hon.  Member  oppo- 
site (Mr.  Hibbert)  say  that  he  had  heard 
nothing,  up  to  that  moment,  about  the 
matter  he  (Mr.  Pamell)  had  submitted 
to  him.  From  the  letter  he  (Mr.  Par- 
nell)  had  received  from  Mr.  Speaker,  he 
was  induced  to  believe  that  the  matter 
had  been  brought  imder  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's notice,  or  under  the  notice  of  some 
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other  official.  He  had  presumed  that 
the  hon.  Member  was  the  official  under 
whose  notice  the  matter  would  hare 
been  brought. 

Mb.  HIBBERT :  No. 

Mr.  PARNELL :  Then  under  whoee 
notice  would  it  have  been  brought  ? 

Mr.  hibbert  :   I  think  the  Office 
of  Works. 

Mr.  PARNELL  wished  to  say  a  few^ 
words  with  regard  to  the  Vote  for  the 
Department  of  Mr.  Speaker.  He  ob- 
served that  in  that  Department  the 
House  provided  salaries  for  the  libra- 
rian. Assistant  Librarian,  Messenger  in 
Library,  Extra  Messenger  in  libraiy; 
in  short,  all  the  officials  connected  wHh 
the  Library.  He  believed  that  it  would 
at  once  strike  the  Committee  that  the 
number  of  assistants  in  the  Library  was 
very  limited  indeed,  in  respect  of  the 
duties  they  were  called  upon  to  perform. 
Now,  there  had  been  a  discussion  a 
short  time  since  in  the  Committee  on  the 
Vote  for  the  Librarian  of  the  House  of 
Lords.  They  saw  that  a  very  large 
sum  of  money  was  voted  to  the  libra- 
rian of  the  House  of  Lords,  and  he  cer- 
tainly thought  that  this  was  a  matter 
which  might  very  fairly  engage  the  at- 
tention of  the  Committee.  In  the  Ameri- 
can Congress  a  very  large  number  of 
Librarians  and  assistants  were  employed 
to  enable  the  Members  to  get  on  with 
their  business.  If  one  required  to  be 
informed  about  any  question  it  was  only 
necessary  to  go  into  the  labrazy  and 
state  the  information  reqoiredf  and 
within  a  certain  time  it  was  produced, 
and  the  whole  subject  made  up,  so  to 
speak,  cut  and  dried;  but  in  we  cam 
of  the  Library  of  the  House  of  Gdm* 
mons,  every  obstruction  and  obstacle 
seemed  placed  in  the  way  of  Memben» 
not  by  the  officials,  who,  consideriBg 
their  number,  did  more  than  their  beit 
for  the  purpose  of  serving  and  attend- 
ing to  the  requirements  of  Members, 
but  owing  to  the  system  which  had  beea 
adopted  of  having  a  small  number  of 
officials  who  were  overburdened  with 
the  task  of  getting  down  books  for 
Members  to  read,  which  made  it  in* 
possible  for  hon.  Members  to  get  the 
information  they  required  when  it  was 
most  wanted.  Returning  to  the  sabje^ 
of  shorthand  writers  and  seoretariea»  if 
those  assistants  were  not  allowed  aceeai 
to  Members  in  the  House,  he  thoogiit  it 
the  duty  of  the  Government  to  pmrtit 
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shorthand  writers  for  them  in  the  Li- 
hrarj  for  the  purpose  of  taking  down 
letters.  He  believed  that  with  proper 
facilities  the  correspondence  of  Mem- 
hers  could  be  got  through  with  an  im- 
mense economy  of  time,  and  that  posts 
would  be  saved  which  were  under  the 

f resent  arrangements  very  often  lost, 
n  his  own  case,  he  knew  that  between 
the  impossibility  of  getting  at  his  short- 
hand writer  and  the  subsequent  delay 
of  his  letters  in  the  Post  Office  which 
always  took  place  his  business  arrang^e- 
ments  were  very  much  interfered  with. 
Besides  the  delay  caused  by  missing  the 
post,  he  found  that  his  letters  did  not 
arrive  until  long  after  the  time  at  which 
they  should  have  reached  their  destina- 
tion, having  in  the  meantime  been  exa- 
mined in  the  Post  Office,  and  in  some 
cases  by  the  higher  officials  at  the  Home 
Office.     But  he  said  that  if  they  were 
not  to  have  access  to  their  shorthand 
writers,    the   Government  should    put 
down  a  Vote  for  the  purpose  of  supply- 
ing shorthand  writers  for  Members  who, 
by  the    aid  of   the  new  type-writers, 
would  then  be  able  to  perform  their 
duties  to  their  constituents  in  a  shorter 
space  of  time  than  they  were  now  able 
to  perform  them  in  owing  to  the  exist- 
ing arrangements.    With  regard  to  the 
placing  of  paper  and  ink  in  the  Central 
Lobby,   he   would  point  out  that  the 
Lobby  was  large  enough  to  afford  space 
for  a  dozen  tables.  He  thought  it  would 
be  competent  to  the  Sergeant- at- Arms 
to  place  tables  in  the  Lobby  at  which 
Members  could  conduct  their  correspond- 
ence, and  he  did  not  see  why  it  should 
not  be  done.    At  present  there  was  a 
little  room  at  their  disposal  not  much 
larger  than  the  Table    at  which  Mr. 
Speaker  so  ably  presided ;  on  the  out- 
side there  was  written,  "  For  the  use  of 
Members,"  and  inside  the  room  there 
was  a  table  and  three  very  dim  gas- 
lights.    Driven  to  extremity  the  other 
evening,  he  went  into  the  room  for  the 
purpose  of  writing  some  letters,  and  he 
found  the  light  so  dim  that  it  was  im- 
possible for  him  to  see  the  tracings  of 
the  pen  on  the  paper.     He  did  not  see 
why  a  table  with  the  needful  appliances 
should  not  be  placed  in  the  open  Hall. 
Pens  and  paper  were  cheap,  and  there 
was  no  reason  why  Members  who  were 
driven  away  from  the  House  and  from 
the  Tea  Room  by  the  arrangements  of 
Mr.  Speaker  should  not  be  allowed  to 
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write  their  letters  in  the  Central  Lobby, 
and  that  they  should  not,  like  the  bird 
sent  out  of  Noah's  Ark,  be  unable  to 
find  a  place  for  the  sole  of  their  foot. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  he  observed  that 
while  Mr.  Speaker,  of  course,  the  Clerk 
of  the  House,  Assistant  Clerk,  and  Ser- 
geant-at-Arms  had  official  residences, 
and  certain  assistants  had  allowances 
from  the  House,  it  was,  in  his  opinion, 
absurd  that  almost  the  only  officer  of 
high  rank  and  position  next  to  Mr. 
Speaker  had  no  house  allowance.  He 
ventured  to  say  that  there  was  no  officer 
except  Mr.  Speaker  whose  presence  in 
the  House  was  so  constantly  needed  as 
that  of  the  Deputy  Speaker.  That  was 
a  matter  which  had  been  considered  by 
past  Chief  Commissioners  of  Works  and 
past  Financial  Secretaries  to  the  Trea- 
sury, and  he  would  be  glad  to  know 
whether  it  was  intended  to  provide  a 
residence  for  the  officer  he  referred  to  ? 

Mr.  HIBBERT  said,  they  had  had  a 
discussion  on  the  subject  of  a  residence 
for  the  Librarian,  and  he  was,  there- 
fore, unwilling  to  go  again  into  that 
question ;  but  he  certainly  thought  that 
his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr. 
Oibson)  had  made  out  a  strong  case  for 
providing  residences  for  officials  whose 
presence  was  required  in  the  House  at 
any  hour  of  the  night,  and  he  would 
take  care  that  the  subject  was  brought 
before  Mr.  Speaker.  With  regard  to 
the  suggestions  made  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell),  he  should  be  glad  to  lay  all  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  proposals  before  Mr. 
Speaker,  who  ho  was  sure  would,  if  it 
were  possible,  order  a  suitable  room  to 
be  provided  for  Members  who  had  to 
dictate  to  their  secretaries. 

Mr.  CALLAN  said,  it  was  stated  in 
the  discussion  about  an  hour  ago  that 
the  Librarian  had  no  official  residence 
provided  for  him  ;  but  he  had  ascertained 
since  that  time  that  an  official  residence 
was  formerly  provided  for  the  Libra- 
rians, and  that  by  some  jerrymandering 
the  present  Librarian  had  been  deprived 
of  that  accommodation.  The  total 
amount  of  this  Vote,  £51,772,  was 
spread  over  three  Departments — namely, 
those  of  the  Clerk  of  the  House,  the 
Speaker,  and  the  Sergeant- at- Arms. 
Taking  the  first  of  those  Departments, 
he  thought  it  was  very  strange  that  the 
Department  of  the  Clerks  of  the  House, 
which  comprised  a  number  of  inferior 
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officers,  should  receive  under  this  Vote 
£26,201  a-year,  and  that  the  sum  of 
£9,456  only  should  be  allotted  to  the 
Department  of  the  Speaker.     He  was 
ready  to  acknowledge  that  the  36  clerks 
in  the  first  Department  who  drew  this 
large  amount  as  salaries  were  useful; 
but  he  wished  to  ask  this  question — 
Had  those  36  clerks  passed  a  competitive 
examination  ?     He  heard  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  say  that  they  did ;  but 
he  was  bound  to  challenge  that  state- 
ment.    He  would  like  to  know  under 
what  number  of  marks  obtained  at  com- 
petitive examination  Mr.  Northcote,  the 
son  of  the  right  hon.   Gentleman  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  in  that  House, 
received  his  appointment?   He   asked 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  for  the   competition  warrant. 
He  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Ohancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
(Mr,  Trevelyan),  who  was  entitled  to 
the  credit  of  having  secured    for  the 
country  the  system  of  competitive  exa- 
mination, whether  it  was  by  public  com- 
petitive examination,  by  private  nomi- 
nation,  or  by  some  test    examination 
that  those  clerks  were  appointed  ?  [Mr. 
HiBBERT :  Yes.]    But  that  was  not  com- 
petitive examination.     His  question  was 
this — By  what  competitive  examination 
had  Mr.  Northcote,  within  the  last  10 
days,   received    his  appointment  as  a 
Olerk  of  the  House  ?     Was  it  by  nomi- 
nation, or  was  the  appointment  given  to 
the  best  man  out  of,   say,  five  or  six 
selected  for  examination ;  in  other  words, 
was  the    examinatiom    a    sham    or   a 
reality  ?    If  the  Committee  were  to  vote 
this  £26,000  a-year  to  the  Gierke  of  the 
House,  he  said  that  they  ought  to  have 
the  right  of  nomination,  or  the  appoint- 
ments should  be  made  after  public  com- 
petitive examination.     Did  the  right  of 
nomination  lay  with  Sir  Erskine  May  ? 
If  so,  he  would  ask  how  it  was  that  he 
only  nominated  the  sons,  nephews,  and 
brothers  of  Members  of  the  House  ?    If 
hon.  Members  took  up  the  list  of  clerks 
appointed,  they  would  find  that  they 
were  not  men  appointed  by  merit,  but 
because  they  were  relatives  of  Members 
of  the  House ;  and  he  said  that  that  was 
a  corrupt  system,  and  a  system  which, 
if  the  country  knew  of  its  existence, 
would  be  at  once  put  down.    In  the 
same  way  he  took  the  Department  of 
the  Speaker.     The    most    overworked 
Department  was  that  of  the  Seijeant-at- 
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Arms,  which,  he  said,  was  an  efficient 
Department ;  and  the  manner  in  which 
it  was  conducted  afforded  a  contrast  to 
the  other  Departments  of  the  House. 

Sir  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
he  also  wished  to  press  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Dachj 
of  Lancaster  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  on  thw 
subject.  He  recollected  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  been  very  zealous 
to  introduce  competitive  examinatioQ 
into  the  Foreign  Service  and  Diplo- 
matic Service,  and  that  he  had  broueht 
forward  Motions  on  the  subject.  The 
question  of  competitive  examination  in 
those  Services  had  been  debated  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  he  recollected 
that  there  were  Motions  and  divisions 
upon  it,  and  so  great  had  been  the 
strength  of  public  opinion  on  the  subject 
that  it  forced  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  to  establish  the  system 
of  competitive  examination.  It  now  ap- 
peared that  the  service  of  that  House 
was  placed  in  an  entirely  different  posi- 
tion &om  that  in  which  the  whole  of  the 
service  of  the  State  was  placed.  There- 
fore, he  asked  the  BepresentatiTOs  of  the 
Government  now  on  the  Treasury  Bench 
why  clerks  were  to  be  appointed  to  the 
subordinate  positions  in  tne  service  of 
the  House  without  any  competitrve  exa- 
mination whatever?  The  nomination 
to  those  appointments  appeared  to  his 
to  be  an  undue  power  for  any  official  to 
possess.  Even  Ministers  of  State  had 
not  the  riffht  to  appoint  clerks  to  Par- 
liament. %ut  here,  in  the  House  of 
CommoDs,  in  which  the  principle  of 
competitive  examination  with  reg^ard  to 
appointments  in  the  Public  Service  had 
been  established,  it  would  eeem  thit 
that  was  the  only  Department  in  the 
State  which  ignored  its  own  mles,  and 
allowed  yotmg  men  to  be  appointed 
without  competitive  examination  before 
the  Civil  Service  CommisBioners.  He 
understood  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury  to  say  tliat  Ur. 
Northcote  had  passed  a  test  examina- 
tion. He  would  ask  some  Member  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  say  why 
it  was  that,  with  all  their  interest  in  the 
procedure  of  the  House,  no  Member  of 
the  Government  had  insisted  on  the 
same  competitive  examination  with  i^ 
gard  to  appointments  in  the  s^rrics  of 
the  House  as  they  had  enforced  in  evftr 
other  Department  of  the  State?  H« 
should  be  glad  to  hear  &am  the  ooUe 
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Lord  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
ForeigQ  Affairs,  or  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster,  why  that  g^eat  abuse  had 
been  allowed  to  exist  in  the  House  of 
Commons  when  it  did  not  exist  in  any 
other  Department  of  the  State  ? 

Mb.  HIBBERT  said,  he  would  point 
oot,  in  reply  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Portsmouth  (Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff), 
that  the  appointments  of  the  Clerks  of 
the  House  were  made  by  the  Clerk  of 
the  House  under  an  Act  of  Parliament 
passed  in  the  Eeign  of  George  III.  Up 
to  the  present  time  the  appointments  had 
always  been  made  by  the  Clerk  of  the 
House  under  that  Statute.  There  was 
no  competitive  examination  in  the  case 
of  those  appointments  such  as  had  been 
suggested  by  the  hon.  Gentleman ;  but 
there  was  a  test  examination,  and,  look- 
ing at  the  clerks  who  entered  the  ser- 
vice of  the  House  of  Commons,  he  did 
not  know  that  the  system  of  test  exa* 
mioations  in  force  had  provided  them 
with  an  inferior  staff  to  those  of  other 
Departments  in  which  competitive  exa- 
mination had  been  adopted.  He  had 
seen  a  great  deal  of  the  clerks  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  he  thought 
they  were  men  quite  as  capable  of  doing 
the  work  they  had  to  perform  as  if  they 
had  been  brought  into  the  position  by 
competitive  examination.  At  the  same 
time,  he  did  not  say  that  it  was  not  a 
stronff  argument  to  urge  that  there 
should  be  competitive  examination  for 
those  appointments ;  but  he  would  point 
out  that  if  any  alteration  were  to  be 
made,  it  wotdd  require  consideration  on 
the  part  of  the  Authorities  of  the  House, 
and»  of  course,  he  was  not  prepared  to 
enter  into  that  question. 

Ur.  sexton  said,  in  looking  at  that 
Vote  for  the  House  of  Commons  Officers, 
there  was  one  matter  connected  with  it 
on  which  hon.  Members  could  all  agree, 
and  that  was  the  uniform  urbanity  of 
the  Serjeant-at-Arms  and  his  assistants 
in  everything  relating  to  their  conveni- 
ence. With  regard  to  the  question  of 
the  examination  of  clerks  on  their  ap- 
pointment to  the  service  of  the  House, 
ne  had  listened  with  interest  to  the  dis- 
cussion whidi  had  taken  place,  and  he 
was  bound  to  say  that  he  thought  both 
the  hon.  Member  for  Louth  (Mr.  Callan) 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Portsmouth 
(Sir  H.  Dmmmond  Wolff)  had  done 
a  public  service  in  calling  attention  to 


that  subject.     Most  Members  of  the 
House  would  agree  with  what  had  fallen 
from  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  as  to  the  general  effi- 
ciency of  the  staff  of   Clerks  of  the 
House.     His  own  experience  was  that 
they  were  both  courteous  and  efficient. 
But  that  was  beside  the  question ;  and 
although  hon.   Members  might  agree 
that  the  present  clerks  were  £t  to  hold 
their  office,  it  did  not  by  any  means 
follow  that  the  system  under  which  they 
were  appointed  was  one  which  ought  to 
be  continued.    Now,    what    were    the 
arguments  in  support  of  the  present  sys- 
tem ?  The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  in  justifying  appoint- 
ments by  the  Clerk  of  the  House,  had 
fallen  back  on  a  Statute  of  George  III. 
But  that  Monarch  ascended  the  Throne 
135  years  ago,  and  the  Committee  would 
know  very  well  that  a  great  many  things 
happened  in  the  Eeign  of  George  III. 
which  no  one  would  attempt  to  justify 
at  the  present  day.    Why  should  the 
Clerk  of  the  House  have  this  patronage  ? 
[Mr.  HiBBERT :    I  have  not  defended 
the  system.]     He  was  glad  to  have  that 
declaration  from  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
He  asked  why  the  Clerk  of  the  House 
should  have  this  patronage?  Why  should 
the  Business  of  the  most  important  As- 
sembly in  the  country — the  Business  of 
the  Departments  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons— ^be  discharged  by  men  appointed 
under  a  system  which  went  back  further 
than  the  days  when,  in  the  language  of 
Lord  Macaulay,  votes  were  bought  and 
sold  in  Smithfield?    Why  should  the 
ghastly  corruption  of  the  18th  century 
have  a  place  in  the  19th?    He  main- 
tained that  if  it  were  necessary  to  carry 
out  the  system  of  competitive  examina- 
tion in  respect  of  the  appointments  of 
officials  in  the  various  Departments  of 
the  Public  Service,  it  was  equally  neces- 
sary that  there  should  be  competitive 
examination  in  the  case  of  appointments 
to  the  Departments  of  the  House  of 
Commons.    With  regard  to  what  had 
fallen  from  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  on 
the  subject  of  the  want  of  proper  ac- 
commodation  for  Members  of  the  House, 
he  would  point  out  to  the  Committee 
that  one  of  the  officials  of  the  House  of 
Lords  had  the  use  of  six  rooms.     His 
hon.  Friend  had  made  the  very  mode- 
rate proposal  that  tables  and  chairs, 
with  the  necessary  writing  materials, 
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should  be  placed  in  the  Central  Lobby, 
60  that  Members  of  the  House  under 
pressure  of  their  own  business  and  of 
public  affairs  should  be  saved  from 
having  to  resort  to  the  grotesque  expe- 
dient of  endeavouring  to  sign  letters 
upon  their  knees.  If  the  Government 
were  not  prepared  to  provide  Members 
with  shorthand  writers,  on  the  ground 
that  it  might  interfere  with  the  Post 
Office  arrangements  to  which  his  hon. 
Priend  had  alluded,  he  pointed  out  that 
it  would  only  be  necessary  for  the  offi- 
cials of  the  Government  to  go  into  the 
Library  and  open  and  read  the  letters 
before  they  were  posted.  He  would  be 
glad  to  know  whether  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means  was  an  official  subject 
or  not  to  any  other  official  of  the  House 
— whether  he  was  subject  to  the  Bules 
laid  down  by  the  House  with  reference 
to  such  occasions  when  disorder  arose 
in  the  House ;  when  Beport  was  made 
to  the  House,  and  when  Eeport  had  to 
be  made  with  regard  to  certain  proceed- 
ings in  Committee  relating  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers and  otherwise?  He  believed  he 
was  correct  in  stating  that  the  Chairman 
of  Ways  and  Means  was  subject  to  no 
other  authority  than  the  Bules  laid 
down  by  the  Members  of  the  House. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
he  had  been  rather  astonished  by  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man accused  him  of  being  a  reformer ; 
but  he  might  describe  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man as  an  old  retrogressive  Tory,  be- 
cause his  arguments  were  always  made 
use  of  as  reasons  against  reforms  in  the 
Public  Service.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
had  made  a  statement  in  the  course  of 
his  speech  to  which  he  could  assent — 
namely,  that  the  Clerks  of  the  House 
were  an  admirable  set  of  men.  He  quite 
agreed  with  that  view ;  but  the  clerks 
at  the  Admiralty  and  in  other  Depart- 
ments of  the  State  were  also  an  ad- 
mirable class  of  men,  and  therefore  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  no 
argument  in  favour  of  appointments  to 
clerkships  in  the  House  of  Commons 
being  made  without  competitive  exami- 
nation. He  might  call  attention  to  the 
argument  in  reference  to  the  abolition  of 
purchase  in  the  Army,  when  it  was  said 
that  the  officers  of  the  Army  were  so 
good  that  no  change  was  necessary.  But 
he  wished  to  have  an  answer  on  the 
question   of  appointments   from  some 
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Members  of  the  Government — some  of 
those  reformers  who  with  magnificent 
perorations  wound  up  speech  after  speech 
on  the  subject  of  competitive  exami- 
nation.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentiemaa 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancas- 
ter (Mr.  Trevelyan)  could  perorate  on 
the  subject  of  competitive  examination 
in  the  Public  Service,  why  could  he  not 
perorate  on  this  subject  relating  to  the 
clerks  of  the  House  of  Commons  ?  Ho 
thought  the  Committee  were  entitled  to 
some  further  reply  on  the  question  that 
had  been  raised. 

Mr.  TBEVELYAN  said,  'that,  nn- 
doubtedly,  the  arguments  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Portsmouth  (Sir  H.  Drum- 
mond  Wolff)  were  unanswerable.  There 
was  no  reason  whatever  that  the  great 
principles  of  competition  which  had  sac- 
ceeded  so  admirably  in  the  Civil  Service 
and  in  the  Army  and  Navy  should  not 
be  applied  to  that  House.  The  present 
state  of  things  was  an  admitted  anomaly. 
It  existed  because  it  was  under  cover  of 
a  Statute.  There  was  no  doubt  that  the 
general  standard  of  public  morality  with 
regard  to  appointments  in  the  different 
Services  had  been  enormously  elevated 
by  means  of  the  system  of  competition 
which  the  hon.  Member  had  so  elo- 
quently described.  The  appointments 
in  that  House  however,  were  admirably 
managed ;  and  the  reason  of  it  was  that 
they  were  in  the  hands  of  a  gentlemaa 
who  discharged  his  functions  with  pubhe 
spirit  enlightened  by  very  great  aoility. 
The  system  was  none  the  less  anomaloiu; 
and  he  was  quite  certain  that  the  legis- 
lative measure  for  which  they  were  all 
sighing,  and  by  which  the  Statate  wtraU 
be  altered,  would  receive  the  most 
thorough  and  the  most  respectful  coo* 
sideration  of  the  Gtovemment. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  said,  he  was  sorry  to 
disagree  with  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber fur  Portsmouth  (Sir  H.  Drummood 
Wolff),  and  he  was  glad  to  hear  the  re- 
marks of  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  tks 
Chancellor  of  tibie  Dachy  of  Lancaitier 
(Mr.  Trevelyan).  There  was  no  on«  in 
the  House  who  knew  more  about  oom- 
petitive  examinations  than  the  rigkt 
hon.  Gentleman.  He  (Mr.  Ondow)  was 
one  of  those  who  doubted  whether  the 
Public  Services  in  England  or  abroad 
had  been  benefited  by  competidre  ex- 
aminations. Li  his  opinion  they  had 
just  as  good  men  formerly  as  now. 
Certainly  an  exception  oQ^ht  to  b« 
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in  the  case  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
The  gentlemen  who  discharged  the 
duties  of  clerks  in  the  House  should 
essentially  be  gentlemen ;  and  he  (Mr. 
Onslow)  trusted  implicitly  in  the  gen- 
tleman who  now  made  the  appoint- 
ments. He  defied  anyone  to  get,  no  mat- 
ter what  the  system  adopted  was,  a  better 
class  of  men  than  they  had  at  the  pre- 
sent time.  Considering  that  everything 
had  worked  well,  and  that  no  complaints 
whatever  had  been  made  about  the 
clerks,  he  hoped  his  hon.  Friend  would 
not  pursue  his  course.  He  (Mr.  Onelow) 
was  very  glad  to  hear  that  the  son  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  had 
recently  received  an  appointment  as 
Clerk  in  the  House  of  Commons,  and  he 
thought  that  his  views  would  be  shared 
by  every  Member  in  the  House.  What- 
ever political  views  the  gentleman  who 
now  made  the  appointments  might  hold, 
there  was  no  one  in  the  House  who  could 
accuse  him  of  jobbery.  Why  not  let 
things  remain  as  they  were  now  ?  They 
could  not  be  improved ;  and  better  men 
could  not  be  obtained.  He  hoped  his 
hon.  Friend  would  not  press  his  Motion 
to  a  division. 

SiE  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
that  as  a  matter  of  fact  there  was  no 
Motion  before  the  Committee,  and  there 
would  be  no  division.  He  should  cer- 
tainly, however,  bring  the  subject  for- 
ward on  another  occasion. 

Mr.  HEALY  suggested  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff) 
should  bring  in  a  Bill  on  the  subject,  in 
order  to  see  with  what  energy  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Hibbert)  and 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
(Mr.  Trevelyan)  would  address  them- 
selves to  legislation  on  the  matter.  He 
(Mr.  Healy)  did  not  rise,  however,  to 
pursue  this  subject,  but  for  the  purpose 
of  directing  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  quite  a  different  matter.  In 
the  month  of  last  July,  when  this  Vote 
was  proposed,  he  raised  the  question  of 
the  propriety  of  having  a  Select  Com- 
mittee of  experienced  Members  to  assist 
the  Clerks  at  the  Table  in  the  revision 
of  Questions,  and  in  the  assistance  they 
gave  to  Mr.  Speaker  on  points  of  Order. 
On  the  occasion  to  which  he  referred  he 
drew  attention  to  the  enormous  labours 
thrown  upon  the  clerks,  and  to  the  fact 
that  when  a  Speaker  or  Chairman  of 
Committee  was  new  to  his  duties,  which. 


of  course,  was  not  the  case  with  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Sir  Arthur  Otway),  it  mutt 
necessarily  happen  that,  to  a  great  ex* 
tent,  the  gentlemen  who  were  in  charge 
of  the  Bouse,  and  who  controlled  all 
its  functions,  must  be  the  officers  at 
the  Table.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr. 
Childers),  in  replying  to  him  (Mr.  Healy), 
said  that  the  matter  was  one  which  was 
open  to  consideration,  though  it  was  not 
likely  the  House  would  be  inclined  to 
change  its  long-standing  practice.  Now, 
it  appeared  to  him  (Mr.  Healy)  rather  a 
hard  thing  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir 
Arthur  Otway)  should  have  the  power 
of  summarily  silencing  Bepresentatives 
of  the  people  without  there  being  any 
appeal.  Whatever  confidence  was  placed 
in  the  officers  of  the  House,  he  could  not 
help  thinking  it  was  advisable  to  have 
an  influential,  and  impartial,  and  inde- 
pendent tribunal,  drawn  by  lot  or  no- 
mination from  the  general  body  of  Mem- 
bers, in  the  same  way  as  the  Committee 
of  Selection  was  drawn,  to  whom  ques- 
tions might  be  referred,  and  to  whom 
Members  would  have  a  right  of  appeal. 
He  could  not  but  believe  that,  if  such 
were  the  case,  the  rulings  of  the  Chair 
would  be  received  with  much  more 
satisfaction  than  they  were  at  the  pre* 
sent  time.  For  instance,  a  Speaker,  in 
a  moment  of  pique,  might  ride  an  hon. 
Member  to  be  out  of  Order,  or  a  Speaker 
might  misimderstand  an  hon.  Member, 
and  rule  him  out  of  Order.  It  was  only  the 
other  day  that  he  was  ruled  out  of  Order 
for  referring  to  the  Orange  Party  in  Ire- 
land as  the  **  toothless  Orange  Party." 
The  Speaker  thought  he  said  '^  truth- 
less; "  but  that  was  altogether  a  mistake. 
Again,  the  word  **  snobs,"  which  was  used 
the  other  day,  was  ruled  out  of  Order.  Of 
course,  those  were  only  trivial  instances 
of  the  inconvenience  which  arose  under 
the  present  system ;  but  when  it  came 
to  be  a  matter  of  a  Member  losing  his 
liberty  of  action  in  the  House  for  an 
entire  week — when  be  was  excluded,  not 
only  from  participation  in  the  debates 
in  the  House,  but  from  voting,  and  from 
attendance  on  Select  Committees — it  was 
very  necessary  that  there  should  be  a 
tribunal  to  whom  questions  of  that  kind 
might  be  referred.  It  could  not  be  de- 
nied that  the  Clerks  at  the  Table  could 
exercise,  if  they  were  so  pleased,  almost 
uncontrolled  power  over  the  Speaker ; 
because  if  the  Speaker  happened,   as 
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must  be  the  case  in  a  new  Parliament, 
to  be  newly-elected,  lie  was  obliged, 
on  nearly  every  question,  to  refer 
to  the  clerks  for  guidance.  No  one 
had  more  reason  to  be  thankful  to 
the  Clerks  at  the  Table  than  he  (Mr. 
Healy)  had,  because  he  supposed  he 
troubled  them  as  often  as  anyone  else, 
and  he  had  never  failed  to  receive  illu- 
mination from  them  ;  he  had  generally 
found  that  he  was  wrong,  and  that  they 
were  right,  upon  matters  on  which  he 
had  had  occasion  to  confer  with  them. 
They  were  gentlemen  of  many  years 
experience  in  the  House,  and  no  one 
could  pretend  to  have  the  same  amount 
of  knowledge  of  the  Forms  of  the  House 
as  they ;  but  he  objected  to  anj  gentle- 
man, no  matter  how  great  his  experi- 
ence, having  the  right  to  give,  without 
revision,  an  opinion  on  which  the  Chair 
might  act,  and  with  regard  to  which 
hon.  Members  had  no  power  of  appeal. 
He  really  did  think  that  if  Gentlemen 
like  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Cambridge 
(Mr.  Baikes),  or  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread), 
or  Gentlemen  who  had  filled  official 
positions  in  the  House,  would  under- 
take the  duties,  so  to  speak,  of  a  Court 
of  Appeal,  very  great  good  would  re- 
sult. If  hon.  Members  could  refer  to 
the  Gentlemen  he  had  mentioned  for 
direction,  if  questions  could  be  sub- 
mitted to  them  for  revision,  if  matters 
occurnng  one  day  could  be  adjudged 
upon  the  next  day  by  such  Gentlemen — 
not  in  hot  blood,  but  in  a  cool  and  col- 
lected manner — if,  when  the  Speaker, 
for  instance,  had  ruled  an  hon.  Member 
out  of  Order,  or  a  particular  expression 
to  be  out  of  Order,  or  had  suspended  an 
hon.  Member  for  a  week  or  a  fortnight, 
or  for  the  whole  Session,  an  appeal 
could  be  made  to  an  impartial  and  inde< 
pendent  tribunal,  it  would  be  very  satis- 
factory. An  hon.  Member  who  had  in- 
curred the  censure  of  the  Chair  would 
feel  much  more  satisfied  if  he  knew  that 
the  ruling  of  the  Speaker  had  been  re- 
inforced by  the  decision  of  an  indepen- 
dent tribunal.  Parliament  would  be 
much  more  democratic  in  the  future 
than  it  was  at  present — at  least,  it  was 
supposed  that  it  would  so  become.  Mem- 
bers of  less  experience  would  enter  it, 
and  there  would  probably  be  more  fric- 
tion between  the  democracy  and  the 
Choir  than  there  was  at  present,  and  in 
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that  event  it  was  very  necessary  that 
what  he  suggested  should  be  adopted. 
There  was  one  matter  in  particular  in 
which  the  Clerks  at  the  Table  necessanlj 
exercised  an  almost  complete  controL  It 
was  quite  impossible  that  the  Speaker 
could  revise  50  or  60  Questions;  and, 
therefore,  the  duty  devolved  upon  the 
Clerks  at  the  Table.  K  an  hon.  Gentie- 
man  asked  a  Question  on  foreign  poliej 
which  was  inconvenient  to  the  GK>veni* 
ment,  and  it  was  stopped  at  the  Table, 
it  would  be  much  more  satisfactory  to  the 
Questioner  [if  he  could  refer  the  matter 
to  a  Committee  of  Gentlemen  on  whom 
the  House  generally  could  place  reliance. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Eye  (Mr.  Aehmead- 
Bartlett)  and  the  hon.  Member  lor 
Portsmouth  (Sir  H.  Drummond  W<^ 
would  feel  greatly  relieved,  if  Qaestioiii 
of  theirs  were  stopped,  if  they  knew 
that  an  independent  ^ibunal,  altogethsr 
apart  from  tlie  Clerks  at  the  Table,  had 
sat  and  pronounced  upon  the  proprieiy 
of  the  Questions.  He  did  not  intend  to 
take  up  the  time  of  the  Committee  any 
longer.  He  had  laid  his  views  before 
the  Committee  on  a  previous  occaaioo, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  theOhaa- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Childers) 
was  good  enough  to  say  that,  althougk 
they  were  not  very  feasible,  tiiey  oa^t 
not  to  be  entirely  excluded  from  the 
scope  of  consideration.  In  view  of  what 
was  happening,  and  in  view  of  the  fmc^ 
that  the  Speaker  in  the  new  PailiamMEt 
must  necessarily  be  inexperienced,  it 
was  not  right  that  BepresentatiTes  of 
the  people,  who  had  been  elected  be- 
cause, in  the  opinion  of  their  oonali* 
tuents,  of  their  fitness,  should  be  ex- 
pelled like  unruly  children  ^m  the 
Chamber  simply,  perhaps,  upon  the  irate 
feeling  of  the  Speaker.  Of  course,  thej 
knew  that  the  present  Speaker  n 
lost  his  temper,  and  his  remarks  in 
sense  applied  to  that  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. As  to  the  Chairman  (Sir  Aitbvr 
Otway),  he  (Mr.  Healy)  must  franUy 
acknowledge  that  on  all  ooeasioiis  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  exercised  the 
greatest  consideration  and  courteej  to- 
wards all  Members  of  the  House. 

The  Mabqubss  of  HABTINGTON 
said,  that  the  hon.  Member  had  made 
his  suggestion  with  great  moderation. 
He  could  find  no  fault  with  the  boa. 
Member  for  bringing  forward  thia  qae^ 
tion,  or  with  the  manner  in  which  h* 
had  brought  it  forward.    He  must  at. 
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however,  that  at  the  first  blueh  it  ap- 
peared to  him  that  the  suggestion  was 
one  which  could  not  be  entertained  by 
the  House.  The  hon.  Member  had  said 
that  they  looked  forward  to  a  more 
democratic  Parliament  in  the  future,  and 
that  other  Begulations  than  those  which 
at  present  obtained  would  have  to  be 
made.  Well,  that  might  be  the  case ;  but 
he  thought  that  it  was  very  undesirable 
for  the  House  of  Commons  to  look  for- 
ward to  what  might  be  necessary  in  the 
future.  What  they  had  to  deal  with 
was  the  House  of  Commons  that  existed 
now  ;  and  it  appeared  to  him  that  the 
powers  which  were  intrusted  to  the 
Speaker  and  to  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees were  adequate  for  the  proper 
discharge  of  the  duties  of  those  Gentle- 
men, and  adequate — but  not  more  than 
adequate — forthepreservation  and  main- 
tenance of  Order  in  debate.  The  hon. 
Member  had  suggested  that  the  Clerks 
at  the  Table  and  the  Speaker  should  be 
assisted  by  a  Committee  in  the  duty  of 
rerisinf^  Questions  which  were  placed 
on  the  Paper.  The  hon.  Member  brought 
forward  that  subject  last  year,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Childers)  gave,  what 
appeared  to  him  (the  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington),  an  extremely  reasonable  answer 
— namely,  that  the  hon.  Member  him- 
8^  and  other  hon.  Members,  who  were 
a  good  deal  in  the  habit  of  putting 
Questions  to  Ministers,  would  be  the 
first  to  object  to  any  such  change  of 
procedure  if  their  Questions  had  to  wait 
very  long  for  revision — to  wait,  it  might 
be,  until  all  interest  in  them  was  lost. 
The  hon.  Member  had  carried  his  sug- 
gestion a  good  deal  further,  for  he  had 
said  there  should  be  a  Court  of  Appeal, 
consisting  of  a  number  of  experienced 
Members  of  the  House, .and  that  that 
Court  of  Appeal  should  have  the  power 
of  revising  the  decisions  of  the  Speaker 
and  of  the  Chairman  of  Committees. 
Now,  that  was  certainly  a  suggestion  to 
which  he  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington) 
could  not  give  any  concurrence  what- 
ever. It  appeared  to  him  that  the  powers 
which  were  intrusted  to  the  Speaker  and 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  were  powers 
necessarily  of  a  somewhat  autocratic 
character — powers  which  were  absolutely 
necessary  for  the  preservation  of  the  de- 
cency and  order  of  debate  in  the  House. 
If  the  functions  of  such  a  Committee  as 
had  been  suggested  by  the  hon.  Member 


were  anything  but  nominal,  the  exercise 
of  such  functions  would,  in  his  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington's)  opinion,  be 
destructive  of  the  authority  of  the  Chair. 
How  could  a  Speaker  maintain  any 
effective  authority  over  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  House,  and  expect  to  have 
his  decisions  respected,  if  his  decisions 
were  subject  to  appeal;  and  if  in  the 
course  of  a  few  days  a  Committee  of 
experts,  such  as  had  been  suggested, 
were  to  overrule  the  decision  which  the 
Speaker  had  given  ?  It  seemed  to  him 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  that  all 
they  could  do  was  to  elect  that  Member 
from  amongst  themselves,  in  whose  fair- 
ness, and  impartiality,  and  knowledge  of 
the  Eules  of  their  procedure,  the  House 
had  confidence  ;  and,  having  so  elected 
that  Member  from  amongst  themselves, 
to  place  great  powers  in  his  hands  and 
implicit  confidence  in  his  authority.  For 
those  reasons  it  was  quite  impossible  for 
him  to  give  any  support  to  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy). 

Mr.  GBEGOEY  said,  that  the  pro- 
position of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy)  struck 
directly  at  the  authority  of  the  Chair. 
It  was  quite  impossible,  in  the  interest 
of  proper  debate,  that  the  decisions  of 
the  Speaker  or  of  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  should  be  subject  to  appeal. 
The  House  selected  its  Speaker  and  its 
Chairman  because  of  their  authority  in 
the  House,  and  because  they  were 
learned  in  its  traditions  and  its  busi- 
ness ;  and  they  reposed  in  those  Gentle- 
men the  most  absolute  confidence.  If 
it  was  shown  that  that  confidence  was 
not  justified  by  anything  in  the  rulings 
from  the  Chair,  it  was  quite  clear  that 
the  decisions  of  the  Chair  would  not  be 
of  long  standing.  The  adoption  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member's  suggestion 
would  be  destructive  of  all  authority  in 
the  House. 

Mb.  healy  said,  that  perhaps  the 
Committee  would  allow  him  to  say  a 
few  words  for  the  purpose  of  correcting, 
to  some  extent,  the  remarks  the  noble 
Marquess  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  had  made. 
The  noble  Marquess  had  entirely  ad- 
dressed himself  to  this  subject  from  the 
point  of  view  of  maintaining  the  autho- 
rity of  the  Chair.  He  would  ask  the 
noble  Marquess,  was  there  no  other 
authority  in  the  House  to  maintain? 


911 


Supply —  Civil 


{COMMONS} 


Service  Eatimate*. 


912 


Were  the  rights  of  the  Eepresentatives  of 
the  people  not  to  be  maintained?  It 
was  all  very  well  to  talk  about  the 
authority  of  the  Chair.  Nobody  objected 
more  strongly  than  the  English  people 
to  the  Infallibility  of  the  Pope.  The 
English  people  railed  at  Homan  Catho- 
lics in  the  most  extraordinary  manner 
because  they  subscribed  to  the  Pope's 
supreme  authority  upon  Divine  and  re- 
ligious matters  ;  but  here  they  were 
dealing  with  human  affairs,  upon  which 
every  person  could  form  a  judgment  of 
their  own,  and  with  regard  to  which 
hon.  Members  met  in  the  House  all  to- 
gether upon  an  independent  and  equal 
basis.  He  asked  the  noble  Marquess  if 
it  were  not  possible  for  them  to  have  a 
hasty  or  angry  Speaker ;  and  was  it  to 
be  tolerated  that  the  rights  of  600  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament,  elected  by  the  people 
to  carry  out  their  will,  should  be  entirely 
at  the  mercy  of  one  man,  without  ap- 
peal ?  He  thought  it  was  very  desirable 
that  the  Speaker  and  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees should  have  the  right  of  revising 
their  own  decisions,  and  that  right  the 
present  Bules  did  not  give.  If  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  ruled  him  (Mr. 
Healy)  to  be  out  of  Order,  he  was  bound 
to  respect  the  authority  of  the  Chair, 
because  he  had  no  means  of  questioning 
the  decision  ;  but  if  he  had  the  means 
of  arguing  the  point,  without  meaning 
any  disrespect  or  discourtesy  to  the 
Chairman,  he  might  be  able  to  prove 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  'Was  in  the 
wrong.  It  might  happen  that  once  in 
10  times  he  (Mr.  Healy)  might  be  right, 
and  the  Chairman  wrong;  and,  there- 
fore, his  point  was  this — that  granted 
the  Chairman  might  once  out  of  10 
times  be  wrong,  and  he  (Mr.  Healy) 
right,  the  Chairman  should  have  the 
right  and  power  to  revise  his  decision. 
At  present,  if  the  Speaker  or  the  Chair- 
man, acting  upon  the  suggestion  of  one 
of  the  Clerks  at  the  Table,  said  that  he 
(Mr.  Healy)  was  out  of  Order,  or  that 
an  expression  he  used  was  out  of  Order, 
the  Speaker  or  Chairman  had  no  power 
to  revise  the  decision.  The  decision  ap- 
peared upon  the  pages  of  JBaMard,  and 
it  became  for  all  time  a  cast-iron  de- 
cision. All  he  wanted  was,  that  the 
Speaker  or  Chairman,  as  the  case  might 
be,  should  have  power  to  revise  his  de- 
cision, if  necessary,  with  the  assistance 
of  experts,  so  that  if  it  should  happen 
that  an  hon.  Member,  who  had   been 
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ruled  out  of  Order,  was  able,  bj  letter 
or  other  private  communicatian,  to  show 
the  Speaker  or  Chairman  of  Oom- 
mittees  that  he  had  mistaken  the  arga- 
ment  addressed  to  him,  and  that  the 
Speaker  or  Chairman  was  entirely  in 
error,  it  should  be  within  the  pow^ 
of  the  Chair  to  remedy  his  error.  At 
present  a  Member,  whose  vote  on  a 
question  of  peace  or  war  might  torn 
the  scale,  could  be  suspended  for  a 
whole  week,  at  the  instigation  of  the 
Speaker;  and  it  might  so  happen  that 
during  that  week  a  most  momentoiu 
decision  was  arrived  at.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  the  position  of  the  Speaker  in 
the  House  of  Commons  was  more  infal- 
lible than  the  Pope's  position  in  the 
Catholic  Church.  The  Pope  was  pro- 
vided with  a  Council,  but  the  Speaker 
of  the  House  of  Commons  was  provided 
with  nothing  of  the  kind.  It  wonld  be 
to  the  advantage  of  debate,  and  it  wonld 
not  in  the  least  detract  or  derogate  from 
the  position  of  Speaker  or  Chairman  of 
Committees,  if  those  Gentleman  had  some 
authority  to  guide  them,  independently 
of  the  Clerks  at  the  Table.  As  he  had 
said  before,  they  had  all  very  great  re- 
spect for  the  gentlemen  at  the  Table; 
but  it  was  quite  evident  that  those  gen- 
tlemen were  bound  to  impart  into  all 
their  rulings  something  of  what  he 
might  call  a  professional  spirit.  Thej 
very  naturally  desired  to  see  the  work 
of  the  Government  done,  and  they  did 
their  best  to  facilitate  the  work  of  the 
House.  A  Committee  of  independent 
Members  of  the  House,  drawn  from  both 
Parties,  would,  he  believe,  take  an  in- 
dependent and  impartial  view  ;  and  it 
was  under  these  circumstances  that  he 
appealed  to  the  noble  Marquess  not  to 
be  led  away  with  the  idea  that  there 
was  nothing  in  the  House  to  be  pre- 
served but  the  authority  of  the  Chair. 
At  present,  when  the  political  tempera- 
ture was  at  a  great  heat,  as  it  might  be» 
for  instance,  if  war  were  declared  to* 
morrow,  there  would  be  no  power 
standing  between  the  rights  of  minori- 
ties and  the  position  of  the  Chair.  He 
maintained  it  was  very  desirable  that 
there  should  be  some  Court  of  AppesL 
£0  that  if  wrong  had  been  done  hoa. 
Members  should  feel  that  there  was 
an  authority  which  should  set  mattm 
right. 

Mr.  SEXTON  said,  he  noticed  that 
the  Gerk  of  the  House  was  providsd 
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he  was  sure  that  there  was  soarcely  an  in- 
dustrious Member  of  the  House  who 
had  not  had  occasion  to  go  to  him,  and 
had  not  received  from  him  the  greatest 
assistance.  That  gentleman  was  a  very 
quiet,  unobtrusive  person,  limited  to  the 
maximum  salary  of  £300  a-year.  That 
maximum  had  been  reached,  and  that 
gentleman  had  been  standing  at  it  now 
K>r  some  time.  He  was  not  likely  to 
apply  for  an  increase  himself,  and  he 
(Mr.  A.  O'Connor)  had  not  heard  from 
him  or  from  anyone  else  that  he  was 
dissatisfied.  However,  the  fact  remained 
the  same  that  that  official  was  not  paid 
a  fair  remuneration  for  the  quality  of 
the  service  he  performed.  He  knew  so 
little  about  that  gentleman  that  he  was 
not  even  acquainted  with  his  name; 
but  if  no  one  else  would  do  so,  at  any 
rate  he  (Mr.  A.  O'Connor)  would  not 
neglect  the  opportunity  of  saying  a  word 
for  him.  He  would  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  whether  that  gentleman 
could  not  be  allowed  something  more 
handsome  than  £300  a-year  ? 

Mn.  HIBBEBT  said,  that  before  he 
replied  to  the  hon.  Gentleman,  he  wished 
to  say  that,  with  respect  to  the  attend- 
ants in  the  Office  of  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means,  they  were  not  really 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  attendants  at  all ; 
they  were  merely  attendants  in  the  Pri- 
vate BiU  Office. 

CoLONSL  NOLAN  :  Why  are  they 
connected  with  the  Office  of  the  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means  ? 

Mb.  HIBBEBT  :  Because  the  Private 
Bill  Committees  come  under  iiis  Depart- 
ment. The  messengers  are  not  in  atten- 
dance upon  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means,  however.  With  regard  to  the 
gentleman  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Queen's  County  (Mr.  A.  O'Con- 
nor), I  have  to  say  that  tiie  Government 
have  no  power  over  these  salaries  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  These  salaries  are 
fixed  by  Commissioners.  There  are  cer- 
tain Commissioners  who  have  the  man- 
agement of  these  matters. 

Mb.  HEALY  :  Who  are  they  ? 

Mb.  HIBBEBT:  They  are  certain 
Members,  four  or  five  in  number. 

Mb.  HE  ALT:  Members  of  the 
House  ? 

Mb.  HIBBEBT :  I  do  not  know ;  but 
lean  say  that  the  Prime  Minister  and  the 
OhanceUor  of  the  Exchequer  belong  to 
the  Commission.  There  are  four  or  five 
who  fix  the  salaries  of  the  officers.  With 


regard  to  the  matters  I  have  referred  to, 
and  also  in  regard  to  the  Clerks  at  the 
Table,  the  whole  question  of  salaries 
should  be  raised  before  the  Commis- 
sioners who  have  the  management  of 
the  matter.  It  is  not  a  matter  for  the 
Government,  though  I  should  be  glad 
to  consider  any  point  which  the  hon. 
Member  may  submit  to  me,  and  com- 
municate it  to  the  Government. 

Mb.  ABTHUB  O'CONNOB  said,  he 
made  it  an  invariable  rule  never  to  have 
any  communication  with  a  Member  of 
the  Government  except  across  the  floor 
of  the  House ;  therefore,  he  did  not  feel 
disposed  to  consult  either  of  the  high 
functionaries  to  whom  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  referred.  If  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  mention  to  them  what  had 
passed,  however,  he  should  be  glad. 

Mb.  HIBBEBT:  I  shall  take  care  to 
do  so. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  he  had  not  yet 
had  an  answer  to  his  question  with  re- 
gard to  the  residence  of  those  clerks 
who  at  present  had  to  go  home  after 
the  House  rose.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  would  put  the  First  Commis- 
missioner  of  Works  in  motion,  it  would 
be  well  for  him  to  consider  whether 
there  could  not  be  a  more  convenient 
disposal  of  the  spare  space  in  the  Par- 
liament building,  particular  in  connec« 
tion  with  the  House  of  Lords,  than  at 
present  adopted. 

Mb.  HIBBEBT  said,  he  should  be 
glad  to  bring  that  matter  before  the 
notice  of  the  Chief  Commissioner  of 
Works. 

Mb.  BIGGAB  said,  he  should  like  to 
put  a  question  to  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  with  regard  to  Mr.  Speaker's 
counsel.  He  (Mr.  Biggar)  did  not  know 
who  he  was  or  what  his  duties  were, 
but  he  should  like  to  know  what  value 
they  got  for  their  money  ? 

Mb.  HIBBEBT  said,  he  believed  the 
duties  of  counsel  to  the  Speaker  were 
very  important  duties.  That  gentleman 
had  to  be  consulted  on  very  important 

goints,  and  it  was  quite  open  to  any 
[ember  of  the  House  who  presided  at 
a  Private  Bill  Committee,  or  who  had  to 
do  with  any  other  Committee,  if  a  ques- 
tion of  law  arose,  to  consult  the  counsel. 
It  was  really  a  very  great  advantage  t^ 
be  able  to  consult  a  legal  authority  in 
that  way.  He  (Mr.  Hibbert)  himself 
had  experienced  the  advantage  of  hav- 
ing that  legal  authority  to  appeal  to  in 
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would  know  the  people  to  whom  he  was 
Teferring,  beoaase  the  hoo.  Geatleman 
had  one  himself.  They  were  people 
eo^ged  to  attend  on  the  roams  ot  the 
officers  of  the  House ;  and  he  (Colonel 
Nolan)  was  pointiugout  that  those  were 
mdividualB  with  whom  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers had  nothing  to  do,  for  the  reason 
that  no  rooms  were  allowed  to  the  Irish 
Members.  He  did  not  say  the  Irish 
Members  objected  to  having  no  office- 
keepers — what  they  objected  to  was 
that  they  had  no  offices  for  offioe-koepers 
to  attend  to.  If  he  got  some  explana- 
tion from  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
as  to  the  Vote  this  subject  would  more 
properly  come  under,  he  would  defer 
his  obserrations  and  move  the  reduction 
in  its  proper  place.  He  wished  to  know 
who  was  responsible  for  the  allotting  of 
rooms  in  the  House?  Was  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  ? 

Mb.  HIBBEET  :  No. 

CoLONiL  NOLAN:  Then  is  the 
Speaker  ? 

Ma.  HIBBEBT :  Yes ;  the  Speaker, 
with  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works. 

Colonel  NOLAN :  Perhaps,  Mr. 
Ghainnan.^you  would  rule  that  I  am  in 
Order  in  speaking  on  the  allotment  of 
rooms? 

The  CHAIKMAN  :  The  fact  that  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  would  make 
his  Dbservations  on  the  question  of  the 
allotment  of  rooms  does  not  alter  the 
case  in  the  least.  If  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  wishes  to  go  into  that  question 
it  must  be  on  the  Building  Vote.  The 
Question  before  the  Committee  is  the 
salaries  of  the  officials  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  has  nothing  whatever  to 
do  with  the  allotment  of  rooms. 

CotoHBi.  NOLAN  said,  that  if  the 


did ;  however,  ho  wonld  bring  that 
matter  up  on  ^e  next  Vote.  He  w<mld 
remind  hon.  Members  of  the  case  of  Mr. 
Bui^^eas  in  the  late  Parliament.  Hr. 
Burgess  was  in  the  interest  of  the  Ge- 
vemment,  and  his  assistant  in  the  ii- 
terest  of  the  Opposition ;  and  those  gss- 
tlemen  were  thoroughly  impartial,  1m- 
oause  when  the  Qovemment  went  eat 
Mr.  Burgess  did  not  go  out  with  it,  bit 
went  over  to  the  new  GKivemmat, 
whilst  his  assistant  went  over  to  th 
new  Opposition.  The  Government  hid 
had  a  great  deal  of  experience  of  tlM 
controversy  on  this  matter  of  rooati, 
and  he  (Colonel  Nolan)  intoided  V> 
work  it  out  to  the  best  of  his  abilitj. 
What  he  wanted  to  know  was  whetksr 
the  messengers  of  the  Honee  had  uj 
connection  with  the  great  poUtkd 
Parties?  [Mr,  Hibbxrt:  1  have  lud 
no.]  Then  he  would  ask  theaamequM- 
tion  on  the  next  Vote.  He  oonsidsnd 
it  very  hard  that  the  Chairman  tnd 
several  other  officials  should  have  st- 
tendance  in  their  offices,  and  shoaU 
have  20  or  30  offices  for  their  convwi- 
ence  in  that  building,  while  Irish  Hem- 
hers,  who  were  eo  far  from  their  owa 
homes,  and  who  came  here  against  tlwi 
own  wishes,  should  be  accorded  none  <f 
those  facilities. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  mnstwj 
he  had  been  contemplating  the  a^wcC 
of  the  Committee  for  some  time  witii  • 
considerable  amount  of  amnseowat 
That  Committee,  without  a  single  woid 
being  spoken  in  reply  to  the  right  hsa. 
GenUeman  who  had  moved  the  Hotioa. 
had  voted  £11,000,000  to  the  Gov«b- 
ment  earlier  in  the  afternoon ;  bat  hbm 
then  they  had  been,  for  he  did  not  ksov 
how  many  hours,  occupied  over  the  dc- 
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he  was  sore  that  there  was  soarcely  an  in- 
dustrious Member  of  the  House  who 
had  not  had  occasion  to  go  to  him,  and 
had  not  received  from  him  the  greatest 
assistance.  That  gentleman  was  a  very 
quiet,  unobtrusive  person,  limited  to  the 
maximum  salary  of  £300  a-year.  That 
maximum  had  been  reached,  and  that 
gentleman  had  been  standing  at  it  now 
for  some  time.  He  was  not  likely  to 
apply  for  an  increase  himself,  and  he 
{Mr.  A.  O'Connor)  had  not  heard  from 
him  or  from  anyone  else  that  he  was 
dissatisfied.  However,  the  fact  remained 
the  same  that  that  official  was  not  paid 
a  fair  remuneration  for  the  quality  of 
the  service  he  performed.  He  knew  so 
little  about  that  gentleman  that  he  was 
not  even  acquainted  with  his  name ; 
bat  if  no  one  else  would  do  so,  at  any 
rate  he  (Mr.  A.  O'Connor)  would  not 
neglect  the  opportunity  of  saying  a  word 
for  him.  He  would  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  whether  that  gentleman 
could  not  be  allowed  something  more 
handsome  than  £300  a-year  ? 

Mb.  HIBBEET  said,  that  before  he 
replied  to  the  hon.  Gentleman,  he  wished 
to  say  that,  with  respect  to  the  attend- 
ants in  the  Office  of  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means,  they  were  not  really 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  attendants  at  all ; 
they  were  merely  attendants  in  the  Pri- 
vate Bill  Office. 

OoLOincL  NOLAN  :  Why  are  they 
connected  with  the  Office  of  the  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means  ? 

Mb.  HIBBEBT  :  Because  the  Private 
Bill  Committees  come  under  his  Depart- 
ment. The  messengers  are  not  in  atten- 
dance upon  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means,  however.  With  regard  to  the 
gentleman  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Queen's  County  (Mr.  A.  O'Con- 
nor), I  have  to  say  that  the  Government 
have  no  power  over  these  salaries  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  These  salaries  are 
fixed  by  Commissioners.  There  are  cer- 
tain Commissioners  who  have  the  man- 
agement of  these  matters. 

Mb.  HEALY  :  Who  are  they  ? 

Mb.  HIBBEET:  They  are  certain 
Members,  four  or  five  in  number. 

Mb.  he  ALT:  Members  of  the 
House? 

Mb.  HIBBEBT :  I  do  not  know ;  but 
lean  say  that  the  Prime  Minister  and  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  belong  to 
the  Commission.  There  are  four  or  five 
who  fix  the  salaries  of  the  officers.  With 


regard  to  the  matters  I  have  referred  to, 
and  also  in  regard  to  the  Clerks  at  the 
Table,  the  whole  question  of  salaries 
should  be  raised  before  the  Commis- 
sioners who  have  the  management  of 
the  matter.  It  is  not  a  matter  for  the 
Government,  though  I  should  be  glad 
to  consider  any  point  which  the  hon. 
Member  may  submit  to  me,  and  com- 
municate it  to  the  Government. 

Mb.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
made  it  an  invariable  rule  never  to  have 
any  communication  with  a  Member  of 
the  Government  except  across  the  floor 
of  the  House ;  therefore,  he  did  not  feel 
disposed  to  consult  either  of  the  high 
functionaries  to  whom  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  referred.  If  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  mention  to  them  what  had 
passed,  however,  he  should  be  glad. 

Mb.  HIBBEET:  I  shall  take  care  to 
do  so. 

Mb.  SEXTON  said,  he  had  not  yet 
had  an  answer  to  his  question  with  re- 
gard to  the  residence  of  those  clerks 
who  at  present  had  to  go  home  after 
the  House  rose.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  would  put  the  First  Commis- 
missioner  of  Works  in  motion,  it  would 
be  well  for  him  to  consider  whether 
there  could  not  be  a  more  convenient 
disposal  of  the  spare  space  in  the  Par- 
liament building,  particular  in  connec« 
tion  with  the  House  of  Lords,  than  at 
present  adopted. 

Mb.  HIBBEET  said,  he  should  be 
glad  to  bring  that  matter  before  the 
notice  of  the  Chief  Commissioner  of 
Works. 

Mb.  BIGGAE  said,  he  should  like  to 
put  a  question  to  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  with  regard  to  Mr.  Speaker's 
counsel.  He  (Mr.  Biggar)  did  not  know 
who  he  was  or  what  his  duties  were, 
but  he  should  like  to  know  what  value 
they  got  for  their  money  ? 

Mb.  HIBBEET  said,  he  believed  the 
duties  of  counsel  to  the  Speaker  were 
very  important  duties.  That  gentleman 
had  to  be  consulted  on  very  important 
points,  and  it  was  quite  open  to  any 
Member  of  the  House  who  presided  at 
a  Private  Bill  Committee,  or  who  had  to 
do  with  any  other  Committee,  if  a  ques- 
tion of  law  arose,  to  consult  the  counsel. 
It  was  really  a  very  great  advantage  to 
be  able  to  consult  a  legal  authority  in 
that  way.  He  (Mr.  Hibbert)  himself 
had  experienced  the  advantage  of  hav- 
ing that  legal  authority  to  appeal  to  in 
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the  House.  When  acting  once  as  Chair- 
man of  Committees,  he  had  found  it  in 
the  highest  degree  advantageous  to  be 
able  to  get  a  legal  opinion  from  Mr. 
Speaker's  counsel. 

Mr.  MOLLOr  wished  to  know  where 
Mr.  Speaker's  counsel  was  to  be  found  ? 
Was  he  a  gentleman  in  attendance  on 
that  House  during  the  sittings  of  Com- 
mitteesy  or  was  he  a  gentleman  who 
only  sat  in  his  chambers  to  give  ad- 
vice? 

Mr.  HIBBEET  said,  that  Mr. 
Speaker's  counsel  was  in  his  office  in 
the  House  every  day. 

Mr.  SCLATER  -  booth  said,  Mr. 
Speaker's  counsel  had  supervision  over 
all  the  Private  Business  in  the  House. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  said,  he  found  eight 
messengers  down  in  this  Vote,  and  he 
should  like  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  whether  it  was  possible  for  two 
of  them  to  be  placed  at  the  disposal  of 
hon.  Members  for  the  purpose  of  bring- 
ing in  books  of  reference  £rom  the  li- 
brary during  the  course  of  debates? 
Everyone  in  the  habit  of  speaking  in 
the  House  must  have  noticed  that  in  the 
course  of  an  evening  he  found  himself 
in  need  of  books  from  the  Library,  and 
that  it  was  sometimes  impossible,  when 
one  was  speaking,  to  find  a  Member  near 
him  who  could  be  got  to  take  the  trouble 
to  proceed  to  the  Library  for  the  purpose 
of  bringing  him  a  book  of  reference  of 
which  he  might  be  in  need.  He  thought 
it  only  reasonable  that  one  or  two,  and, 
if  possible,  several  more  messengers 
should  be  in  attendance  upon  the  House 
in  order  to  wait  upon  Members  in  that 
respect.  He  had  frequently  seen  on  the 
Ministerial  Bench  even.  Members  of  the 
Government  obliged  to  run  out  to  the 
Library  for  books  of  reference  for  their 
Colleagues  who  were  speaking.  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government  generally  had 
the  references  beforehand;  but  in  the 
case  of  private  Members  it  very  often 
happened  that  they  had  not.  Although 
he  (Mr.  MoUoy)  was  not  a  very  frequent 
speaker,  the  inconvenience  to  which  he 
was  pointing  had  happened  to  himself. 
He  had  happened  to  require  a  quotation 
from  a  speech  to  which  he  had  been 
referring,  and  there  had  been  no  one 
near  him  whom  he  cared  to  ask  to  go 
and  bring  him  the  reference  from  the  Li- 
brary. A  private  Member,  therefore, 
was  thrown  entirely  on  his  own  re- 
sources, and  he   therefore  asked  that 
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that  favour  should  be  shown  to 
future. 

Mr.  HIBBEBT  said,  that  so  far  u 
his  experience  went  he  had  never  found 
that  Members  of  the  Government  or  aaj 
one  else,  when  they  wanted  books  of 
reference,  were  unable  to  get  them.  Per- 
sonally, whenever  he  had  been  in  waat 
of  a  book  of  reference,  he  had  alwaji 
gone  into  the  Library  to  fetch  it.  Thit, 
he  thought,  was  the  best  course  to 
adopt. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  said,  the  course  pointed 
out  by  the  hon.  Member  was  easy  enough 
to  follow  on  some  occasions;  buthe  wovM 
venture  to  point  out  that  when  a  Mem- 
ber was  on  his  legs  making  a  speech,  to 
leave  the  House  suddenly  in  search  oft 
book  of  reference  would  be  to  biing 
that  speech  to  an  abrupt  termination, 
and  when  that  hon.  Member  made  his 
appearance  ag^in  with  his  book  of  re- 
ference, he  would  find  someone  elae 
addressing  the  Chair.  He  would,  in  tU 
seriousness,  say  to  the  hon.  Gentlemsa 
that  hon.  Members  were  entitled  to  the 
privilege  for  which  he  was  {deadisg. 
He  was  present  in  the  American  As- 
sembly not  very  long  ago,  daring  tlie 
course  of  a  debate,  and  he  had  then 
found  a  large  number  of  messeogeit 
g^ing  in  and  out  the  House  attendiBg 
upon  Members.  Li  that  Assembly  if  ft 
Member  wanted  anything,  he  had  no- 
thiog  to  do  but  to  put  up  his  finger  sad 
beckon  a  messenger,  who  would  at  oooe 
wait  upon  him  and  carry  out  the  miaiioi 
intrusted  to  him.  If  the  Member  wanted 
a  book  it  was  immediately  brought  !■ 
fact,  he  (Mr.  MoUoy)  believed  that  is 
every  Assembly  in  the  world,  except 
that  of  Great  Britain,  those  messeogen 
were  always  in  attendance.  He  did  not 
see  why,  seeing  that  the  (Jovemmest 
were  so  lavish  in  their  expenditure  oa 
employee  in  that  House,  that  it  was  too 
much  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury to  endeavour  to  bring  about  the 
appointment  of  two  or  three  messengcn 
for  the  purpose  he  had  described.  T^ 
plan  he  proposed  might  be  adopted  to 
the  end  of  the  Session,  and  then,  if  it 
were  found  that  those  messengers  wcct 
not  of  much  use,  some  other  work  oooU 
be  given  to  them  in  the  coming  Saeaoa; 
but,  at  any  rate,  the  Gt>vemment  ought 
to  try  the  experiment.  There  wei* 
messengers  in  the  Beporters*  GalkvT 
who  eommunicated  between  the  flonsi 
and  the  Gallery ;  but  the  oonTeaie&ee  d 
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Members  was  very  little  attended  to.  If 
a  Member  was  in  the  Smoking  Hoom 
and  wanted  to  know  what  was  going  on 
in  the  House — if  he  wanted  to  know 
whether  the  Speaker  was  in  the  Chair, 
or  what  Bill  was  under  discussion,  or 
when  the  House  was  going  into  Com- 
mittee, there  was  nobody  to  send  to 
make  inquiries,  but  he  was  obliged  to 
leave  his  work  and  do  the  little  mission 
himself.  That  was  extremely  inconve- 
nient when  a  Member  was  perhaps  going 
through  a  very  heavy  correspondence, 
or  preparing  himself  for  a  debate  which 
was  coming  on.  As  an  illustration  of 
the  inconvenience  to  which  he  referred, 
he  would  mention  that  the  other  day 
two  Motions  in  the  names  of  hon. 
Friends  of  his  were  called  on,  and 
neither  hon.  Member  was  in  his  place. 
Because  those  Gentlemen  were  not  kept 
acquainted  with  the  condition  of  Busi- 
ness in  the  House  they  were  not  present 
to  take  charge  of  their  Motions,  and, 
consequently,  he  (Mr.  MoUoy)  had  had 
to  go  through  the  form,  which  was 
scarcely  proper,  of  moving  one  of  the 
Motions,  and  he  had  omitted  a  word 
here  and  there  from  the  Eesolution  in 
order  that  it  might  not  appear  to  be  the 
same  as  that  of  his  hon.  Friend,  and  he 
had  had  to  keep  the  House  detained  on 
a  subject  he  knew  very  little  about  for 
10  minutes,  until  he  could  get  a  Mem- 
ber near  him  to  carry  a  message  to 
his  hon.  Friend  telling  him  that  the 
question  had  come  on.  That  was  cer- 
tainly an  undignified  method  of  ma- 
naging those  affairs,  andyethonMembers 
were  obliged  to  adopt  it.  They  did  not 
like  to  see  Members  who  had  prepared 
speeches  on  the  subject  of  Motions  they 
had  on  the  Paper,  unable  to  bring  them 
on  because  they  did  not  happen  to  be  in 
the  House  at  the  moment  they  were 
reached,  and  there  was  no  one  to  keep 
^em  ioformed  as  to  the  precise  condition 
of  Business.  He  therefore  urged  that 
the  messengers  to  whom  he  referred 
should  be  appointed  to  tell  them  what 
was  going  on  from  time  to  time.  There 
was  nearly  three  months  more  of  the 
Session,  and  he  was  sure  it  would  not 
make  n^uch  difference  to  the  Government 
financially  if  they  adopted  the  plan  he 
suggested  as  an  experiment  for  that 

period.  

Mb.  E.  N.  FOWLEB  (Lohd  Mayob) 
said,  there  was  one  thing  he  should  like 
to  point  out  to  the  bon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 


MoUoy).  He  had  referred  to  the  case 
of  America,  with  which  he  (Mr.  H.  N. 
Fowler)  was  not  familiar ;  but  he  was 
acquainted  with  the  practice  in  what 
was  euphoneously  termed  "  another 
place."  There  the  messengers  were 
allowed  to  go  into  the  House,  but  that 
practice  was  not  allowed  in  the  House  of 
Commons.  Unless  there  were  to  be  an 
entire  change  of  the  Bules  of  the  House 
he  did  not  see  how  the  hon.  Member's 
proposal  could  be  carried  out,  for  the 
Rule  at  present  was  that  no  one  who 
was  not  a  Member  of  the  House  could 
pass  the  Bar.  Under  the  circumstances 
he  did  not  see  how  they  could  expect  a 
messenger,  who  had  not  the  right  to 
pass  the  Bar,  to  bring  books  on  to  the 
Boor  of  the  House. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  said,  no  doubt,  as  the 
right  hon.  Member  (Mr.  R.  N.  Fowler) 
remarked,  there  was  a  stupid  tradition 
in  existence  which  said  that  nobody 
should  pass  the  Bar  of  the  House  but  a 
Member,  but,  if  it  were  necessary,  that 
Rule  could  be  done  away  with.  If  it 
were  done  away  with,  he  did  not  believe 
the  sanctity  of  the  Chamber  would  very 
seriously  suffer.  If  he  (Mr.  MoUoy) 
were  not  mistaken,  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber himself  had  found  himself  in  the 
difficulty  which  had  been  pointed  out. 
On  one  occasion  he  believed  the  right 
hon.  Member  had  had  to  find  someone 
to  bring  him  a  book,  and,  unlesss  his 
memory  deceived  him,  he  believed  that 
he  (Mr.  Molloy)  himself  had  performed 
the  mission. 

Mb.  HIBBERT  said  that  he  would 
see  that  the  matter  was  brought  before 
the  Commissioners,  together  with  the 
other  questions  that  had  been  raised, 
although  he  could  not  hold  out  much 
hope  that  any  change  would  be  made 
this  year.  Probably  when  they  had  a 
new  Parliament  many  advantageous 
alterations  in  the  usages  and  practice 
of  the  House  would  be  brought  about. 

Mb.  PULESTON  said,  that  with  re- 
gard to  the  question  raised  by  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Molloy),  he  could  not 
go  so  far  as  to  support  the  suggestion 
that  they  should  employ  runners  to  go 
between  the  House  and  the  Libraries  or 
the  Smoking  Room.  Still  he  believed 
hon.  Members  suffered  considerable  in- 
convenience, particularly  those  who  were 
in  regular  attendance  in  the  House  and 
who  had  work  to  do,  through  there 
being  no  means  of  communication  be* 
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tween  the  House  and  the  ante  rooms, 
by  which  information  could  be  carried 
to  Members  outside  with  regard  to  what 
was  going  on  inside  the  House.  A 
Member  might  be  interested  in  a  Mo- 
tion which  stood  No.  20  or  30  or  40  on 
the  Order  Book,  and,  in  the  absence  of 
such  communication  as  that  he  was  sug- 
gesting, that  hon.  Member  had  to  spend 
a  good  deal  of  his  time  running  between 
the  Library  or  the  Smoking  Eoom,  in 
which  he  might  be  occupied,  to  the 
House  in  order  to  keep  himself  informed 
as  to  what  was  going  on,  and  as  to  the 
likelihood  of  the  measure  in  which  he 
was  interested  being  reached.  That  was 
a  great  tax  upon  the  patience  of  an  hon. 
Member  who,  no  doubt,  would  feel  that 
his  time  might  be  much  better  spent. 
He  (Mr.  Puleston)  would  make  this  sug- 
gestion, that  the  existing  inconveniences 
and  di£&culties  should  be  got  over  by 
setting  up  a  communication  between  the 
House  and  the  various  rooms  round  it, 
by  telephone  or  by  dial.  A  dial,  if  that 
plan  were  adopted,  might  be  so  arranged 
as  to  show  what  Order  of  the  Day  was 
being  considered  by  the  House  at  the 
time.  He  knew  that  the  answer  to  that 
suggestion  would  be  that  grave  mistakes 
might  occasionally  occur,  and  that  the 
wrong  Orders  might  be  notified  through 
the  carelessness  of  those  who  had  the 
care  of  the  apparatus.  Well,  that  in- 
convenience was,  after  all,  an  artificial 
one,  and  it  must  be  taken  for  what  it  was 
worth.  If  a  Member  wished  to  keep 
his  position  quite  secure,  he  would  take 
measures  to  make  it  perfectly  certain 
that  he  would  be  in  the  House  at  the 
time  the  Order  in  which  he  was  inte- 
rested came  on;  he  would  not  trust 
entirely  to  the  dial.  However,  he 
thought  such  an  arrangement  as  that 
he  proposed  would  conduce  greatly  to 
the  convenience  of  hon.  Members,  and 
that  the  Government  would  experience 
very  little  difficulty  in  carrying  it  out. 

Mb.  BIOGAE  said,  the  item  of  £400 
for  the  salary  of  the  Chaplain  was  open 
to  some  comment.  He  was  of  opinion 
that  a  Chaplain  for  the  House  of  Com- 
mons was  not  necessary.  The  invariable 
custom  was  that  the  Members  of  the 
Privy  Council  and  the  Members  of  the 
Government  never  attended  the  minis- 
trations of  the  Chaplain,  although  he 
thought  they  stood  in  need  of  them  no 
less  than  the  other  Members  of  the 
House  of  Commons.    He  thought  the 

Mr.  Puleston 


time  had  come  when  they  mig^ht  do 
away  with  the  office  of  Chaplain,  on 
account  of  which  a  very  substantial  sum 
had  been  annually  paid ;  and,  therefore. 
he  was  not  disposed  to  vote  for  tliat 
item  in  the  Estimates. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(4.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

*'That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £50,445,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  som 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  oome 
in  course  of  payment  daring  the  year  eodin^ 
on  the  3l8t  day  of  March  1886,  for  the  Sala- 
ries and  Expenses  in  the  Departmoit  of  CLer 
Majesty's  Treasury,  and  in  the  Office  of  tha 
Parliamentary  Counsel." 

Me.  sexton  said,  there  were  some 
questions    connected    with    this    Vote 
which   deserved  explanation.      In  the 
first  place,  he  would  refer  to  tHe  m:^ 
pointments  to  the  office  oi  Postmastora 
and  Sub-Postmasters  in  Ireland,  ooo- 
coming  which  he  might  saj  that  there 
was  an  obstinate  belief  surviving  ia  the 
minds  of  some  people  that  the  nomma* 
tions  to  those  posts  rested  with  Memben 
for  counties.     He  himself  had  had  seve- 
ral applications  from  persons  deeiriik^ 
to  be  nominated.     He  asked  the  hoe. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Tre^ 
sury,  what  was  the  practice  of  that  De- 
partment with  regard  to  the  filling  up 
of  the  office  of  Postmaster  ?    The  offie» 
was  a  small  one,  but  it  must  be  remem- 
bered that  Postmasters  had  to  diseharge 
duties  of   considerable  public  impoci- 
ance.      He  had  known  cases  in  whidi 
persons  recommended  by  the  moot  in- 
nuential  men  in  their  district — thedergj 
and  others — ^had  been  rejected  by  the 
Treasury,  while  other  persons  reooa* 
mended  in  the  dark  had  reoeived  the 
appointments    sought.      The    way   in 
which  those  appointments  were   mads 
had  given  rise  to  considerable  dissatit 
faction  in  his  own  county  (Sligo).    He 
asked  the  hon.  Gentleman  whether  the 
Treasury  would   be  willing  to  reeeivs 
and  pay  attention  to  such  recommenda- 
tions to  the  office  of  Postmasters  in  Irs- 
land  as  he  had  referred  to,  and  wbethsc, 
if  they  were  unwilling  to  receive  them> 
he  would  state  on  what  grounds  ?    Hs 
knew  a  case  in  which  a  candidate  was 
very  strongly  recommended,  and  whees 
qualifications  and  character  w«e  suit* 
able  for  the  office ;  but,  notwithstaedmg 
that,    another  person  had   been   prf 
f erred,  whom  he  belioYsd 


925  Supply^  Civil 


{April  27,  1885}  Service  Ustmates, 


926 


mended  by  two  Members  of  that  House. 
Therefore,  he  said  it  was  desirable  to 
know  what  sort  of  influence  the  Trea- 
sury recognized  in  filling  up  those  offices, 
and  whether  there  was  or  not  anv  influ- 
ence  vested  in  Members  of  the  House 
with   regard   to  the    appointments  in 
question.      Then    there    was    another 
question  connected  with  the  Vote,  to 
which  he  desired  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  Committee.     He  observed  that 
lately    the  right  hon.   Gentleman  the 
Postmaster  General,  in  replying  to  the 
representations  of   Members  from  the 
West  of  Ireland,  had  stated  that  his 
desire  to  improve  the  Mail  Service  in 
Ireland  was  fettered  by  the  curtailment 
of  his  discretion  by  the  Treasury.     He 
wished  to  know  to  what  extent    that 
Department  curtailed   or    limited    the 
discretion  of  the  Postmaster  General  in 
respect  of  the  public  Mail  Service  ?  The 
matter  was  one  of  great  importance  to 
the  people  of  Ireland,  and  it  was  conse- 
quently one  in  which  Members  on  those 
Benches  took  a    strong  interest.     He 
had  mentioned  a   case  in  which   the 
right  hon.   Gentleman  stated  that  his 
desire  was  to  meet  the  wishes  of  those 
hon.  Members,  but  that  the  Department 
of  the  Treasury  placed  an  obstacle  in 
the  way  of  the  exercise  of  his  discretion ; 
and,  therefore,  he  asked  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman whether  the  Treasury  determined 
that   the    Postmaster    General   should 
spend  no  more  than   a  specified  sum, 
and  whether  they  were  now  willing  to 
consider  thegeneral  convenience  of  the 
districts  ?    BSs  reason  for  putting  that 
question  was  because   the  Postmaster 
General  hesitated  to  improve  the  Mail 
Service  between  Dublin  and  the  West 
of  Ireland,  on  the  ground  that  it  would 
cost  £3,000  a-year  more  than  was  now 
being  paid.    The  next  point  to  which 
he  would  call  attention  had  reference 
to  the  Circular  recently  issued  by  the 
Treasury  on  the  subject  of  the  expenses 
of  witnesses  at  the  Assizes.    Until  the 
date  of  the  issue  of  that  Circular,  the 
Judge  of  Assize  had  it  in  his  power  by 
law  to  fix  the  amount  of  the  allowance 
for    expenses  of  witnesses  at  the  As- 
sizes,   and  did  so  fix  it,  the  counties 
paying  the  expense  in  the  first  place, 
and  the  Treasury  recouping  them.  Now, 
by   the   recent  Circular,  the  Treasury 
fixed  a  scale  of  expenses,  and  gave  it 
to  be  understood  that  when  the  Judge 
of  AoMse  deoided  to  g^ve  expenses  above 


the  scale,  the  Treasury  would  only  pay 
according  to  the  scale,  and  that  the  loss 
represented  by  the  difference  between 
the  scale  and  the  actual  expenses  ordered 
to  be  paid  by  the  Judge  would  have  to 
be  borne  by  the  counties.  He  under- 
stood that  the  pressure  of  legislation 
lately  had  been  against  throwing  Im- 
perial charges  on  local  rates.  If  there 
was  one  charge  more  than  another  that 
was  distinctly  Imperial,  it  was  the 
charge  for  sustaining  justice.  He  was 
at  a  loss  to  understand  by  what  right 
the  Treasury  presumed  to  issue  a  Cir- 
cular limiting  the  discretion  which  the 
law  gave  to  the  Judges  of  Assize.  The 
Treasury  said — **  You  may  fix  the 
amount  of  expenses,  but  if  you  fix  it 
above  the  amount  set  forth  in  this  Cir- 
cular, the  counties  will  have  to  pay." 
The  result  was  obvious;  the  counties, 
being  helpless  in  the  matter,  had  to  pay 
the  money.  He  contended  that  there 
was  no  reason  why  the  Treasury  should 
intervene,  and  by  an  official  Minute 
break  down  the  powers  of  the  Judges 
of  Assize  in  this  matter,  and  that  so 
long  as  the  Judges  retained  their  powers 
in  law,  those  powers  should  be  re- 
spected, and  the  counties  not  fined 
save  by  order  of  a  Judge.  That  ac- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  Treasury  was  so 
unwarranted  that  he  should  be  disposed 
to  ask  the  Committee  to  resist  the  Vote 
until  some  explanation  was  forthcoming. 
Again,  he  should  like  to  obtain  some  in- 
formation with  regard  to  what  he  might 
call  the  growing  mystery  of  the  ma- 
nagement of  the  Department  of  Fishery 
Piers  and  Harbours  in  Ireland,  and  he 
had  lately  put  several  Questions  in  the 
House  with  that  object.  The  year  be- 
fore last,  £250,000  was  granted  for  the 
purpose  of  developing  fishery  piers 
and  harbours  in  Ireland,  and  a  Com- 
mission was  appointed,  of  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Gal  way  was  at  pre- 
sent Chairman.  From  Questions  lately 
put  in  the  House,  it  would  appear  that 
a  deadlock  had  been  reached  as  between 
the  Treasury,  the  Board  of  Works,  Ire- 
land, the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  and  the  Fisheries 
and  Harbours  Commission. 

Thb  chairman  said,  it  appeared 
to  him  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  was 
raising  on  this  Vote  a  question  which 
should  be  raised  upon  another  Vote. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  he  raised  the 
question  on  the  present  Vote  because  all 
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Questions  relating  to  piers  and  har- 
bours in  Ireland  were  answered  in  the 
House  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury. 

The  OHAFRMAN  said,  the  reason 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  apply 
when  the  proper  Vote  was  reached,  but 
it  did  not  apply  in  the  present  case.  If 
the  hon.  Gentleman  raised  the  question 
on  the  Vote  for  the  Board  of  Works, 
Ireland,  and  also  on  the  Treasury  Vote, 
he  raised  it  twice.  He  thought,  there- 
fore, that  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  wished 
to  discuss  the  subject  of  piers  and 
harbours,  it  should  be  on  occasions 
when  a  Vote  was  proposed  for  them. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  there  was  no 
Vote  for  them.  On  a  former  Vote,  it  had 
been  pointed  out  that  the  Treasury  Vote 
was  the  Vote  on  which  to  discuss  the 
question  of  piers  and  harbours.  He 
asked  if  he  was  not  now  entitled  to  ad- 
dress the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  on 
that  subject  ? 

The  GELAIRMAN  said,  the  question 
would  properly  arise  on  the  Vote  for  the 
Board  of  Works,  Ireland. 

Mr.  sexton  asked,  if  he  was  to 
understand  that  a  letter  directed  by  the 
Treasury  to  a  Public  Department  could 
not  be  discussed  in  Committee  of  Sup- 

ply? 

The  CHAIRMAN  said,  he  adjudged 
the  question  put  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
according  to  the  items  in  the  Vote. 
There  was  no  allusion  in  the  Vote  to 
piers  and  harbours. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  whether,  on 
the  assumption  that  the  Financial  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury  answered  Ques- 
tions that  were  every  day  put  to  him  in 
the  House  with  regard  to  the  salaries  of 
officials,  as  the  responsible  Representa- 
tive of  the  Treasury,  it  was  not  compe- 
tent to  him  to  raise  this  question  ? 

The  chairman  said,  if  the  reason- 
ing of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  were  carried 
out,  every  Question  might  be  addressed 
to  the  Treasury. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  he  had  always 
understood  that  when  the  salary  of  an 
official  came  before  the  House,  his 
duties  were  a  proper  subject  for  dis* 
cussion. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  he  wished  to 
say  a  few  words  on  one  of  the  subjects 
brought  before  the  Committee  by  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Siigo  (Mr. 
Sexton).  His  hon.  Friend  had  alluded 
to  the  manner  in  which  the  offices  of 
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Postmaster  and  Sub-Postmaster  in  Ire- 
land were  filled  up.    Now,  he  thoiifi^t 
it  would  be  a  far  better  and  simpler  plaa 
if  the  Gk>yemment  were  to  say  at  once 
that  Irish  Members  should  have  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  those  small  Post 
Office  appointments  in  Ireland,  instead 
of  continuing  the  present    system     of 
giving  them  the  appearance  of  having 
some  influence    with    regard  to   tliem 
without  the  least  reality.    He  XKHZited 
out  that  there  :were  Members  who  ob- 
jected on  principle  to  writing  to    the 
Postmaster  General  on  the   subject  of 
those  appointments,  and  he  thought  it 
would  be  better  for  the  Government  to 
make  it  known  that  they  would  not  allow 
any  Irish  Member  to  touch  them,   and 
that  they  wiped  out  the  influence  Irish 
Members  were  supposed  to  have  with 
regard  to  them  altogether.  He  had  him- 
self written  to  the  Postmaster  General 
eight  or  ten  times,  and  the  invarialda 
reply  was  that  the  subject  of  his  oocn- 
munication  had     been    carefully    con- 
sidered, but  that  the  matter  rested  with 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  and  that 
application  should  be  made  to  him.     So 
far  as  Irish  Members  were  personally 
concerned,  it  did  not  matter  how  the 
small   Post    Office  appointeients   ware 
filled  up ;  and,  therefore,  he  thooght  it 
would  be  well  to  adopt  his  suggestion, 
and  then  if  any  persons  in  the  neigh* 
bourhood  in  which  there  was  a  vaoanej 
wrote  to  the  Postmaster  General  with 
the  same  result,  it  would  be  the  Irish 
people  who  were  shut  out.     He  thought 
it  should  be  clearly  stated  either  that 
Irish  Members  had  some  voice  in  the 
disposal  of  the  £8,000,000  oontriboted 
by  Ireland  to  the  Imperial  Bevenue,  or 
that  it  should  be  boldly  stated  that  as 
Irish  Members  they  were  entirdy  shot 
out  from  having  any  share  in  the  admi- 
nistration  of  the  country.    He  might 
say  that  previous  Postmasters  Oenoal 
had  been  extremely  polite  in  dealing 
with  this  subject;  they  had  smoothed 
the  matter  down ;  bat  the  present  PcMt- 
master  General,  whom  he  saw  in  his 
place,  made  it  pretty  clearly  undentood 
that  Irish  Memoers  had  nothing  to  do 
with  those  appointments. 

Mr.  HIBBERT  said,  with  xeroect  to 
the  question  as  to  the  office  of  Pbet- 
master  and  Sub-Postmaster,  he  did  not 
agree  with  what  had  fallen  from  th« 
hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  thai 
the  patronage  of  thoee  small  appoiat- 
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meats  should  lie  with  Members  of  the 
House.  He  agreed  very  much  with  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Galwaj 
(Colonel  Nolan)  in  the  remarks  he  had 
made;  but  he  went  further,  and  not 
only  said  that,  in  his  opinion,  should 
the  patronage  not  lie  with  Irish  Mem- 
bers, but  that  no  Member  for  England 
or  Scotland  should  have  it.  In  that 
-way  he  thought  that  Members  would 

f»t  rid  of  much  troublesome  work, 
ven  when  Members  obtained  one  of 
the  appointments,  if  they  gave  satis- 
faction to  one  person,  they  caused  dis- 
satisfaction to  others.  For  his  own 
part,  he  should  be  glad  if  the  patronage 
-were  transferred  to  the  Postmaster  Ge- 
neral. With  respect  to  the  question  of 
the  expenses  of  witnesses  at  the  Assizes, 
and  the  other  question  raised  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sligo,  they  were 
scarcely  within  this  Yote.  It  seemed  to 
bim  that  the  question  as  to  the  power  of 
the  Treasury  to  cut  down  the  amount  of 
expenses  in  the  case  of  prosecutions 
should  be  brought  forward  on  the  Yote 
for  the  administration  of  Law  and  Jus- 
tice,  and  not  upon  a  Yote  for  the  pay- 
ment of  the  salaries  of  officials  of  the 
Treasury.  There  was  no  doubt,  how- 
eyer,  that  the  Treasury  had  power  to 
control  prosecutions ;  they  had  always 
possessed  that  power,  and  he  believed  it 
was  used  in  respect  of  prosecutions  in 
England  and  Scotland,  as  well  as  in  Ire- 
land. 

OoLONEL  NOLAN  said,  he  should  have 
been  grateful  for  the  answer  he  had  re- 
ceived from  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury,  were  it  not  for 
the  fact  that  he  had  received  exactly  the 
same  answer  some  years  ago.  He  thought 
the  Committee  ought  to  have  the  ad- 
Tsntage  of  the  presence  of  the  Patronage 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  during  the 
discussion ;  but  as  that  noble  Lord  was 
not  on  the  Treasury  Bench,  he  thought 
he  should  be  doing  his  duty  by  moving 
that  Progress  be  reported. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again.'' — (^Colonel 
Nolan.) 

Ma.  SEXTON  pointed  out  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  had  made  use  of  two  or  three 
phrases  implying  that  he  acquiesced 
generally  in  the  views  expressed  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  those  Benches;  but  he 

YOL.  OOXOYII.    [thto)  sbbibs.] 


gave  them  no  promise  that  any  repre- 
sentation would  be  made  on  the  subject 
of  the  appointments  in  question ;  nor 
did  he  tell  them  whether  those  small 
appointments  were  filled  on  the  nomi- 
nation of  Members  of  Pcurliament. 

Sir  ALEXANDER  GORDON  said,  he 
hoped  the  views  expressed  by  the  Finan- 
cial Secretary  to  the  Treasury  would  be 
adopted.  He  believed  he  was  express-* 
ing  the  opinion  of  a  number  of  hon. 
Members  who  were  anxious  to  get  rid 
of  the  trouble  caused  them  in  matters  of 
this  kind,  when  he  said  that  those  ap- 
pointments should  be  made  on  the  re- 
sponsibility of  the  Postmaster  General. 

Mb.  O'SHEA  said,  he  was  glad  that 
an  hon.  and  gallant  Member  on  that 
side  of  the  House  (Sir  Alexander 
Gordon)  had  risen  to  speak  on  this  sub- 
ject. He  hoped  he  should  not  be  using 
too  strong  an  expression  in  saying  that 
it  was  positively  indecent  that  the  Pa- 
tronage Secretary  should  not  be  present 
during  that  discussion.  He  believed 
there  was  no  doubt  that  in  view  of  the 
way  in  which  patronage  was  at  present 
administered  in  this  country,  it  would  be 
much  more  agreeable  to  all  Members  of 
Parliament  that  those  appointments 
should  rest  with  the  Post  Office  Depart- 
ment itself.  Under  the  present  system 
there  was  no  doubt  that  Members  of 
Parliament  were  caused  a  great  deal  of 
trouble  and  annoyance.  They  were 
pestered  with  applications  from  persons 
seeking  to  obtain  appointments.  When- 
ever an  office  was  vacant — and  even  be- 
fore they  were  vacant — Members  were 
troubled  with  letters  asking  them  to 
exert  their  influence  with  the  Treasury 
in  favour  of  the  appointment  of  such- 
and-such  an  individual.  In  his  opinion 
it  would  be  better  that  all  Departments 
should  make  their  own  appointments ; 
but  instead  of  that  they  found  that  in 
this  case  the  Treasury  imposed  its  will 
on  the  Post  Office.  It  was  very  often 
the  case  that  the  Treasury  wrote  to  a 
Member  of  Parliament,  asking  him  to 
nominate  persons  for  appointments;  but 
that  was  not  a  satisfactory  mode  of  pro- 
cedure, because,  although  the  Member 
might  nominate  a  person  after  taking 
the  best  advice  he  could  get,  it  was  im^ 
possible  for  him  to  know  that  the  indi- 
vidual was  fit  for  the  appointment. 

Mr.  sexton  said^  he  hoped  the 
Government  would  see  their  way  to 
assent  to  the  Motion  to  report  Progress 
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for  two  reasons.  First,  because  he  did 
not  think  they  would  make  much  fur- 
ther progress  that  night ;  and,  secondly, 
because  he  had  not  received  any  answer 
to  his  question  relating  to  the  expenses 
of  witnesses  at  the  Assizes. 

Mb.  HIBBERT  :  I  said  I  did  not 
think  it  was  in  Order. 

Me.  sexton  said,  he  thought  that 
time  should  be  given  to  consider  whe- 
ther it  was  in  Order  to  discuss  the  action 
of  a  Department  on  the  Vote  under 
which  the  salaries  of  that  Department 
were  paid. 

Mr.  MOLLOT  said,  hon.  Members 
on  those  Benches  asked  that  Progress 
should  be  reported,  because  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury had  stated  that  he  was  tmable  to 
give  any  satisfactory  answer  to  the  ques- 
tion put  by  them.  The  Committee  were 
surely  entitled  to  have  an  answer  with 
regard  to  the  Post  Office  appointments, 
especially  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
said  that  he  was  in  favour  of  the  re- 
forms asked  for.  He  would  suggest  that 
the  Patronage  Secretary  (Lord  Eichard 
Grosvenor)  should  be  asked  to  reply  to 
questions  on  the  subject  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  was  tmable  to  answer.  The 
noble  Lord  was  just  outside  the  House, 
and  he  appealed  to  the  Government  to 
ask  him  to  walk  in. 


Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: 
Noes  101 :  Majority  79.- 
No.  132.) 


—  Ayes  22; 
-(Div.  List, 


Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  that  as  the  noble 
Lord  the  Patronage  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Lord  Bichard  Grosvenor)  had 
now  been  called  into  the  House  by  the 
division,  he  would  like  to  ask  him  a 
question  about  the  appointment  to  Post- 
masterships  in  Lreland.  Some  people  in 
Lreland  appeared  still  to  think,  though 
it  must  be  a  delusion,  that  Members  of 
Parliament  had  some  influence  in  nomi- 
nating candidates,  or  in  getting  the  ap- 
pointments filled  up.  He  was  not  aware 
upon  what  foundation  that  impression 
rested;  and  he  would  like  to  ask  the 
noble  Lord  whether  Members  of  Par- 
liament practically  filled  up  those  ap- 
pointments ;  and,  u  so,  was  the  privilege 
confined  to  those  Members  only  who 
supported  the  Government  ?  There  had 
been  considerable  confusion  and  per- 

Jfr.  Sexton 


plexity  over  the  matter  in  Ireland,  and 
in  one  case  the  candidate  recommended 
by  the  parish  clergy  and  by  other  people 
of  influence  had  been  passed  over  in 
favour  of  another  candidate  of  whom 
nobody  knew  anything.  It  would  be 
more  convenient  for  Members  and  more 
conducive  to  the  public  interest  if  the 
supposed  right  of  Members  to  nominate 
those  officials  were  altogether  put  an 
end  to.  The  Treasury  or  the  Postmaster 
General,  or  whoever  was  most  capable, 
should  take  the  appointments  into  their 
own  hands. 

Lord  EICHARD  GEOSVENOR  said, 
the  Post  Office  patronage  was  exercised 
to  a  certain  extent  by  Members  of  Par- 
liament who  supported  the  Government ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  be  frequently  had 
commum'cations  from  hon.  GFentlemen 
opposite,  and  from  hon.  Members  who 
sat  in  the  same  quarter  of  the  House  as 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton), 
and  he  frequently  attended  to  reconunen- 
dations  from  them  and  from  parish 
priests.  Such  recommendations  were 
always  duly  considered.  He  thought  it 
desirable  to  keep  up  this  patronage.  Any 
hon.  Member  who  did  not  wish  to 
exercise  it  need  not  do  so,  and  oould 
leave  it  alone ;  but  there  were  others  who 
did  wish  to  exercise  it,  and  it  unques- 
tionably brought  them  into  closer  con* 
tact  with  their  constituents,  and  enabled 
them  to  confer  favours  of  which  there 
could  not  be  the  slightest  abuse,  inas- 
much as  all  the  nominations  had  to  be 
submitted  to  the  Postmaster  General, 
who  had  the  power  to  cancel  them 
wherever  he  found  the  candidates  were 
unsuitable.  The  patronage  was  largdy 
exercised  by  Members  of  the  House, 
and  as  they  liked  it  he  did  not  think  it 
was  desirable  to  abolish  it. 

Mb.  H.  S.  NORTHCOTE  said,  he 
had  supported  the  Motion  for  reporting 
Progress,  because  he  thought  that  was  a 
very  favourable  opportunity  for  getting 
rid  of  this  pernicious  system  of  patronage 
in  reference  to  those  small  Post  Office 
appointments.  The  noble  Lord  had  ad- 
mitted that  he  duly  considered  all  tbs 
applications  made  to  him  by  Membets 
of  the  House,  in  whatever  quartar 
those  Members  might  happen  to  sit. 
But  the  noble  Lord  had  omitted  to  stat» 
whether  he  gave  them  all  a  favouimbU 
consideration.  He  (Mr.  Northoote)  hsd 
some  knowledge  of  what  went  on  at  tht 
Treasury;    and,    without  ip^kiDg  say 
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charge  against  the  nohle  Lord,  he  must 
saj  that  he  entirely  disapproved  of  the 
system  pursued  in  those  matters — a 
system  to  which  one  political  Party  had 
been  quite  as  much  committed  as  the 
other  for  many  years  past.  He  did  not 
think  private  Members  were  much  at- 
tached to  that  sort  of  patronage,  and  he 
would  be  glad  to  see  it  in  the  hands  of 
the  Postmaster  General. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  said,  the  noble  Lord 
had  told  them  that  those  appointments 
all  came  under  the  scrutiny  of  the  Post- 
master General.  But  would  the  noble 
liord  say  that  the  Postmaster  General 
had  ever  declined  to  complete  an  ap- 
pointment which  the  noble  Lord  had 
recommended?  It  might  be  that  now 
and  then  that  was  done ;  but  as  a  matter 
of  fact  those  appointments  were  a  huge 
political  job,  and  the  sooner  they  were 
taken  out  of  the  hands  of  private  Mem- 
bers the  better.  The  whole  of  the  Post 
Office  Service  ought  to  be  under  the  super- 
intendence and  responsibility  of  the  Post- 
master General.  It^was  absurd  to  say 
that  those  appointments  were  not  given 
for  political  purposes,  and  the  result  was 
that  all  the  Postmasters  throughout  the 
country  took  a  perniciously  active  part 
in  politics  whenever  an  election  occurred. 
Whenever  this  vicious  system  should  be 
put  an  end  to  a  great  boon  would  be  con- 
ferred upon  the  State.  Why  the  noble 
Liord  wished  to  maintain  it  he  could  not 
understand. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEPEVEE  said,  the 
Postmaster  General  was  not  relieved 
from  responsibility  in  the  matter  by  the 
fact  that  Members  of  Parliament  made 
certain  nominations.  He  made  inquiries, 
and  the  final  appointment  rested  with 
him.  During  the  short  time  that  he 
(Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  had  held  the  Office 
of  Postmaster  General  he  had,  on  more 
than  one  occasion,  refused  to  appoint 
the  person  recommended  by  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury.  No  doubt  there 
was  a  good  deal  to  be  said  in  favour  of 
transferring  the  appointments  directly 
to  the  Postmaster  General ;  but  one 
result  would  be  that  all  the  pressure 
which  was  now  brought  to  bear  on  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Bichard  Grosvenor) 
would  be  transferred  to  him  (Mr.  Shaw 
Ijefevre).  No  great  evil  resulted  from 
the  present  system,  and  he  was  rather 
inclined  to  leave  it  as  it  was. 
.  CoLomsL  NOLAN  said,  he  thought 
he  was  justified  when  he  moved  that 


Progress  be  reported ;  because,  if  he 
had  not  taken  that  step,  they  would  not 
have  had  the  valuable  speech  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Patronage  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury.  There  was  not  much 
chance  that  the  system  which  had  been 
so  much  complained  of  that  night  would 
be  abolished  during  the  next  six  months, 
when  they  were  on  the  eve  of  a  General 
Election.  He  would  much  prefer  to  see 
those  appointments  transferred  to  the 
Postmaster  General,  though  he  did  not 
pretend  to  feel  very  strongly  about  it, 
one  way  or  the  other.  The  Irish  Mem- 
bers not  only  had  none  of  that  patronage 
at  all,  but  they  had  no  prospect  of 
ever  getting  any.  The  result  was  that 
4,000,000  or  5,000,000  people  were  al- 
together left  out  in  the  cold,  although 
they  continued  to  pay  £28,000,000  taxes 
for  the  purposes  of  the  Empire,  and  their 
fair  share  of  that  £11,000,000  which 
the  Irish  Members  were  foolish  enough 
to  allow  to  pass  the  other  night  without 
protest.  It  would  be  well  for  the  Irish 
people  to  understand  exactly  how  the 
matter  lay,  and  that  their  Members 
could  only  obtain  those  appointments 
when  there  were  no  nominees  of  anybody 
else  in  the  way. 

Mb.  CALL  an  said,  that  whenever  he 
applied  for  one  of  those  appointments 
he  used  to  go  to  the  Postmaster  General 
direct,  and  he  had  always  been  received 
in  the  most  kindly  spirit.  He  wished 
to  know  from  the  Patronage  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  whether  it  was  true 
that  there  was  a  book  kept  in  the  Post 
Office  from  which,  when  a  vacancy 
occurred  in  a  particular  county  which 
was  worth  less  than  £100  a-year,  the 
clerk  would  know  at  once  whom  he 
should  address  to  ask  whether  he  had 
anyone  to  nominate  ?  Such  a  book  used 
to  be  kept.  Those  appointments  were 
managed  on  very  peculiar  principles. 
Suppose  a  vacancy  occurred  this  week 
in  a  county  represented  by  some  general 
supporter  of  the  Government  who  hap- 
pened to  be  absent  last  Friday  night, 
when  the  Government  were  defeated  on 
the  Eegistration  of  Voters  (Ireland)  Bill, 
what  chance  would  that  Member  have 
of  getting  the  appointment  for  his 
nominee  ?  They  all  knew  that  those 
appointments  were  not  given  for  the 
purpose  of  corrupting  a  Member  into 
giving  a  wrong  vote;  but  they  were 
given  as  a  sop  for  sitting  up  at  night 
and  helping  to  '^make  a  House,  keep 
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a  HousOi  and  cheer  Ministers."  If  a 
Member  went  borne  to  dinner  and  did 
not  return,  wbat  chance  would  be  have 
of  getting  a  place  in  the  Post  OflB.ce  for 
a  nominee,  in  comparison  with  another 
Member  who  did  come  back,  and  did 
what  he  could  to  help  the  Liberal  Whips 
out  of  the  scrape  into  which  they  landed 
the  Government  on  Friday  night. 

Lord  RICHAED  GROSVENOR 
imderstood  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Louth  (Mr.  Callan)  wished  to  be  a  Whip 
himself,  and  perhaps  in  time  he  might 
be.  Wlien  the  hon.  Member  did  reach 
that  position  he  (Lord  Richard  Gros- 
venor)  would  promise  to  give  him,  what 
he  appeared  so  much  to  wish  for,  a 
valuable  receipt  for  keeping  his  Party 
in  hand. 

Mr.  gray  said,  he  knew  the  Attor- 
ney General  had  a  strong  objection  to 
giving  abstract  opinions  upon  legal 
questions;  but  perhaps  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would  not  mind  say- 
ing whether,  if  those  appointments  were 
given  to  reward  constituents  for  sup- 
porting those  Members  who  obtained 
them,  the  whole  thing  was  not  a  piece 
of  direct  jobbery  and  political  corrup- 
tion, and  whether  it  did  not  come  within 
the  provisions  of  the  Parliamentary 
Elections  (Corrupt  and  Illegal  Practices) 
Act? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hekry  James)  said,  he  did  not  quite 
understand  what  was  the  procedure  in  re- 
ference to  those  matters.  He  understood 
that  something  mysterious  went  on,  and 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Louth  (Mr. 
Callan)  was  to  be  told  all  about  it  at 
some  future  time.  But,  so  far  as  he  (the 
Attorney  General)  was  aware,  he  had 
never  known  an  hon.  Member  who 
would  willingly  be  a  party  to  any  cor- 
rupt influence. 

Mr.  SEXTON  said,  he  thought  the 
object  in  view  in  raising  that  discussion 
had  been  attained.  That  object  was  to 
make  it  understood  that  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers had  no  connection  whatever  with 
those  appointments.  He  thanked  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Richard  Grosvenor) 
for  speaking  so  frankly,  and  for  con- 
fessing that  those  appointments  were 
really  the  cement  by  which  the  frag- 
ments of  a  Party  were  kept  together. 
As  it  was  to  be  understood  that  those 
appointments  were  given  to  reward 
those  Members  who  supported  the  Go- 
vernment, it  would  be  understood  in 
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Ireland  that  there  was  no  use  in  apply* 
ing  to  those  Members  who  represented 
the  national  feeling  of  the  country. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agrt^d  U. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 

Committee  to  sit  again  upon  Wedmo' 
day. 

PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS    OF    THE 

HOUSE— THE  VOTE  OF  CREDIT. 

OBSERVATIONS. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  said,  he  wished  to 
say  a  few  words  upon  the  question  of 
considering  the  Report  of  the  Votes  in 
Committee  of  Supply.  His  hon.  Friend 
had  put  down  the  Report  for  to-morrow. 
But  as  the  first  Vote  was  of  a  very  im- 
portant character,  he  thought  that  if  the 
Report  was  to  be  taken  to-morrow,  his 
hon.  Friend  would,  perhaps,  agree  when 
the  Votes  came  on  for  consideration  that 
the  first  Vote  should  be  deferred  to  a 
day  and  hour  when  observatioiis  could 
be  offered  upon  it.  He  would  suggest 
that  the  Report  of  the  Vote  in  question 
should  be  the  second  Order  of  ue  Day 
on  Thursday  next,  when  the  debate 
would  be  taken  on  the  Budget.  He 
hoped  that  attention  would  be  given  to 
his  suggestion  that  the  consideration  of 
the  Report  of  the  Vote  of  Credit  for 
£11,000,000  might  be  deferred. 

The  Mabquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
I  think  the  proposal  of  my  hon.  Friend 
would  be  the  most  convenient  one.  It 
is  not  likely  that  the  Order  could  be 
reached  till  very  late,  and  no  doubt  hon. 
Members  would  wish  to  have  some  time 
for  considering  it.  Therefore,  I  propose 
that  the  matter  should  rest  until  to- 
morrow, when  a  definite  answer  will  be 
given.  

Mr.  JACOB  BRIGHT  said,  he  hoped 
the  request  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  liskeard  (Mr.  Courtney)  would 
be  acceded  to.  No  doubt  there  were 
many  Members  of  the  House  who  de- 
sired to  have  an  opportunity  of  express- 
ing their  opinions  upon  the  dream- 
stances  which  had  led  to  that  important 
Vote. 

ORDERS  OF  TEE  DA  T. 


POST  OFFICE  SITES  [PURCHASE  OF 
LAND  AND  EXPENSES]. 


BESOLUnOS. 


Mb.  SEXTON  asked  the  right  boa- 
Cbntleman  the  PoetmasterOenaral  if  h« 
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could  state  the  amount  of  money  pro- 
posed to  be  expended  in  England,  Scot- 
land, and  Ireland,  under  the  Bill  ? 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  said,  he  could 
not  state  exactly  what  the  amounts  would 
be ;  but  he  believed  it  would  be  about 
£350,000  for  the*  purchase  of  sites  and 
buildings  in  London.  The  other  ob- 
jects of  the  Bill  would  probably  be 
covered  by  £30,000  or  £40,000. 

Comidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Rewolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the 
payment,  out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by  Par- 
liamentf  of  sums  required  for  the  purchase  of 
lands,  and  for  the  costs  and  expenses  which 
may  b«  incurred  by  the  Postmaster  General  in 
carrying  into  effect  the  provisions  of  any  Act  of 
the  present  Session  to  enable  Her  Majesty's 
Poetmaster  General  to  acquire  lands  for  the 
public  service. 

Besolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow, 

SEOISTBATIOK   OF  VOTERS  (IBBLAND) 

[PATMKNT    OF    ADDmoiTAL   BABBISTEBS]. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Btolvid^  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the 
pajrment,  out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by 
I'arliament,  of  the  salaries  of  any  additional 
Revinng  Barristers,  and  of  any  person  tem- 
porarily acting  as  assistant  to  a  Clerk  of  the 
Peace,  who  may  be  appointed  under  the  pro- 
▼isions  of  any  Act  oi  the  present  Session  for 
amending  the  Law  relating  to  the  Registration 
of  Parliamentary  Voters  in  Ireland. 

Besolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow, 


OORPOBATION  OF  LONDON   TOWER 
BRIDGE  BILL. 

Select  Committee  on  Corporation  of  London 
Tower  Bridge  Bill  nominated  of, — Mr.  Thorold 
BooxRS,  Mr.  Ritchie,  Sir  Hbnbt  Holland, 
Mr.  HiBBBST  Glaostonb,  and  Four  Members 
to  be  added  by  the  Committee  of  Selection, 
with  power  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and  re- 
cords ;  Three  to  be  the  quorum. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
after  One  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     LOEDS, 

Tuesday,  2Sth  April,  1885. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— i'iV»^  Reading^ 
Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (No. 
2)  *  (89) ;  Local  Government  Provisional 
Orden  (Poor  Law)  (No.  6)  •  (90) ;  Local 
QoTomment  Provisional  Orders  (Poor  Law) 
(No.  7)  •  (91). 


Second  Beading  ^  TTBrnwayB  (Ireland)  Provi 
sional  Order  (No.  2)  •  (66). 

Committee — Criminal  Law  Amendment  (68- 
92). 

Committee  —  Report  —  Local  Qovemment  (Ire- 
land) Provisional  Orders  (Labourers  A.ct) 
(No.  2)  •(64). 

Third  Reading — Drainage  and  Improvement  of 
Lands  (Ireland)  Provisional  Orders*  (70); 
Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (Poor 
Law)  (No.  2)  •  (71) ;  Local  Government  Pro- 
visional Orders  (Poor  Law)  (No.  3)*  (72); 
Honorary  Freedom  of  Boroughs*  (61);  Boyal 
Irish  Constabulary  Eedistribution  *  (76); 
Egyptian  Loan  *  (74),  and  pasted. 

Royal  Assent — Municipal  Voters  (Relief)  [48 
ri<;/.c.9];  Army  (Annual)  [4S  Viet,  c.  8] ; 
Elections  (Hours  of  Poll)  [48  Vict,  o.  10] ; 
Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  [48 
Viet.  c.  i*];  Local  Government  Provisional 
Orders  (Poor  Law)  [48  Viet.  c.  ii]. 

DOMINION  OF  CANADA— mSTJBREC. 
TION    IN    THE    NORTH-WEST 
TERRITORY.— QUESTION. 

The  Eabl  of  OAENAEYON  asked 
the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies,  Whether  the  Gbyemment 
have  any  further  information  to  give  the 
House  with  regard  to  the  insurrection  in 
Canada? 

The  Eabl  of  DERBY :  I  telegraphed 
yesterday  to  Lord  Lansdowne  to  know 
what  information  he  could  supply,  and  I 
have  his  answer.  He  says  that  there 
has  heen  no  battle  since  that  of  Friday, 
of  which  we  have  already  received  the 
details.  A  telegram  received  at  Ottawa 
confirms  the  reports  as  to  the  severity  of 
the  action,  and  puts  the  number  of  casu- 
alties rather  higher  than  has  been  stated 
in  the  first  accounts.  The  rebels  had 
disappeared,  but  General  Middleton's 
advance  had  been  delayed  by  the  care 
of  the  wounded  and  the  want  of  supplies. 
He  intends  to  push  on  as  soon  and  as 
fast  as  possible.  That  is  all  the  infor- 
mation 1  have. 


EGYPT  (FINANCE,  &c.)— THE  EGYPTIAN 
LOAN  BILL  AND  FOREIGN  CONTROL. 

QUESTION. 

LoBB  LAMINGTON  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whe- 
ther the  Egyptian  Loan  Bill  will  not 
entirely  supersede  the  Control  of  the 
Egyptian  Government,  hitherto  exer- 
cised by  Her  Majesty's  Government,  as 
stated  in  the  noble  Earl's  Instructions  to 
Sir  Evelyn  Baring  in  his  despatch  of 
January  4,  1884  ;  and,  whether  the  con- 
trol  of  tho  Six  Guaranteeing  Powers 
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•will  be  substituted  for  tbat  Control  until 
the  "  pacification  of  Egypt "  is  effected  ? 
Eakl  GRANVILLE:  I  think  the 
noble  Lord's  Question  must  have  been 
put  under  some  misunderstanding.  "With 
regard  to  what  is  called  by  him  *  *  the  Bri- 
tish Control "  in  Egypt  at  the  present 
moment,  my  view  is  this — ^that  we  are 
in  military  occupation  of  Egypt,  and,  no 
doubt,  a  great  responsibility  rests  upon 
us  ;  and,  being  in  that  position,  without 
attempting  to  administer  the  Government 
of  Egypt  from  this  country,  it  is  quite 
clear,  as  we  think,  that  we  have  a  right, 
on  all  important  questions,  to  give  our 
advice  to  the  Egyptian  Government,  and 
to  expect  that  that  advice  should  be 
followed.  I  am  not  aware  that  the 
Egyptian  Loan  Bill  in  the  slightest 
degree  affects  that  question,  and  I  do 
not  know  that  the  Bill  gives  to  Foreign 
Powers  any  right  which  they  do  not 
possess  at  this  moment.  They  claim, 
and  we  admit  that  the  Powers  of  Europe 
have  an  interest  in  Egypt ;  but  the  Bill 
neither  confirms  nor  increases  it  in  any 
way. 

EGYPT  AND  FRANCE— SEIZURE  OF 

THE    "BOSPHORE    EGYPTIEN "— RUP- 

TURE  OF  DIPLOMATIC  RELATIONS. 

QUESTION. 

The  Maeqtjess  of  SALISBURY :  I 
wish  to  ask  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (Earl 
Granville),  Whether  any  information  or 
Papers  will  be  laid  before  the  House  in 
reference  to  a  matter  which  has  occupied 
80  much  of  the  attention  of  the  public — 
that  of  The  Bosphore  Egyptian  f 

Earl  GRANVILLE:  The  Papers 
will  be  laid  upon  the  Table  immediately 
a  final  settlement  is  arrived  at.  I  have 
no  reason  to  doubt  the  announcement 
made  yesterday  by  my  noble  Friend  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  as  to  the  probability  of  an  agree- 
ment with  France  being  arrived  at. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
(Th$  Earl  of  JDalhouiie.) 
(XO.  58.)      COMMITTEE. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order). 

Clause  1  (Short  title)  agreed  to. 

Pabt  I. 
Suppreeiion  of  Proetituiion. 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Earl  of  Dal- 
nor  SIR,     the     following     Amendment 

Lord  Zttmingt4»9 


made : — ^In  page  1,  line  8,  leave  out  the 
words  **  Suppression  of  Prostitution^^  Bxni 
insert  instead  thereof  the  words  *  *  Protec- 
tion of  Women  and  Girls, ^^ 

Clause  2  (Procuring  woman  to  be  a 
common  prostitute  or  to  enter  a  brothel). 

The  Eabl  of  MILLTOWN,  in  moving 
in  the  2nd  sub-section  of  the  danae, 
as  an  Amendment,  to  insert  the  wordi 
*'  under  21  years  of  age,"  said,  he  did  so 
for  the  reason  that  it  was  really  im- 
possible to  protect  people  of  mature  age 
from  the  natural  results  of  their  own 
misconduct. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  1,  line  I3f 
after  ("girl")  insert  ("under  twenty- 
one  years  of  age.")— (2%*  JSarl  of  MiO- 
town,) 

The  Eakl  of  DALHOUSIE  said,  tiie 
sub-section  was  necessary  in  order  to 
protect  women  and  girls  from  deception. 
The  very  fact  of  procuring  impued  a 
certain  amount  of  deception.  It  was 
shown  in  evidence  before  the  Com- 
mission  which  sat  on  this  question  some 
time  since  that  all  the  girls  found  in 
foreign  brothels  were  deceived  by  falM 
pretences. 

The  Mabquess  of  8 ALISBUBY  said, 
that  though  not  wishing  to  express  any 
strong  opinion  on  the  subject,  he  thongbt 
there  was  a  decided  distinotion  betweea 

Eroouring    for    English    and 
rothels. 

The  Duke  of  AEGYLL  said,  he 
thought  that  as  the  Bill  aimed  at  the 
punishment  of  all  those  who  endeavoiired 
to  procure  young  women  for  these  pur- 
poses there  should  be  no  limit  of  age. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  3  (Procuriog  defilement  of 
woman  by  threats  or  fraud). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Earl  of  Dal- 

housie,     the     following    Amendments 

made: — ^In  pa^  1,  line  24,  leave  out 

("any")  and  insert  ("himself  or  aay 

other ") ;   page  2,    line    2,    leave   out 

("any")  and  insert  ("himself  or  any 

other  ") ;  line  7,  leave  out  ("  any  **)  aM 

insert  ("himself  or  any  o^er"),  aad 

after  ("  man  ")  insert — 

(<*  PioTided  that  this  fab-sectiaa  Jtudl  wC 
apply  where  such  woman  or  giri  knew  mA 
connexion  to  be  unlawful  **) ; 

and  in  line  9,  leave  out  ("  anv  ")  and  in- 
sert ("  himself  or  any  other.") 
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Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  4  (Defilement  of  girl  under 
twelve  years  of  age). 

The  Eakl  op  MILLTOWN  said,  that 
it  was  very  difficult  to  prove  the  com- 
plete offence ;  and  the  most  horrible  and 
revolting  barbarities  were  practised  on 
children  by  wretches  who,  owing  to  the 
existing  state  of  the  law,  escaped  any- 
thing like  adequate  punishment. 

Amendment  mov$df 

In  page  2,  line  27,  after  ("  labour '*)  insert 
(**  and  any  one  who  attempts  to  commit  the  said 
offence,  or  aids  or  abets  any  other  person  to 
commit  the  said  offence,  shall  be  g^lty  of  felony, 
and  shall  be  liable,  at  tiie  discretion  of  the  court, 
to  be  kept  in  penal  servitude  for  any  period  not 
exceeding  ten  years,  or  to  be  imprisoned  for  any 
term  not  exceeding  two  years  with  or  without 
hard  labour.")— (TA^  £arl  a/Militaum.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words 
he  there  inserted." 

Thb  Eakl  of  DALHOUSIE  said,  he 
was  imable  to  accept  the  Amendment, 
on  the  ground  that  it  had  not  been  shown 
that  the  punishment  which  an  offender 
could  at  present  be  made  to  suffer  was 
thought  insufficient  by  the  administrators 
of  the  law. 

VisooTOT  CRANBEOOK  said,  he 
thought  that  the  Bill  would  be  weighted 
too  heavily  if  the  Amendment  were 
agreed  to.  

LoBD  BEAM  Well  opposed  the 
Amendment,  on  the  ground  that  it 
would  introduce  an  anomaly  into  the  law. 
When  their  Lordships  considered  the 
severity  of  two  years'  imprisonment  with 
hard  labour,  which  he  had  been  told  by 
governors  of  gaols  was  almost  more  than 
a  man  could  bear,  they  would,  he  hoped, 
think  it  enough  for  the  attempt,  which 
they  must  bear  in  mind  might  differ 
morally  from  the  full  offence,  because  the 
man  might  have  relented.  He  believed 
that  with  the  exception  of  attempt  to 
murder  no  mere  attempt  was  a  felony. 

The  Eabl  of  MILLTOWN  said,  he 
thought  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  op- 
posite (Lord  Bramwell)  was  in  error. 
An  assault  with  intent  to  do  grievous 
bodily  harm  was  a  felony,  also  an  attempt 
to  commit  murder ;  and  he  altogether 
failed  to  see  why  an  attempt  to  commit 
a  horrible  crime  of  the  nature  in  ques- 
tion should  not  be  placed  in  the  same 
category.  He  felt  so  strongly  on  the 
matter  that  he  would  ask  their  Lord- 
ships to  divide. 


On  Question  ?  Their  Lordships  divided: 
— Contents  35;  Not-Contents  69:  Ma- 
jority 34. 

CONTENTS. 

Canterbury,  L.  Archp.  Gloucester  and  Bristol, 

L.  Bp. 

Carnarvon,  E.  Hereford,  L.  Bp. 

Dartmouth,  E.  Lichfield,  L.  Bp. 

Harrowby,  E.  Llandaff,  L.  Bp. 

Lathom,  E.                   •  London,  L.  Bp. 

Lucan,  E.  St.  Asaph,  L.^p. 

Malmesbury,  E.  Winchester,  L.  JBp. 
Mar  and  Kellie,  E. 

Milltown,  E.  ITtller,^  Balfour  of  Burley,  L. 

Nelson,  E.  [Teller.] 

Northesk,  E.  Clanwilliam,    L.    {E. 

Pembroke  and  Mont-  Clantoilliam.) 

gomery,  E.  Colchester,  L. 

Bavensworth,  E.  de  Kos,  L. 

EUenborough,  L; 

Hawarde=,V.  ^ehSliaiL. 

Lamington,  L. 
Bath  and  Wells,  L.  Bp.    Norton,  L. 
Chichester,  L.  Bp.  Stanley  of  Alderley,  L. 

Ely,  L.  Bp.  Ventry,  L. 

NOT-CONTENTS. 

Bedford,  D.  Calthorpe,  L. 

Richmond,  D.  Carling^ord,  L. 

Carrington,  L. 

Normanby,  M.  Clifford  of  Chudleigh, 
Northampton,  M.  L. 

Bipon,  M.  Coleridge,  L. 

Salisbury,  M.  Colville  of  Culross,  L. 

Dormer,  L. 

Camperdown,  E.  Erskine,  L. 

Cowper,  E.  FitzGerald,  L. 

Derby,  E.  Hatherton,  L. 

Ducie,  E.  Hothfield,  L. 

Granville,  E.  Howth,  L.  (E,  Howth.) 

Kimberley,  E.  Lyttelton,  L. 

Minto,  E.  Monk  Bretton,  L. 

Morley,  E.  Monson,  L.    [Teller.] 

Northbrook,  E.  Monteagle  of  Brandon, 
Onslow,  E.  L. 

Hedesdale,  E.  Mount-Temple,  L. 

Spencer,  E.  Ormathwaite,  L. 

Stanhope,  E.  Ramsay,  L.   {E,  Dal' 
Sydney,  E.  houeie.) 

Ribblesdale,  L. 

Cranbrook,  V.  Romilly,  L. 

Eversley,  V.  Rosebery,  L.  {E,  RoU' 
Gordon,  V.    {E,  Aher^        bert/J) 

deen.)  Rowton,  L. 

Hardinge,  V.  Shute,  L.  ( V.  Barring- 
Powerscourt,  V.  ton.) 

Sherbrooke,  V.  Skene,  L.  (E,  Fife.) 

Sidmouth,  V.  Strafford,  L.  ( V.  En- 

JUld.) 

Aberdare,  L.  Sudeley,  L. 

Abinger,  L.  Sundridge,  L.  (JD.  Ar- 
Alcester,  L.  gyl^-) 

Auckland,  L.  Talbot  de  Malahide,  L. 

Boyle,  L.  {E.  Cork  and  Thurlow,  L. 

Orrery.)  [Teller.]  Tweeddale,  L.  {^M, 
Braboumo,  L.  Tweeddale.) 

Bramwell,  L.  Tweedmouth,  L. 

Braye,  L.  Wrottesley,  L. 
Breadalbane,   L.     {E, 

Breadaibane.) 
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Amendment  disagreed  to. 
Clause  agreed  to. 


Clause  5  (Defilement  of  girl  between 
twelve  and  fifteen  years  of  age). 

Lord  NOETON,  in  moving  an  Amend- 
ment the  object  of  which  was  to  fix  the 
age  of  protection  at  16,  instead  of  15 
years,  said,  the  Report  of  the  House  of 
Lords  Committee,  1882,  over  which  the 
noble  and  learned  Earl  (the  late  Earl 
Cairns)  presided,  recommended  that  the 
age  below  which  consent  should  be  no 
defence  should  be  16.  That  noble  and 
learned  Earl  said  in  the  debate  on  this 
Bill  in  Committee,  1883— 

"In  the  Select  Committee  on  this  sabject, 
the  evidence  given  established  a  conclusive  case 
of  the  necessity  of  raising  the  age.  He  (Earl 
Caims),  therefore,  was  in  favour  of  making  the 
age  17,  though  the  majority  of  the  Committee 
Imd  decided  against  him,  thinking  that  16  was 
suflScient."— (3  Mansard,  [280]  1391.) 

And  this  was  accepted  in  1883  and  1884, 
after  discussion  in  the  House  of  Lords. 
Why  was  it  proposed  in  the  present  Bill 
to  lower  the  age  to  15?  There  were 
the  following  parallel  adoptions  of  the 
age  of  16  in  the  Statutes  and  in  legal 
decisions.  The  24  ^  25  Vict,  c.  100, 
s.  55,  on  offences  against  the  person,  made 
it  criminal  to  abduct  a  girl  up  to  16  from 
herguardians,  though  consenting.  There 
was  a  case  of  a  father  recovering  his 
daughter,  though  against  her  will,  by 
habeas  corpus.  The  38  &  39  Fict.^  c.  94, 
amended  this  Act  by  raising  the  age  of 
protection  of  girls  generally.  The  Court 
of  Divorce  adopted  the  1 6  limit  of  age,  and 
dealt  with  the  custody  of  children  until 
16.  The  Infants  Custody  Act,  36  &  37 
Fid.  J  enabled  the  Court  of  Chancery  to 
give  the  custody  to  the  mother  instead 
of  the  father  up  to  16.  The  Court  of 
Chancery  retained  special  guardianship 
up  to  the  age  of  16,  over  which  it  al- 
lowed its  wards  to  choose  with  whom 
they  would  live.  Boards  of  Guardians 
were  legally  responsible  for  the  care  of 
girls  whom  they  placed  out  in  service 
up  to  16.  Finally,  in  matters  of  discre- 
tion in  minors  the  law  took  the  same 
limit.  In  the  Friendly  Societies,  Indus- 
trial and  Provident  Societies,  and  Trades 
Unions  Acts,  infants  up  to  the  age  of  16 
were  not  recogDized  as  capable  of  being 
members  except  of  children's  societies. 
It  was,  therefore,  according  to  the  gene- 
ral principle  of  our  law  that  the  discre- 
tion of  a  girl  under  16  should  not  be 


thought  sufficient  to  permit  her  U10  mi* 
protected  disposal  of  herself.  A  gid 
might  marry  at  12 ;  but  then  the  man 
bound  himself  to  her  protection,  and  in 
common  liability  pledged  his  own  inte- 
rests as  much'  as  the  g^l's.  Practieallj, 
there  were  scarcely  any  marriages  under 
16.  Lord  Caims's  Comimittee  reported, 
in  their  evidence,  that — 

"  No  such  protection  is  now  given  in  England 
to  girls  above  18  as  in  other  countries  is  givcB 
them  up  to  21." 

The  question  now  was  between  raising 
the  age  of  protection  as  agreed,  in  former 
debates,  to  16,  or  falling  back  to  15. 
There  was  no  precedent  whatever  for 
the  adoption  of  the  age  of  15. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  2,  line  91, 
to  leave  out  C  fifteen")  and  ineeit 
(**  sixteen.")— (7%<j  Lord  Norton.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  (*  fifteen  *) 
stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Thb  Eabl  of  DALHOUSIE  oaid,  be 
was  sorry  he  could  not  accept  the 
Amendment.  The  Govemment  irere 
extremely  anxious  that  the  Bill  ehonld 
have  the  unanimous  support  of  their 
Lordships ;  and  they  hoped,  by  redacuiff 
the  age  from  16  to  15,  that  thej  wonlS 
be  able  to  get  the  BiU  through  without 
serious  opposition.  The  Gbvemmeat 
also  desired  to  have  the  sanction  of  the 
public  in  regard  to  legislation  of  thit 
kind,  and  in  that  view  were  anxious  to 
make  the  measure  workmanlike,  prao* 
tical,  and  effective.  It  was  doaotfol 
whether  the  age  of  16  would  meet  witk 
unanimous  approval,  and,  therefore^ 
they  proposed  to  take  the  age  of  15.  He 
thought  that  in  making  the  alteratiam 
they  were  taking  a  wise  and  pmdeat 
step  ;  but  if  they  went  one  step  fordier 
in  the  direction  of  the  Amendment  thej 
would  be  going  too  far,  and  would  nda 
the  Bill. 

The  Mabqttess  of  SALISBUEY  nSd« 
that  in  the  Select  Committee  which  ooa* 
sidered  this  subject  he  always  voted  fat 
the  age  of  16  when  the  subject  waa  die- 
cussed.  There  was  no  doubt  that  pnhlk 
opinion  on  the  subject  was  in  a  very  di* 
vided  and  imcertain  condition;  and  if 
they  took  too  violent  a  step  by  adoptbc 
the  higher  age,  they  would  run  the  n^ 
of  turning  public  opinion  against  them 
in  this  matter.  To  have  pablio  epiaioa 
on  the  side  of  immorality  would  be  a  frr 
more  serious  loss  to  the  oommmiitT  thaa 
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as  any  advantage  which  could  be  obtained 
in  the  other  direction.  The  GK>Temment, 
he  thought,  had  exercised  a  wise  discre- 
tion upon  the  question  in  limiting  the 
age  to  15,  and  he  hoped  the  House 
would  not  assent  to  the  Amendment. 

The  Bishop  of  LICHFIELD  said,  he 
hoped  the  Amendment  would  be  pressed 
to  a  division.  So  far  as  means  existed 
of  ascertaining  public  opinion,  it  had 
been  strongly  expressed  in  favour  of  the 
Amendment.  For  many  years  the  House 
had  been  receiving  Petitions,  which 
prayed  that  even  a  higher  age  than  that 
named  by  the  Amendment  might  be 
fixed.  If  the  Government  were  anxious 
for  the  support  of  public  opinion,  they 
would  be  more  likely  to  obtain  it  by 
accepting  the  Amendment  than  by  ad- 
hering to  the  clause.  The  House  would 
be  stultifying  itself  to  lower  the  age 
which,  for  two  years,  had  been  f^- 
firmed  by  divisions,  and  that  without 
any  new  reasons  having  been  given  for 
such  a  change.  It  was  quite  an  assump- 
tion that  the  opinion  of  the  other  House 
would  not  be  in  favour  of  the  higher 
age.  He  hoped  the  higher  age  would 
be  adhered  to  as  covering  a  year  in  the 
age  of  girls  at  which  it  was  exceedingly 
desirable  to  protect  them  from  the 
temptations  to  which  too  many  were 
exix)sed. 

L^  MOUNT-TEMPLE,  in  support- 
ing the  Amendment,  said,  attention  had 
been  directed  too  much  to  the  poesi- 
bihties  of  fraudulent  accusations  against 
men,  and  too  little  to  the  misery  and 
degradation  of  girls  whose  inexperience 
and  weakness  required  such  protection 
as  the  law  could  afford.  The  opinion 
of  competent  witnesses  examined  by 
the  Select  Committee  was  that  15  was 
too  low  an  age  at  which  the  consent  of 
girls  should  be  considered  a  justification 
for  their  seducers.  The  question  of  the 
age  at  which  a  g^rl  ought  to  be  con- 
sidered to  become  responsible  for  the  dis- 
posal of  her  own  person  required  much 
information  and  consideration.  Those 
who  had  devoted  their  lives  to  the  rescue 
of  women  from  degradation  advocated 
the  ages  of  16,  17,  or  18.  It  was  a 
deplorable  fact,  which  their  Ix>rdships 
could  not  ignore,  that  the  main  subject 
of  this  Bill  was  a  trade.  Some  wished 
ii  to  be  a  free  trade,  with  as  little  restric- 
tion as  possible.  That  was  a  trade  in 
girls  for  immoral  purposes ;  and,  unfor- 
tunately far  the  victims,  it  was  carried 


on  by  women,  so  that  voung  girls  were 
thrown  off  their  guard  by  their  own  sex. 
Looking  at  the  question  from  that  point 
of  view,  the  question  was  at  what  age  the 
trade  in  girls  should  be  interfered  with. 
Those  who  objected  to  the  intervention 
of  law  for  the  protection  of  young 
girls  from  enticements  and  injury  might 
be  reminded  that  laws  had  been  passed 
to  protect  young  fish  and  young  birds, 
on  the  ground  that  it  was  to  the  advan- 
tage of  the  nation  that  fishes  and  birds 
should  be  allowed  to  attain  to  maturity. 
For  the  preservation  of  the  young  pro- 
geny of  salmon,  anglers  were  prohibited 
£rom  casting  a  glittering  fly  concealing 
a  cruel  hook  at  the  season  when  the 
young  fish  required  protection.  Wild 
birdshad  legal  protection  from  snares  and 
nets  of  captors,  at  seasons  when  injuries 
would  otherwise  be  inflicted  on  the  un- 
fledged nestlings.  Even  on  the  lower 
groimds  on  which  this  legislation  could 
be  defended,  it  was  surely  important 
that  society  should  defend  itself  against 
the  evil  consequences  of  sacrificing,  to 
those  who  traded  in  vice,  girls  who  were 
undoubtedly  too  young  to  protect  them- 
selves. 

T?HE  Archbishop  of  CANTEBEUEY 
said,  that  the  House  and  the  country 
would  thank  the  Government  for  their 
determination  to  carry  a  Bill  on  this  sub- 
ject ;  but  he  did  not  think  the  House 
would  thank  them,  and  he  was  sure  the 
country  would  not  thank  them,  for  lower- 
ing the  age  already  fixed  by  their  Lord- 
ships by  large  majorities.  The  dig^ty 
of  the  House  was  somewhat  compro- 
mised, seeing  that  it  had  declared,  once 
and  again,  that  16  was  the  right  age. 
Now,  without  any  pressure  being 
brought  to  bear  upon  the  House,  or  any 
new  arguments  being  used,  it  was 
sought  to  reduce  the  age  to  15.  He 
asked  their  Lordships,  therefore,  not  to 
make  a  retrograde  step,  but  to  adhere 
to  their  former  decisions.  He  believed 
that,  without  any  exception,  16  was  the 
earliest  age  at  which  the  law  recognized 
the  right  of  girls  to  exercise  independent 
responsibility.  A  girl  under  16  could 
not  marry  without  parental  consent ;  a 
ward  in  Chancery  under  16  could  not 
choose  with  whom  she  would  live ;  chil- 
dren under  16  could  not  be  made  respon- 
sible in  any  decent  and  suitable  matters 
of  life.  Was  the  law,  then,  to  allow  a 
child  under  that  age,  who  was  not  held 
responsible  in  other  affairs  of  daily  life 


947 


Criminal  Law 


{LOEDS} 


AmendrMfU  Siil. 


948 


to  be  responsible  for  banding  berself 
over  for  self -ruin?  Consider  the  dif- 
ference tbe  lowering  of  the  age  would 
make  to  a  father  in  the  protection  of  bis 
daughter.  A  working  man  missed  bis 
daughter  from  home ;  be  came  to  know  in 
what  bouse  to  look  for  her,  and  although 
be  could  search  that  bouse  for  a  stolen 
article  of  trifling  value,  be  could  not  do  so 
to  rescue  a  child  who  in  no  other  cir- 
cumstances could  act  without  him.  There 
was  no  analogy  to  tbe  case  of  marriage 
imder  16;  because  in  tbe  case  of  mar- 
riage there  was  tbe  consent  of  the 
parents,  who  banded  over  their  child  to 
tbe  care  of  a  man  who  undertook  to 
maintain  and  protect  her.  But  even 
such  marriages  were  extremely  rare; 
for  when  tbe  statistics  were  examined, 
it  was  found  there  bad  been  only  130 
contracted  marriages  witb  girls  under  16, 
outof  a  total  of  750,000  marriages.  Pub- 
lic opinion  bad  been  gauged  in  this 
matter,  and  tbe  House  would  be  acting 
in  agreement  witb  it,  if  it  maintained 
tbe  age  of  16.  Tbe  conscience  of  tbe 
people  bad  been  roused  by  recent  dis- 
closures on  the  matter,  and  they  would 
beartily  support  that  House  if  it  ad- 
hered to  tbe  bigber  age. 

LoBD  BEAMWELL  said,  be  must 
point  out  to  their  Lordships  that  tbe  Bill 
was  not  a  Bill  for  tbe  prevention  of 
illicit  intercourse  between  men  and 
women.  It  was  not  even  a  Bill  against 
seduction.  Tbe  only  principle  of  tbe  Bill 
was  to  deal  witb  cases  in  wbicb  men 
committed  offences  wbicb,  from  tbe  age 
of  tbe  girls,  amounted  to  tbe  commis- 
sion of  what  might  be  termed  unnatural 
crime ;  and  that  being  so,  be  was  in 
favour  of  making  tbe  age  15,  and  was 
by  no  means  sure  that  even  14  was  not 
a  bigb  enougb  limit,  and  that  it  would 
not  have  been  wiser  to  have  adopted 
that  age.  Girls  were  frequently  married 
at  16,  and  although  be  could  not  admire 
tbe  wisdom  of  a  man  who  married  a 
girl  at  that  age,  sucb  a  marriage  was 
not  viewed  witb  repugnance  or  as  an 
objectionable  proceeding.  ^  He  would 
warn  their  Lordships  against  making 
tbe  law  too  severe,  and  thought  that  tbe 
adoption  of  tbe  bigber  age  would  tend 
to  bring  tbe  law  into  contempt  if  a  man 
could  be  indicted  whose  offence  was  that 
only  of  having  intercourse  witb  a  prosti- 
tute just  abort  of  16  years  of  age.  The 
Bill  would  work  injustice,  and  thereby 
become   impopular,    and   it    was    un- 

The  Archlishop  of  Canterbury 


necessary  and  dangerous  to  meddle  wxtli 
tbe  law  as  it  stood. 

Lord  NOETON  said,  be  earne^y 
protested  against  tbe  distinction  willed 
tbe  noble  and  learned  Lord  oppoeite 
(Lord  Bramwell)  attempted  to  d»w  be- 
tween wbat  be  thought  natural  and  un- 
natural in  crimes  of  tbe  kind  now  under 
discussion — a  distinction  imknown  to  tbe 
Statute  Book,  and  entirely  in  the  hnmim 
breast. 

On  Question?  Their  Lordships  di-^ 
vided : — Contents  65  ;  Not-Gontents  54  : 
Majority  31. 

Amendment  disagreed  to. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  6  (Householder,  &c.  permittiBg 
defilement  of  girl  under  fifteen  on  his 
premises  guilty  of  misdemeanour). 

On  tbe  Motion  of  Tbe  Earl  of  Dal- 
HousiE,  the  following  Amendments 
made: — ^Li  page  3,  line  30,  leave  oat 
C'  may '')  and  insert  ("  shall ")  ;  line  32, 
leave  out  (''guilty  of  an  offence  nnder 
this  Act ") ;  and  in  line  33,  after  (**  pre- 
mises") insert  (''and  have  reasonable 
ground  for  believing  to  have  been  giiihj 
of  an  offence  under  this  Act.") 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  U. 


Clause  7  (Abduction  of  girl 
eighteen  with   intent   to  have 
knowledge). 

LoKD  MOUNT-TEMPLE,  in  morai^^, 
as  an  Amendment,  that  a  master  or  g^amr* 
dian  who  assaulted  a  girl  under  18  jesn 
of  age  should  be  guilty  of  a  nusde- 
meanour,  and  be  rendered  liable  to  im- 
prisonment for  two  years  with  hard 
labour,  said,  abuses  of  power  bj 
masters  over  female  servants  were  com- 
mon, and  by  guardians  over  wards 
not  rare.  A  householder  was  in  a 
tion  of  trust  in  respect  to  a  servant 
under  18  who  had  been  committed  to  his 
care  by  her  parents.  If  by  means  <tf 
bis  authority  he  ruined  her  moralij  h* 
ought  to  be  liable  to  severe  pimishxnol. 

Amendment  moved, 

In  pago  4,  line  9,  after  (**lAb<mr*^  titfat 
("  any  person  who,  being  the  guardian  of  a  pH 
under  eighteen  years,  or  baring  tb*  can 
charge  of  her,  or  being  her  master  in 
service  or  other  emplo^rment,  or  oUm 
whose  lawful  commands  she  is  bound  to 
unlawfully  and  carnally  knows,  or  ■ttwwf'Cs  to 
have  unlawful  and  carnal  knowledj:*  «C  ** 
indecently  assaults  such  ^rl,  shall  \m  gvflky  ^f 
a  misdemeanour,  and  being  oonnotsd 
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shall  be  liable,  at  the  diaoretion  of  the  court,  to 
be  imprisoned  for  any  term  not  exceeding  two 
years  with  or  without  hard  labour :  Provided 
that  it  shall  be  a  defence  under  this  section  to 
show  that  such  girl  had  been  unchaste  pre- 
irioualy  to  the  offence  charged.") — {Th4  Lord 
Moimt'TempU,) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  Earl  of  DALHOUSIE  said, 
the  Amendment  was  very  wide  in  terms. 
Xt  was  open  to  grave  objection  and 
liable  to  abuse,  and  he  could  not  agree 
to  it. 

Amendment  disagreed  to. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  8  (Power,  on  indictment  for 
rape,  to  convict  of  indecent  assault). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Earl  of  Dal- 
soxJSiB,  the  following  Amendment  made : 
— ^In  page  4,  line  18,  after  ("indict- 
ment") insert  ('*or  of  an  attempt  to 
commit  the  same."). 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  9  (Amendment  of  2  &  3  Yict. 
c.  47,  B.  54,  and  10  &  11  Vict.  c.  89, 
B.  28). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Earl  of  Dal- 
HOUBis,  the  following  Amendment  made : 
— ^In  page  6,  line  2,  leave  out  ("  only  of 
one  police  constable  ")  and  insert  (  "of 
one  witness  only.") 

The  Eabl  of  MILLTO WN,  in  moving 
the  omission  of  the  clause,  said,  it 
gave  an  unlimited  and  most  dangerous 
power  of  arbitrary  arrest  to  the  police, 
against  both  men  and  women,  and 
would  leave  them  indeed,  when  walk- 
ing through  the  streets  of  London, 
at  the  mercy  of  the  police,  for  it  would 
allow  any  policeman  who  saw  a  man 
and  woman  talking  together  to  arrest 
one  or  both  of  them — the  man  on 
the  charge  of  importuning,  and  the 
woman  of  soliciting.  Even  if  the  charge 
was  dismissed  the  mischief  done  could 
never  be  repaired.  In  the  interests, 
too,  of  the  thousands  of  workgirls,  who 
in  a  large  place  like  London  were  obliged 
to  go  loog  distances  to  their  homes,  he 
protested  against  rendering  them  liable 
to  the  danger  of  a  charge  by  a  corrupt 
or  malicious  policeman.  As  the  law 
stood  at  present,  if  this  solicitation  took 
place  to  the  annoyance  of  the  passengers 
or  inhabitants,  the  offence  was  criminal. 
That  was  amply  sufficient,  and  there 


was  no  necessity  for  this  clause.  A 
Proviso  was  inserted  to  the  effect  that 
no  committal  should  take  place  on  the 
testimony  of  one  witness  only.  As  the 
Bill  originally  stood,  it  was  ''on  the 
testimony  of  one  police  constable."  That 
had  been  altered  on  consequence  of  his 
remarks  on  the  second  reading ;  but  it 
meant  exactly  the  same  thing.  That 
was  a  very  strange  inconsistency,  as  the 
clause  gave  the  policeman  this  arbitrary 
power  of  arrest,  and  yet  said  that  his 
evidence  was  not  sufficient  for  a  com- 
mittal— in  fact,  that  he  was  not  to  be  be- 
lieved on  his  oath.  He  contended  that 
the  existing  powers  of  the  law  were 
ample,  and  on  these  grounds  he  begged 
to  move  the  rejection  of  the  clause. 

Moved,  *'  To  omit  the  Clause."^(7%tf 
Earl  of  Milltotvn.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  Clause 
stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

The  Eabl  of  DALHOUSIE  said,  he 
would  point  out  that  the  clause  was  re- 
commended by  the  Select  Committee  on 
the  subject.  The  words  were,  that  soli- 
citing prostitution  in  the  streets  should 
be  an  offence.  The  present  condition 
of  the  London  streets  was  a  very  great, 
if  not  the  principal,  cause  of  the  cor- 
ruption of  the  young ;  and  the  Bill  hav- 
ing for  its  object  the  protection  of  the 
young,  it  would  be  impossible  to  pass 
over  the  question  of  the  condition  of  the 
streets. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBUEY  said, 
he  would  point  out  that  the  clause,  as  it 
stood,  differed  materially  from  the  re- 
commendation made  by  the  Committee, 
because  there  was  the  remarkable  addi- 
tion that  the  men  should  be  liable  to 
arrest  as  well  as  the  women.  He  thought 
they  were  now  discussing  the  question 
rather  from  the  point  of  view  of  those  of 
their  own  class — those  who  had  houses. 
But,  as  their  Lordships  doubtless  were 
well  aware,  there  was  a  large  portion  of  the 
population  who,  after  their  day's  work  was 
over,  went  out  to  walk  in  the  streets  and 
to  meet  their  friends.  They  walked  in 
the  parks  and  in  the  streets,  and  talked 
with  their  friends  there ;  and  yet  by  this 
clause  they  proposed  to  make  it,  if  not 
not  an  absolute  offence,  a  serious  matter 
of  suspicion,  if  a  man  spoke  to  a  woman 
in  the  streets.  Was  this  a  condition  of 
things  which  their  Lordships  would  like 
to  see  brought  about?  He  felt  that 
very  serious  hardships  would  result  to 
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those  wlio  now  very  largely  used  public 
plsu^es  for  recreation.  Such  large  powers 
placed  in  the  hands  of  the  police  would 
enable  them  to  damage  this  Act  in  pub- 
lic estimation,  as  had  been  done  in  the 
case  of  another  measure  which  had  for 
its  object  the  suppression  of  immorality — 
the  Contagious  Diseases  Acts — ^in  which 
the  police  had  had  to  do  very  unpleasant 
things,  and  the  prejudice  against  these 
Acts  was  that  they  put  it  in  the  power 
of  a  policeman  to  damage  the  character 
of  an  innocent  girl ;  and  he  was  afraid 
that  under  this  clause  the  characters  of 
innocent  young  g^rls  would  be  subject 
to  the  same  danger.  By  such  a  clause 
he  thought  they  would  really  run  the 
risk  of  a  very  considerable  social  danger, 
that  they  would  inflict  a  great  hardship, 
and  woidd  do  no  good  whatever.  If  his 
noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Milltown)  went 
to  a  division  he  should  support  him. 

Thb  LOED  chancellor  said, 
that  the  question  was  whether  a  possible 
miscarriage  of  justice  under  this  section 
was  at  all  to  be  balanced  against  the 
benefit  of  checking  the  system  if  they 
could.  The  evil  which  it  was  proposed 
to  cope  with — the  condition  of  the  streets 
of  London — was  a  very  serious  and 
grrave  one,  and  full  of  danger  to  young 
persons,  and  it  was  felt  that  this  state 
of  things  was  a  source  of  great  public 
mischief.  He  would  point  out  that 
the  clause  provided  that  there  must 
be  more  than  one  witness  to  justify  a 
conviction ;  and,  as  policemen  did  not  go 
about  in  couples,  it  was  certain  that  the 
second  witness  would  not  be  a  police- 
man. As  to  the  case  of  men,  only  those 
were  liable  who  in  a  thoroughfare  or 
other  public  place  habitually  and  per- 
sistently importuned  women  for  an  im- 
moral purpose. 

Earl  COWPER  said,  he  thought  it 
would  be  more  satisfactory  if  the  matter 
could  have  been  disposed  of  by  the 
Committee,  and  thus  the  disagreeable 
discussion,  which  came  before  the  House 
year  after  year,  be  avoided.  But  he 
thought  the  clause  now  under  considera- 
tion would  lead  to  much  mischief.  In 
spite  of  there  being  more  than  one 
witness  required,  he  thought  the  danger 
of  collusion  would  be  great  for  the 
purpose  of  extorting  money,  or  grati- 
fying any  evil  design,  as  in  the  way  of 
revenge  or  otherwise.  In  addition  to 
that,  me  wording  of  the  clause  was  too 
Taga«9  for  nothing  could  be  more  difficult 
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to  define  than  the  words  '^  habitaaUy  ami 
persistently  importunes."  He  oonld  oot 
vote  for  the  clause. 

LoBD  BEAMWELL  said,  he  could 
not  understand  why  two  witnesses 
should  be  required  to  prove  the  strange, 
vague  offence  dealt  with  in  the  daose, 
when  one  witness  was  sufficient  to  prove 
much  more  serious  crimes.  That  Terr 
necessity  for  having  two  or  more  wit- 
nesses, in  his  opinion,  condemned  the 
clause,  and  he  should  vote  against  it 

Lord  COLERIDGE  said,  that  the 
opponents  of  the  clause  argued  that  mi- 
founded  accusations  of  solicitation  might 
be  brought  against  a  man;  but  any 
othercrime  might  be  wrongfnUy  charged 
against  a  person  in  the  same  way,  and, 
therefore,  this  argument  had  no  special 
substance.  His  only  objection  to  the 
clause  was  that  it  would  be  very  difficult 
to  prove  persistent  and  constant  aolid* 
tation. 

Lord  NOETON  said,  that  the  ooodi- 
tion  of  some  of  the  streets  of  the  Metio> 
polis  was  far  more  disgraceful,  and  tiie 
offence  of  solicitation  was  carried  to  a 
greater  length  in  London  than  in  aay 
other  capital  in  Europe.  In  the  oaae  of 
women,  the  only  change  effected  in  the 
law  by  this  clause  would  be  that  it  wonld 
be  no  longer  necessary  to  prove  that  the 
solicitation  with  which  a  woman  was 
charged  caused  annoyance  to  pnnimn 
gers. 

YisGOUKT  CEANBEOOK  said,  that  ia 
his  opinion,  at  least,  the  proposed  change 
in  the  law  which  the  clause  wotild  hrin^ 
about  might  be  tried  experimental!  j. 

Lord  ABEEDAEE  said,  he  could  not 
but  think  that  there  would  be  little  dif- 
ficulty about  proving  the  offence  of  per- 
sistent solicitation.  Women  were  now 
seldom  committed  for  the  offence ;  be> 
cause  it  was  almost  impossible  to  induct 
respectable  persons  to  come  forward  to 
say  that  they  had  been  annoyed  It 
was  well  known  that  there  were  mea 
who  habitually  solicited  young  womea 
on  their  way  home  from  business. 

Lord  OEANMOEE  aio)  BBOWXK. 
said,  he  objected  to  the  dauae.  It  was 
easy  to  explain  the  reason  why  Htusn 
were  more  prostitutes  on  the  sUeeta  of 
London  than  in  Continental  towne— 
namely,  that  immorality  was  aooeptid  m 
an  inevitable  evil  and  dealt  with 
ingly ;  and  houses  were  licensed 
men  and  women  met,  and  by  _  , 
regulations  health  wasprote^ed,  aswaD 
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as  any  indecent  exhibitions  in  the  streets 
preyented.  It  was  most  desirable  to  pro- 
tect youngs  girls ;  bat  it  was  impossible, 
in  his  opinion,  to  do  away  with  immo- 
rality, which  was  the  vain  attempt 
made  by  the  supporters  of  the  Bill. 

On  Question?  Their  Lordships  di- 
vided : — Contents  45  ;  Not-Oontents  34  : 
Majority  11. 

Clause  agreed  to,  and  ordered  to  stand 
part  of  the  Bill. 

Remaining  clauses  agreed  to. 

The  Beport  of  the  Amendments  to  be 
reoeiyed  on  Thursday  next ;  and  Bill  to 
be  printed  as  amended.    (No.  92.) 

BGTPTIAN  LOAN  BILL.— (No.  74.) 

{The  Earl  Granvilie.) 

THIBD  BEABIKO. 

Bill  read  8«  (according  to  order). 

On  Question,  <<That  the  Bill  do 
pass?" 

Thk  Mabqtjbss  of  SALISBURY : 
Before  the  BiU  is  passed,  I  wish  to  ask 
the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  he  can 
name  any  date  or  proximate  date  at 
which  he  is  likely  to  be  able  to  fulfil 
the  pledge  or  species  of  pledge  which 
he  gaye  the  other  night  that  he  would 
explain  the  definite  policy  which  Her 
Majesty's  (Government  intend  to  pursue 
with  respect  to  the  Soudan  ? 

Eabl  GRANVILLE :  I  am  afraid  I 
cannot  fix  a  date.  I  am  not  prepared 
at  present  to  make  the  statement. 

Bill  poised. 

KAVY  (SHIPS  BUILDING)— MINIS- 
TEBIAL  PROGRAMME. 

QUESnOX.      OBSBRYATIONS. 

Thb  Eabl  of  EAVENSWORTH,  in 
rising  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  What  steps  haye  heen  or 
are  being  taken  by  the  Board  of 
Admiralty  to  complete  in  the  Eojal 
Dockyards  the  shipbuilding  programme, 
presented  to  both  Houses  of  Parliament 
on  the  2nd  December  last,  for  the 
financial  year  ending  the  3 let  March 
1886  ?  said,  it  would  be  in  the  recoUec* 
tion  of  the  House  that  on  the  occasion 
to  which  he  referred  the  noble  Earl 
opposite  (the  Earl  of  Northbrook)  made 
a  Tery  important  announcement  with 
respect  to  the  Navy.  The  occasion  was 
an  important  one^  and  the  circumstances 
connected  with  it  were  important.    It 


was  felt  that  the  question  was  urgent 
then,  and  if  so  it  was  much  more  urgent 
now.  In  his  (the  Earl  of  Rayensworth's) 
opinion,  the  provision  made  in  the  Naval 
Estimates  for  the  year  in  respect  of  the 
two  iron-clads  to  be  built  by  the  Admi- 
ralty was  most  inadequate.  In  the 
present  state  of  the  coimtry,  he  con- 
sidered it  would  be  a  mistake  to  lay 
down  any  new  ship  in  any  of  the  four 
Government  Dockyards — ^namely,  Chat- 
ham, SheemesSy  Portsmouth,  or  Devon- 
port  ;  because,  when  repairing  and  re- 
fitting were  going  on  to  a  large  extent, 
the  work  of  building  was  liable  to  serious 
interruption.  That  observation,  how- 
ever, did  not  apply  to  Pembroke.  He 
asked  particularly  for  information  as  to 
what  was  being  done  with  regard  to  the 
10  torpedo  cruisers  known  by  the  name 
of  Scouts,  the  30  first-class  torpedo  boats, 
and  the  two  torpedo  rams  of  the  Poly^ 
phemus  type,  and  would  conclude  by 
asking  the  Question  of  which  he  had 
given  Notice. 

Thb  Eabl  op  NOETHBKOOK  :  My 
Lords,  it  would  be  desirable,  if  any 
other  Questions  are  to  be  asked,  that 
they  should  be  put  before  I  make  my 
reply;  because  if  they  are  put  after- 
wards the  Bules  of  Debate  prevent  me 
speaking  again.  I  shall  be  glad  to 
answer  the  Question  of  the  noble  Earl 
opposite  (the  Earl  of  Eavensworth)  as 
plainly  as  I  can.  Your  Lordships  will 
recollect  that,  in  December  of  last  year, 
I  explained  that  it  was  the  intention  of 
the  Oovemment  to  ask  for  money  in  the 
Estimates  for  the  current  year  to  enable 
them  to  spend  a  capital  sum  of 
£3,100,000  on  ships  to  be  built  by 
contract.  I  explained  at  the  time  that 
for  that  money  we  calculated  on  build- 
ing one  iron-clad,  five  belted  cruisers, 
two  torpedo  rams,  10  Scouts,  and  80 
torpedo  boats  of  the  first  class,  in  addi- 
tion to  the  ordinary  rate  of  shipbuilding. 
At  the  same  time,  I  said  I  was  by  no 
means  certain  that  would  be  the  precise 
manner  in  which  the  money  would  be 
spent ;  I  said  it  might  be  possible  that, 
instead  of  giving  a  contract  for  one  iron- 
clad, we  might  give  contracts  for  two  or 
three ;  and  mat,  of  course,  involved  that 
the  money  would  not  go  so  far  to  provide 
ships  of  the  other  classes.  I  will  now 
explain  what  we  have  actually  done. 
Instead  of  ordering  by  contract  one 
iron-dad,  we  have  ordered  two.  We 
have  ordered  by  contract  five  belted 
cruisers  and  six  vessels  of  the  Seout 
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class,  and  we  have  ordered  the  whole 
number  of  torpedo  boats  of  the  first 
class.  We  have  thus  ordered  by  con- 
tract ships  representing  the  sum  of 
£3,100,000  ;  and,  indeed,  we  have  gone 
somewhat  above  that  sum.  I  have  al- 
ways endeavoured  to  go  a  little  beyond 
the  pledges  given  to  Parliament,  rather 
than  to  fall  short  of  them.  An  iron-clad 
is  more  expensive  than  two  rams  and 
four  ships  of  the  Scout  class  put  together. 
Therefore,  the  orders  given  by  the  Go- 
vernment for  ships  to  be  built  by  con- 
tract exceed  the  expectation  held  out  in 
the  statement  I  made  in  the  month  of 
December  last.  Your  Lordships  will  be 
glad  to  hear  that  in  no  case  has  our 
estimate  of  the  cost  of  the  ships  been 
exceeded  by  the  tenders  we  have 
accepted.  It  is  also  gratifying  to  find, 
owing  to  the  ability  of  the  great  ship- 
building firms  of  the  countiy,  that  we 
have  secured  both  for  the  iron-dads 
and  belted  cruisers  a  speed  sensibly 
higher  than  we  expected.  We  shall 
have,  for  the  iron-clads,  a  speed  of  over 
16  knots,  and  for  the  belted  cruisers 
18  knots.  With  respect  to  the  pro- 
gramme of  shipbuilding  in  the  Dock- 
yards, the  matter  is  more  difficult.  The 
circumstances  were  not  the  same  when 
the  Estimates  were  framed  as  they  were 
when  I  made  the  statement  in  December. 
I  then  said,  and  it  met  with  the  general 
concurrence  of  your  Lordships,  that  if  it 
were  necessary  to  spend  more  money 
upon  the  construction  of  ships  of  war, 
it  was  desirable,  both  for  reasons  well 
known  to  my  noble  Friend,  as  the  Chair- 
man of  a  Committee  that  had  inquired 
into  the  subject,  and  also  because  there 
was  at  the  time  a  want  of  employment 
in  the  shipbuilding  trade  of  the  country, 
that  the  extra  money  should  be  spent 
in  building  ships  by  contract,  and  that 
we  should  be  content  to  let  the  Dock- 
yards go  on  steadily  at  the  rate  of 
construction  at  which  they  were  then 
carried  on.  When  we  came  to  frame 
the  Naval  Estimates,  it  appeared  to  us, 
for  reasons  it  is  hardly  necessary  for 
me  now  to  explain,  that  it  was  de- 
sirable that  the  naval  programme  of  this 
year  should  be  based  upon  the  policy  of 
completing,  as  quickly  as  possible,  those 
ships  which  comd  be  completed  in  the 
course  of  the  financial  year.  It  is  not  a 
very  economical  thing  to  do,  because  to 
complete  a  large  number  of  ships  at  the 
same  time  disturbs  somewhat  the  distri- 
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bution  of  labour.  StiU,  there  were 
sons  which  led  the  Board  of  Admiralty 
to  the  eonclusion  that  it  was  the  beet 
policy  to  pursue  in  framing  the  Esti- 
mates for  the  year.  The  number  ol 
ships  we  are  expecting  to  complete  tiiis 
year  is  considerable.  We  shall  com- 
plete in  the  year  the  JSdinhurgh,  the 
Collingwood^  the  Impirietue^  and  the  Wgr^ 
tpite.  

The   Eabl   of   EAVENSWOBTH: 
Not  the  Colossus  ?       

TfiB  Earl  of  NOETHBROOK  :  The 
Colossus  is  complete  so  far  as  our  pro- 
gramme of  shipbuilding  is  concerned. 
We  shall  also  complete  the  Mersey,  a  new 
belted  cruiser,  and  three  ships  of  yexj 
nearly  the  same  class,  the  AreikuMmy  ths 
Photon^  and  the  Amphion ;  these  three  ships 
will  be  completed  in  the  calendar  year. 
I  mention  that  because  the  finatira^l  year 
is  usually  understood.  There  are  also, 
besides  these,  several  small  ships  X  need 
not  mention.  That  being  the  basifl  of 
our  policy,  while  we  are  spending  thii 
year  somewhat  more  than  last  year,  ws 
are  postponing  the  laying  down  of  ships 
in  the  Dockyards  until  the  close  of  the 
year.  I  understand  that  is  the  policy  the 
noble  Earl  approves.  During  the  lait 
few  months  we  have  thought  it  deairahle 
that  the  ships  in  the  Dockyards  should 
be  pushed  forward  and  prepared  for  ses, 
and  that  we  should  not  lay  down  any 
new  ships,  because  it  would  be  inoonre- 
nient  to  have  the  staff  diverted  from  th» 
completion  of  ships.  We  propose,  to- 
wards the  end  of  tne  year,  to  make  pre- 
parations for  the  commencement  of  two 
iron-clads  in  the  Dockyards,  cam  st 
Portsmouth  and  the  other  at  Pembroke 
of  a  torpedo  ram  at  Chatham,  and  s 
Scout  at  Devonport.  If  it  were  desiiaUs 
to  increase  the  number  of  iron-dad  ships 
beyond  this  programme  it  would  \» 
better  to  do  it  oy  contract  than  to  go  to 
the  Dockyards,  because  we  cannot 
take  more  building  of  that  class 
we  now  have  on  hand.  But,  in  o: 
circumstances,  I  do  not  think  it 
sary  to  push  on  more  rapidly  the 
struction  of  this  kind  of  vessels.  X  hav* 
often  said  in  this  House  that  it  is  a  fmm- 
ing  opinion  in  the  Service  that  it  is  Ij  as 
means  certain  that  these  large  iro&-cla& 
will  for  ever  be  the  ships  of  the  gi  usf  <f 
importance  in  time  of  war.  Thsrel«» 
if  we  were  to  increase  our  boildtag  pco- 
gramme  at  the  present  time,  it  migfct  bs 
a  wiser  expenditure  of  moaey  to 
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ships  of  a  different  class.  My  Lords,  I  am 
unable  to  inform  my  noble  Friend  what 
the  precise  design  of  the  new  ships  will 
be.     The  Admiralty  has  of  late  been  so 
much  occupied  with  other  matters  that 
we  haye  not  had  the  leisure  at  oiir  dis- 
posal to  consider  this  question.    I  have 
shown  that  the   expectations  which  I 
held  out  in  December  last  have  been 
somewhat  more  than  fulfilled.    We  are 
building  more  by  contract  than  I  then 
expected,   and   we  have  kept  up  the 
same  rate    of  building   in  the  Dock- 
yards.   I  said  that  the  annual  produc- 
tion of  armour-clad  ships  would  be  in- 
creased by  2,000  tons  a-year  —  from 
12,000  to   14,000  tons.    In  the  Navy 
Estimates  of  this  year  it  will  be  found 
that  we  expect  to  build  in  1885  14,423 
tons.    That  is  nearly  the  figure  I  gave 
last  December.    In  addition  to  that,  we 
shall  build  no  less  than  6,000  tons  of 
protected  ships,  which,  compared  with 
the   iron-clad  ships  of   other  nations, 
might  almost  be  reckoned  as  iron-dads. 
The    total  tonnage   proposed  for  this 
year    is    28,052.    as    compared    with 
20,650  tons  last  year.    Thus  we  haye 
somewhat  exceeded  the  programme  I 
sketched  out  last  December.    My  noble 
Friend  asked  whether,   now  that  the 
Howe  was  launched  at  Pembroke,  the 
men  would  be  set  at  work  on  a  new 
ship  ?  The  answer  is  that  the  men  would 
be  emoloTcd  on  the  Anson  and  other 
ships,  and  can  be  more  usefully  occupied 
by  pressing  those  ships  forward  than  on 
a  new  ship.    The  number  of  men  em- 
ployed at  l^embroke  is  about  the  same  as 
last  year.    There  has  been  a  good  deal 
of  misrepresentation  lately  in  respect  of 
the  policy  of  the  Admiralty,  and  about 
one  statement  in  particular  which  I  made 
in  this  House.     I  haye  been  twitted 
with  saying  that  if  the  Admiralty  had 
£3,000,000  or  £4,000,000  to  spend  in 
shipbuilding  they  would  not  know  what 
to  ao  with  the  money.    That  is  a  very  in- 
correct interpretation  of  a  remark  which 
X  once  made  in  this  House.    I  was  refer- 
ring only  to  the  largest  class  of  ships,  and 
my  remark  by  no  means  applied  to  the 
general  construction  of  ships.    I  said 
only  what  I  am  sure  has  been  felt  by 
ereryone  who  has  considered  the  sub- 
ject.   I  said  that  if  I  had  put  into  my 
hands  £4,000,000  or  £5,000,000  to  spend 
upon  the  biggest  iron-clad  ships,  I  should 
find  a  difficulty  in  choosing  the  particu- 
lar class  of  ships  upon  which  that  money 


should  be  spent.  I  am  sure  that  those 
of  your  Lordships  who  have  followed 
the  technical  discussions  of  the  merits  of 
one  or  another  class  of  iron-dads  would 
agree  with  me  in  that  feeling.  I  am  by 
no  means  of  opinion  that  the  money 
could  not  be  usefully  spent  upon  other 
classes  of  ships ;  and  this  statement  is 
proved  by  the  classes  of  ships  ordered 
by  the  Admiralty  in  consequence  of  the 
liberality  of  Parliament  in  placing  large 
sums  at  our  disposal  during  the  current 
year  for  the  construction  of  ships  by 
contract. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Eight  o'clock,  to  Thursday  next, 

a  quarter  past  Ten  o'olook. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  2Sth  April,  1885. 


MINITTES.}— Sblbot  Oommitteb— Industries 
(Ireland),  nomination  [House  counted  out]. 

Supply — eontidered  in  Committee  —  Reeolutione 
[April  27]  reported, 

Priyatb  Bill  {by  Order)'^Seeond  Reading  — 
Committed  to  a  Select  Committee  —  Lower 
Thames  Valley  Mun  Sewerage.* 

Public  Bills  —  First  Reading  —  Water  Pro- 
risional  Orders  (Barton-upon-Humber  and 
District  Water,  &c.)  •  [142]. 

Considered  as  amended—Taxhameni&Ty  Elections 
(Redistribution)  [134]  IFirst  Nighty  debate 
adjourned. 

Third  Reading — Local  Govenmient  Froyisional 
Orders  (Poor  Law)  (No.  6)*  [118];  Local 
Authorities  (Expenses  of  Conferences)* 
[129],  ojiA  passed, 

QUESTIONS. 


INDIA  (BOMBAY)—FOiiEST  DEPART- 
AIENT— THE  THANA  DISTRICT. 

Mb.  SLAG-G  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  Whether  it  is  a 
fact  that  the  Gt)vemment  of  Bombay 
has  recently  appropriated,  as  a  **  pro- 
tected forest,"  about  1,000  square  miles 
of  wooded  land  in  the  Thana  Dis- 
trict; whether  the  population  of  the 
district  has  not,  from  time  immemorial, 
exercised  unlimited  right  of  user  over 
the  said  woodlands;  whether  this  step 
has  not  caused  serious  discontent  among 
nearly  1,000,000  people,  whose  trade, 
agricultural,  and  domestic  necessities 
have  been  seriously  affected  thereby; 
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and,  whether  he  can  give,  or  will  ob- 
tain, information  as  to  the  reasons 
which  are  held  to  justify  this  step  ? 

Mb.  J.  K.  0B08S :  To  the  first  danse 
of  mj  hon.  Friend's  Question,  I  must 
reply  that  the  "reserved"  and  "pro- 
tected'' forests  of  the  Thana  Division 
amounted  in  1879  to  2,034  square  miles. 
In  1844,  by  abandoning  lands  which  it 
was  not  considered  absolutely  necessary 
to  conserve,  they  had  been  reduced  to 
1,486  square  miles.  For  many  years 
previous  to  about  1870,  the  restrictions 
necessary  for  the  protection  of  public 
forests  were  much  disregarded,  so  that 
in  some  cases  the  people  have  come  to 
regard  as  rights  practices  which  really 
are  trespasses  and  destructive  of  the 
forests.  The  enforcement  during  the  last 
15  or  20  years  of  these  restrictions  has 
caused  some  discontent.  But  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Bombay  G-ovemment  has 
been  constantly  directed  to  the  subject, 
and  every  concession  has  been  and  will 
continue  to  be  made  compatible  with 
the  preservation  of  the  forests. 

PIERS  AND  HARBOURS  (IRELAND)— 
WORKS  AT  KIN8ALE  AND  MALIN- 
MORE,  BUNDORAN,  CO.  DONEGAL. 

Mb.  DEASY  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  If  it  is  a  fact  that  before 
the  plans  for  the  present  harbour  works 
at  Kinsale  were  finally  approved  of  and 
settled  by  the  Board  of  Works,  the 
plans  were  surveyed  or  examined  by  the 
chief  engineer  of  the  Board,  Mr.  Man- 
ning ;  whether  the  duty  of  making  the 
survey  was  imposed  on  a  junior  en- 
gineer, Mr.  Crosthwaite ;  whether  Mr. 
Crosthwaite  discharged  this  duty ;  and, 
if,  when  the  quay  walls  as  now  specified 
are  built,  the  harbour  can  be  deepened 
without  endangering  the  stability  of  the 
walls,  so  as  to  allow  fishing  vessels  to 
come  alongside  the  quay  ? 

Mr.  HIBBEBT  :    The  plans  for  the 

S resent  harbour  works  at  Kinsale  were 
esigned  by  the  Ohief  Engineer  to  the 
Board  of  Works.  They  were  drawn 
under  his  direction,  and  were  carefully 
examined  before  being  approved.  The 
survey  was  made  by  Mr.  Crosthwaite, 
acting  under  the  immediate  direction  of 
the  engineer.  When  the  works  are 
finished,  fishing  vessels  will  be  able  to 
come  alongside  the  pier  at  low  water, 
and  alongside  the  quay  at  half-tide. 

Mb.  IjEA.  also  asked  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  When  the 

Mr.  8lagg 


works  in  connection  with  the 
of  Malinmore  and  Bundormn,  eooBtj 
Donegal,  will  be  commenced,  in  aoeovd- 
anee  with  the  recommendaftioB  of  the 
Fishery  Commissioners,  and  approved 
by  the  Treasury ;  and,  if  a  Beam  cse 
now  be  given  of  all  moneys  allocated 
under  the  recent  special  grant  from  the 
Church  Fund  ? 

Mb.  HIBBEBT:  The  contract  te 
Malinmore  is  in  hand,  and  the  fonnaE- 
ties  are  being  completed.  It  is  hoped 
that  the  work  will  be  begun  in  a  coi^le 
of  months.  The  contract  was  aecepled 
for  Bundoran;  but,  unfortonatdj,  the 
contractor  threw  it  up,  and  new  teiiden 
had  to  be  called  for.  Probably,  the 
general  figures  which  my  hon.  Friend 
desires  can  be  best  given  in  the  Beport 
of  the  Fishery  Piers  and  Harbooze 
Commissioners. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS— THE  INOOME  TAX 
ON  TENANT  FARMEBS. 

Mb.  BIBEBECK  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  he  has 

fiven  consideration  to  the  request,  made 
uring  the  debate  on  Customs  and  In- 
land Bevenue  Bill  last  Session,  as  to 
placing  the  tenant  farmers  of  Enriand 
on  the  same  footing  as  Scotch  andlrish 
in  respect  of  the  charges  under  Schedule 
CB)  of  Income  Tax  ? 

Thb  CHANCELLOB  of  the  EXCHE- 
QXTEB  (Mr.  Chiij)ebs)  :  In  reply  to  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member,  I  may 
assure  him  that  I  have,  since  last  8m- 
sion,  given  great  attention  to  this  sub- 
ject, which  is  one  of  much  complexity, 
as  he,  doubtless,  is  aware.  In  mv  Finan- 
cial Statement  I  hope  to  deal  witii  it  in 
a  manner  of  which  the  hon.  Member 
will  possibly  approve. 

CRIME  AND  OUTRAGE  (IRELAND^  — 
DISTRICT  OF  GWEEDORE,  GO.  DONE- 
GAL. 


Mb.  lewis  asked  the  Chief 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  the  Gh>vemment  are  in 
sion  of  information  regarding  the 
ence  of  a  state  of  extreme  lavh 
in  the  district  of  Gweedore,  oomiST 
Doneg^;  whether  special  migislnrial 
reports  from  the  districts  hare  been  le- 
eeived ;  and,  what  steps  the  OovemmeBt 
are  taldng  to  put  down  intimidatioft  aad 
boycotting,  and  to  enforoe  the  QaeeB^t 
writ? 
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Mb.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN :  Before  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  answers  that 
Question,  I  would  wish  to  ask  him, 
whether  the  district  referred  to  in  the 
Question  has  not,  for  a  long  series  of 
years,  heen  the  scene  of  excessive  rack- 
renting,  extreme  poverty,  and  many 
eruel  evictions;  and,  whether  the  Go- 
vernment intend  to  take  any  steps  to  put 
an  end  to  so  intolerable  a  state  of 
things  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN : 
Perhaps  the  hon.  Member  will  give  No- 
tice of  that  Question.  In  answer  to  the 
Question  on  the  Paper,  I  have  to  say 
that  there  has  been  a  good  deal  of  ex- 
citement in  this  district,  and  it  has  been 
the  subject  of  report  and  inquiry  on  the 
spot.  The  means  adopted  by  the  Go- 
vernment with  the  view  of  preventing 
the  Boycotting  and  intimidation  are  the 
same  as  those  used  in  other  parts  of  the 
oountiy ;  and  the  necessity  has  been  im- 
pressed on  the  local  police  of  making 
every  endeavour  to  render  amenable 
any  persons  guilty  of  these  practices. 
Due  protection  will  be  given  to  the 
officers  of  the  law  in  the  execution  of 
their  duties. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
a  great  many  evictions  have  taken  plsu^e 
in  the  district,  and  that  the  Inspector  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  reported 
that  men,  women,  and  children  were 
lying  for  days  and  nights  together  in 
the  ditches  under  the  rain  ? 

Mb,  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  :  I 
must  ask  for  Notice  of  the  Question. 

POOR  LAW  (lEELAND)  —  SKIBBEREEN 
UNION.  CO.  CORK  —  ELECTION  OF 
CHAIRMAN  AND  DEPUTY  CHAIRMAN 
OF  BOARD  OP  GUARDIANS. 

Mr.  DEASY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  the  Local  Government  Board  have 
received  a  communication  from  a  guar- 
dian of  the  Skibbereen  Uoion,  objecting 
to  the  recent  elections  of  chairman,  vice- 
chairman,  and  deputy  vice-chairman, 
respectively,  on  the  ground  that  the 
elections  were  irregularly  carried  out; 
and,  whether  the  Local  Government 
Board  will  order  new  elections  for  the 
above  officers  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL- BANNEEMAN: 
It  appears  that  the  votine  at  the  first 
election  was  equal ;  and  that  by  unani- 
mous consent  the  election  was  postponed 
to  a  later  date,  when  the  then  chairmen 
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were  chosen.  Two  Guardians  have  since 
complained  of  the  course  pursued ;  but 
the  Local  Government  Board  see  no  rea- 
son whatever  to  interfere. 

Mr.  DEASY:  Was  not  the  election 
conducted  contrary  to  the  regulations  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN  : 
No ;  I  think  not. 

Mr.  DEASY  said,  he  would  ask  an- 
other Question  on  the  subject. 

FISHERIES  (IRELAND)— THE  HERRING 

FISHERY. 

Mr.  DEASY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  his  attention  has  been  drawn  to  a 
meeting  of  fishermen,  fishbujers,  and 
boat  owners  held  in  the  Kinsale  Court 
House  on  Monday  20th  instant,  when  it 
was  unanimously  resolved  to  ask  the 
herring  fishermen  (who  are  mostly  from 
Scotland)  not  to  commence  herring  fish- 
ing until  May  11th,  on  the  ground  {hat, 
if  carried  on  earlier,  it  would  materially 
injure  the  mackerel  fishing ;  and,  whe- 
ther, in  view  of  the  large  and  represen- 
tative character  of  the  said  meeting,  and 
largeness  of  the  interest  involved,  he 
will  direct  the  Inspectors  of  Fisheries  to 
hold  an  inquiry  into  the  matter  as  soon 
as  possible  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN :  I 
think  it  would  be  desirable  to  have  an 
inquiry  into  this  subject,  and  the  In- 
spectors inform  me  they  are  quite  ready 
to  hold  one.  They  point  out,  however, 
that  a  bye-law,  fixing  the  11th  of  May 
for  the  commencement  of  the  herring 
fishing,  even  if  it  should  be  determioed 
upon,  could  not  come  into  operation  for 
this  season ;  and  that  the  result  of  an 
inquiry  held  now  could  hot  bind  the 
fishermen  this  year,  though,  perhaps, 
they  might  of  themselves  acquiesce  in 
any  arrangement  that  might  be  come  to 
at  the  inquiry.  I  do  not  know  that  this 
is  very  likely ;  but  I  will  leave  it  to  the 
Inspectors  themselves  to  fix  a  date, 
having  regard  to  their  other  engage- 
ments. 

NAVY— H.M.S.  "AGAMEMNON." 

Admiral  EGERTON  asked  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty,  What  is  the  latest 
report  of  the  steering  qualities  of  Her 
Majesty's  ship  Agamemnon  ? 

Sir  THOMAS  BRASSEY :  The  last 
Beport  from  Captain  Long  on  the  steer- 
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ing  of  tlie  Agamemnon  is  satisfactory.  It 
is  stated  that  on  the  voyage  from  Co- 
lombo to  Singapore  the  ship,  as  a  rule, 
steered  very  steadily.  In  the  Straits  of 
Malacca  the  difficulties  at  first  expe- 
rienced had  been  so  completely  over- 
come, that  the  ship  never  deviated  more 
than  two  degrees  from  her  course.  It 
is  believed  that,  with  more  experience, 
the  gallant  captain  of  the  Agamemnon 
will  be  able  to  still  further  improve  the 
steerage  of  his  ship. 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  asked,  whether 
the  good  and  steady  steering  referred  to 
in  the  Beport  mentioned  was  at  full 
speed,  or  was  limited  only  to  eight  or 
nine  knots  ? 

SiE  THOMAS  BRASSEY  said,  that 
the  exact  speed  at  which  the  vessel  was 
steering  was  not  stated  in  the  Eeport ; 
but  he  had  given  as  succinctly  as  he 
oould  the  general  effect  of  the  Eeport. 

Sir  JOHN  HAY  asked,  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  ascertain  the  speed  at 
which  the  vessel  steered  well  ? 

Sir  THOMAS  BRASSEY  repHed  in 
the  affirmative. 

Mr.  GOEST  asked,  if  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  instruct  that  in  future  Be- 
ports  the  speed  would  be  stated  ? 

Sir  THOMAS  BEASSEY:  Yes. 

SOUTH  AFMOA— AFFAIES  OP 
BECHTJANALAND. 

Mr.  E.  N.  FOWLEE  (Lord  Mayor) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Oolonies,  Whether  it  is  true  that  Sir 
Oharles  Warren,  Special  Commissioner 
in  Bechuanaland,  has  been  blamed  for 
asking  President  Kriiger  to  enter  into 
the  question  of  the  cattle  stealing  which 
has  taken  place  in  Bechuanaland  from 
the  Transvaal  frontier  since  May  last, 
without  first  consulting  Sir  Hercules 
Eobinson,  the  High  Commissioner; 
whether  it  has  since  been  ascertained 
that  Sir  0.  Warren,  before  addressing 
Mr.  Kriiger  on  the  subject  of  the  cattle 
stealiug  in  question,  had  been  urged  by 
Sir  H.  Itobinson  to  take  that  step ;  and, 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  will, 
by  firm  and  conciliatory  action,  prevent 
any  further  conflict  of  authority  in 
Bechuanaland  ? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY :  I  think. 
Sir,  there  is  some  public  disadvantage 
in  entering  by  way  of  Question  and  an- 
swer into  small  past  misunderstandings 
between  the  two  disting^shed  pubUc 
servants  who  are   now  serving   their 

Sir  Tfwmoi  Braeeey 


country  in  South  AMca.  But  I  may 
shortly  say,  as  to  the  point  raised  in  the 
right  hon.  Member's  Question,  that  Sir 
Charles  Warren,  construing  a  form^ 
communication  from  the  High  Gommift- 
sioner  as  an  instruction  to  make  certain 
formal  representations  to  the  Traasraal 
Government,  acted  on  that  view,  and 
sent  a  direct  communication  to  Preeldeat 
Kriiger,  at  Pretoria,  in  reference  to 
cattle  stealing  in  Bechuanaland.  It  was 
then  pointed  out  to  him  that  the  High 
Commissioner  should  be  the  channel  by 
which  communications  should  be  made 
to  the  Transvaal  Executive  in  all  mattefi 
involving  policy  and  political  oonaiderm* 
tions.  The  Government  hoped,  by  their 
action,  that  they  have  cleared  up  aay 
difference  between  these  two  g^tlemia 
on  the  matter.  As  to  any  cfmfliot  of 
authority  in  Bechuanaland,  there  simply 
has  not  been  any,  the  only  authcnnty 
recognized  there  being  Britiah  aa^ko- 
rity. 

ARMY— THE  BRIGADE  OF  OXJABD8. 

Me.  PEBCY  WYNDHAM  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  the 
Brigade  of  Guards  left  with  lees  than 
the  usual  complement  of  Subaltem  Offi- 
cers per  Company ;  whether  some  who 
embarked  as  Company  OflBcers  at  the 
time  held  Staff  appointments ;  whether 
others  have  been  so  appointed  since, 
while  more  have  been  invalided  home ; 
and,  whether  it  is  intended  to  send  oat 
reinforcements  ? 

Thb  Mabquess  of  HAETINOTOX  : 
The  Brigade  of  Guards  embarked  with 
its  full  strength  of  subaltem  officers — 
namely,  two  per  company.  No  offieer 
who  embarked  as  a  company  ofl^oer  held 
a  Staff  appointment ;  one  officer  has  beea 
killed,  and  one  was  appointed  to  the 
Staff,  but  has  since  been  invalided.  The 
question  of  sending  reinforcements  is 
under  consideration. 


EGYPT  (THE  EXPEDITIONART 
—THE  TROOPS  AT  KOBTL 


Mb.  WABTON  asked  the 
of  State  for  War,  Whether  it  is  i 
to  keep  the  Troops  now  at  Korti 
during  the  Summer ;  if  so,  is  it 
what  the  degree  of  heat  is  there 
the  Summer ;  and,  if  he  can 
estimate  of  the  percentage  of  m 
will  probably  die  or  be  invalided 
the  heat  duriiig  the  Siumierf 


965 


Cml  Service 


{ApbjlSS,  1886}  {Parliamentary  CamKdature).  966 


Thb  Maequbss  of  HAETINGTON  : 
There  are  do  troops  actually  at  Korti. 
It  is  not  intended  to  keep  troops  in 
that  neighbourhood  during  the  summer. 
Under  these  circumstances,  it  is  not  ne- 
eeesary  to  form  the  estimate  asked  for 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member. 

EGYPT  AND   FRANCE— THE   SEIZURE 

OF  THE  "  BOSPHORE  EGYPTIEN  "— 

THE  NEGOTIATIONS. 

Mb.  A8HMEAD-BAETLETT  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  he  can  now  inform  the 
House  of  the  details  of  the  settlement 
of  the  difficulties  between  the  French 
and  Egyptian  Gt>Ternment8  relative  to 
the  suppression  of  The  Boephore  Egyp- 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEIOE: 
I  am  not  in  a  position  to  make  any  ad- 
dition to  the  statement  I  have  already 
made  on  this  subject. 


CIVIL  SERVICE  (PARLIAMENTARY 

CANDIDATURE)— MR.  W.  JOHNSTON, 

INSPECTOR  OF  FISHERIES. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Has  Mr.  William  Johnston,  Inspector 
of  Fisheries,  been  called  on  to  admit 
or  deny  that  he  wrote  to  the  Orange 
Gkand  Master  (Bev.  E.  B.  Kane) — 

**  ExpreMing  his  readixieu,  if  called  upon,  to 
contest  one  of  the  divisions  of  Belfast  at  the 
General  Election ; " 

will  the  Government  inquire  if  he  is  in 
a  position  to  deny  that  he  is  the  author 
of  the  following  letter  in  ITie  Belfast 
Xveniny  Telegraph : — 

'*  The  12th  of  July  is  being  prepared  for  all 
orer  Ulster.  In  view  of  the  approaching  Gene- 
ral Election  it  will  be  of  unusual  importance. 
On  that  occasion  I  hope  to  take  my  place  with  my 
Orange  brethren.  Ko  more  loyal  addresses  will 
ba  presented  to  the  Princess  and  Princess  of 
Wales  than  the  Orange  ones,  and  I  hope  to  be 
able  hereafter  to  give  emphasis  to  them  when  I 
%xa  Member  for  South  Belfast ;  *' 

and,  do  such  declarations  by  a  dvi] 
Servant  of  his  intention  to  seek  a  seat 
in  Parliament  constitute  a  breach  of  the 
Treasury  Bule  of  November  12th  1884 
(since  made  an  Order  in  Council),  which 
requires  that  any  Civil  Servant  who,  by 
an  election  address  or  '4n  any  other 
manner,  announces  himself  as  a  candi- 
date," should  resign  his  position  under 
the  Crown  ? 

ICa.  CAMPfiELL  -  BANNEBMAN : 
Vx.  Johnston  admits  that  he  wrote  a 


private  letter  to  Mr.  Kane  to  the  effect 
quoted,  and  he  also  admits  the  author- 
ship of  the  letter  in  The  Evening  Tele* 
graph  ;  but  he  explains  that  he  intended 
the  passage  quoted  from  the  letter  to 
have  reference  to  a  future  time,  when, 
having  resigned  his  office,  he  should 
again  be  able  to  take  part  in  political 
affairs.  He  repeats  that  he  had  no  in- 
tention of  infringing  the  Treasury  Mi- 
nute; but  it  appears  questionable,  so 
far  as  I  can  see  at  present,  whether  he 
may  not  technically  have  done  so. 

SibH.  DBUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
whether  this  case  was  not  analogous 
to  the  case  of  Sir  William  Gurdon, 
who 

Mr.  SPEAKEB  :  Order,  order ! 

Sm  H.  DBUMMOND  WOLFF:  Who 
three  times  announced  himself 

Mb.  SPEAKEB :  Order,  order ! 

Sib  H.  DBUMMOND  WOLFF:  Who 
three  times  announced  himself  as  an  in- 
tending candidate  for  Norfolk,  and  is 
still  allowed  to  retain  his  place  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKEB :  Order,  order.  That 
Question  does  not  fairly  arise  out  of  the 
Question  on  the  Paper. 

Sib  K.  DBUMMOND  WOLFF:  I 
beg  to  g^ve  Notico 

Mn.  SPEAKEB:  I  rule  that  the 
Question  is  out  of  Order.  If  the  hon. 
Member  wishes  to  give  Notice,  he  is  at 
liberty  to  do  so. 

Sib  H.  DBUMMOND  WOLFF :  That 
is  what  I  intend  to  do.  I  beg  to  give 
I^otice  that  I  will  ask  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter a  Question  on  Monday. 

Mb.  HEALY :  As  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  Gladstone)  is  respon- 
sible for  the  issue  of  this  Order,  I  would 
ask  him  whether  his  special  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  case  in  which  one 
of  Her  Majesty's  Lispectors  of  Fisheries 
expressed  his  intention  to  contest  one  of 
the  divisions  of  BeKast  at  the  General 
Election,  and  this  matter  is  published 
in  Belfast  newspapers,  and  that  he  in- 
tended to  give  emphasis  to  his  views  on 
a  certain  state  of  things  when  Member 
for  South  Belfast ;  and  whether,  on  the 
12th  of  November,  1884,  a  Treasury 
Minute  was  issued,  which  was  made  an 
Order  in  Council,  that — 

"  If  a  Civil  Borvant  issued  an  election  addresi, 
or  otherwise  announced  himself  as  a  candidate, 
he  must  resign  his  position  ;  '* 

and,  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  assist  the  Lish  GK)vemment  in 
coming  to  a  conclusion  on  this  matter  ? 
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Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  lie  was  sorry 
to  confess  himself  unacquainted  with 
any  facts  connected  with  the  Puhlio  Ser- 
vice ;  but  really  he  was  not  competent 
to  judge  of  the  matters  embraced  in  this 
Question.  He  was  unable  to  make  any 
addition  to  the  answer  given  by  his 
right  hon.  Friend. 

Mb.  HEALY  :  I  will  put  a  Question 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the 
Paper,  as  he  is  the  person  who  is  re- 
sponsible for  this  matter. 

Mr.  sexton  also  gave  Notice  to 
ask,  whether,  notwithstanding  the  fact 
that  Mr.  Johnston  gave  a  public  pledge 
that  he  would  bridle  his  tongue,  he 
recently  condemned  energetically  in  a 
public  manner  the '  ''  errors  of  the 
Church  of  Rome  ?  " 

EOCLESIASTIOAL  AFPAIES  (IRELAND) 
—THE  CATHOLIC  AKCHBISHOP  OF 
DUBLIN  — ME.  ERRINGTON'S  MIS- 
SION. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  i  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  the  Foreign  Secretary  has 
caused  representations  to  be  made  by 
Mr.  George  Errington,  M.P.  to  the  So- 
vereign Pontiff,  with  the  object  of  pre- 
venting the  appointment  by  His  Holi- 
ness of  the  Very  Eeverend  Dr.  Walsh, 
Yicar  Oapitular  of  the  Oatholio  See  of 
Dublin,  to  be  the  Archbishop  of  that 
Beef 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMATTRIOE;  I 
am  requested  by  Lord  G-ranville  to  state 
that  he  has  given  no  such  instructions 
to  Mr.  Erriogton  to  favour  or  press  the 
claims  of  any  Prelate  as  successor  to 
the  late  Boman  Oatholio  Archbishop 
of  Dublin. 

Mr.  LEAMY  :  Will  the  noble  Lord 
be  good  enough  to  say  what  Mr.  Erring- 
ton  is  doing  at  Borne  ? 

[No  reply.] 

Subsequently — 

Mr.  W.  J.  OOEBET  said :  In  refer- 
ence to  this  matter,  I  would  ask  the 
noble  Lord,  whether  he  has  seen  the 
following  passage  in  Th$  Times  of  this 
day: — 

**  Our  Correspondent  in  Borne  informs  ns  that 
if  the  Vatican  proceed  and  perrista  in  nomi- 
nating to  the  ArchiepiBCopal  See  of  Dublin  Dr. 
Walah,  rather  than  i)r.  Donnelly,  who  ia  pa- 
tet>n]zed  by  the  English  Gk>vemment,  ifr. 
Errington,  who  is  officiaUv  intrusted  with  the 
daty  of  settling  with  the  Holy  See  ecclesiastical 


questions  connected  with  England,  wiU 
diately  leave  Bome." 

I  wish,  Sir,  to  ask  whether  Mr.  Erring- 
ton  has  been  intrusted  with  any  instruc- 
tions on  this  subject  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMATTRICE : 
I  have  not  seen  the  passage  the  hon. 
Member  refers  to.  The  Question  must 
be  put  on  the  Paper. 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN:  Surely tlie 
noble  Lord  can  answer  the  simple 
Question  as  to  whether  Mr.  Erring^xA 
has  any  official  mission  at  Home  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUKICE: 
I  explained  last  year — no,  the  year  be- 
fore last — the  circumstances  reLating  to 
Mr.  Errington's  visit  to  Bome.  If  the 
hon.  Member  will  refer  to  the  answer  I 
gave  then,  I  think  it  was  on  the  1  Ith  of 
June,  of  which  I  shall  be  very  glad  to 
send  him  a  copy,  he  will  be  able  to  see 
what  were  the  circumstances  to  which  I 
have  referred 

Lord  EANDOLPH  OHXJECHILL: 
Does  the  noble  Lord  mean  to  say  thati 
at  any  rate  with  regard  to  Mr.  Erring- 
ton's  mission,  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  has  for  a  period  of  13 
months  undergone  no  change  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FTTZMAUKIGE: 
I  stand  entirely  stand  by  the  statement 
I  then  made. 

METEOPOLITAN  BOAHD  OF  WORKS^ 
RECREATION  GROUNDS. 

Mr.  BEYOE  asked  the  Chairman  of 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  Whe- 
ther the  Board  have  considered  the  de- 
sirability of  making  on  the  small  pieee 
of  land  which  they  propose  to  aoqoira, 
fronting  the  Kiver  Thames,  in  the  Isle 
of  Dogs,  for  the  purposes  of  their  ooe- 
templated  steam  ferries,  a  recreatioa 
ground  available  for  the  inhabitants  of 
that  district,  having  regard  to  the  £Mt 
that  there  is  a  g^at  want  of  open  speoss 
available  for  the  recreation  of  the  poorer 
classes  in  that  part  of  London,  and  al» 
to  the  fact  that  a  society  is  willing  to 
bear  the  expense  of  la3ring  ont  the 
ground  as  a  place  of  recreation  if  the 
Board  vrill  allow  it  to  remain  nnhvilt 
on? 

Sir  JAMES  M'OABEL-HOOG :  la 
reply  to  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend*  I 
beg  to  state  that  theBoard  has  oonsid«Ted 
the  matter  referred  to  in  his  QoesAioa ; 
but,  in  the  first  place,  the  Bill  whidi  now 
stands  referred  to  a  Select  Omiinittwi 


969 


Dominion  of 


{Apbil28,  1885} 


Canada. 


970 


does  not  empower  the  Board  to  appro- 
priate the  land  in  question  for  the  forma- 
tion of  a  recreation  ground ;  and,  in  the 
second  place,  the  proposition  to  deyote  it 
to  that  purpose  appears  to  assume  that 
the  Board  will  purchase  the  whole  of  the 
land  up  to  the  limits  of  deviation,  which 
is  extremely  doubtful.  Moreoyer,  the 
area  would  be  very  small  even  if  the 
Board's  proposed  powers  were  exercised 
to  the  utmost,  and  would  only  amount 
to  a  little  oyer  an  acre,  divided  into  two 
portions  by  the  approach  to  the  steam- 
Doat  pier.  Under  these  circumstances, 
the  Board  has  not  felt  itself  in  a  posi- 
tion to  entertain  the  suggestion  made  to 
it  by  the  society  alluded  to  by  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend;  but  I  can  assure 
him  that  any  fresh  representation  on  so 
important  a  subject  shall  be  fully  con- 
sidered. 

THE   WESTERN  PACIFIC— ISLAND  OF 

COREA-OCCUPATION  OF  POET 

HAMILTON; 

Mb.  O'EELLY  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether  the  Bussian 
Ooyemment  has  made  any  representa- 
tions to  Her  Majesty's  Government 
about  the  occupation  of  Fort  Hamilton ; 
whether  the  Bussian  Government  re- 
gards the  occupation  of  Fort  Hamilton 
as  a  menace  to  the  Bussian  settlement 
in  Eastern  Siberia ;  and,  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  consider  the 
expediency  of  withdrawing  from  Fort 
Hamilton  in  order  to  facilitate  the  resto- 
jration  of  friendly  relations  between 
Sossia  aivd  England  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  No  representa- 
tion has  been  received  from  the  Bussian 
Gk>Temment  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment on  the  subject. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— RUSSIA  AND  AFGHAN- 
ISTAN—RUSSIAN OCCUPATION  OF 

HERAT. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BABTLETT  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
the  Bussian  Government  have  with- 
drawn from  their  undertaking  not  to 
occopy  Herat  ? 

Ma.  GLADSTONE:  The  Bussian 
Government  have  not  withdrawn  from 
ftoy  engagement  they  have  entered  into 
with  regaxd  to  the  subject  of  this  Ques* 
tion. 


CENTRAL  ASIA— THE  AFGHAN  BOUN- 
DARY  COMMISSION— MR.  STEPHEN 
AND  SIR  PETER  LUMSDEN'S  DE- 
SPATCH. 

LoBD  BANDOLFH  CHUBOHILL 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
When  Mr.  Stephen,  who  had  been  sent 
by  Sir  Feter  Lumsden  with  despatches 
to  the  Foreign  Secretary,  was  likely  to 
arrive  in  this  country  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said, 
that  he  was  informed  that  he  was  ez- 

Sected  in  about  three  weeks  from  the 
ate  of  starting.    He  was  presumed  to 
have  started  on  Friday  last. 

PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE— THE  VOTE  OF  CREDIT. 

Sir  STAFFOBD  NOBTHCOTE:  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Frime  Minister,  What 
day  the  Government  propose  to  Bt  for 
taking  the  Beport  of  Supply  upon  the 
Vote  of  Credit  ?  In  his  powerful  speech 
of  the  previous  night,  the  Frime  Minis- 
ter appealed  to  the  House  not  to  allow 
any  delay,  and  there  was  but  one  desire, 
to  agree  to  that  suggestion ;  but  I  hope 
we  may  be  allowed  a  proper  time  for 
discussion  on  the  Beport.  I  therefore 
ask,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
consent,  if  possible,  to  the  Beport  being 
taken  on  Thursday,  after  the  Budget  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said,  he 
thought  that'  the  request  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  perfectly  reason- 
able and  conyenient,  and  the  Govern- 
ment would  make  arrangements  accord- 
ingly. 

DOMINION  OF  CANADA— THE  INSUR- 

RECTION  IN  THE  NORTH-WEST 

TERRITORY. 

Mr.  INDEBWICK  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whe- 
ther the  Government  had  received  any 
information  as  to  the  reported  fighting  in 
Canada;  and,  whether  there  was  any 
reason  to  believe  that  the  rebel  forces 
had  been  defeated  with  considerable 
loss? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY,  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  Government  had  receiyed 
two  telegrams  from  the  Governor  Gene- 
ral—one on  Monday,  which  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  had  read  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  and  it  virtually  corroborated  what 
the  newspapers  stated.  That  morning 
the  Government  had  received  another 
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telegram,  wHch  was  as  follows : — 
''There  lias  been  no  fighting  since 
Friday."  Evidently  that  answered  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman, as,  according  to  the  telegram, 
it  was  certain  that  there  had  not  been  a 
defeat  of  the  rebels  on  Sunday.  The 
telegrams  confirmed  the  severity  of  the 
action,  and  increased  the  number  of 
casualties.  They  further  stated  that  the 
rebels  had  disappeared ;  but  the  Gene- 
ral's advance  was  delayed  by  the  care 
of  the  wounded  and  by  having  to  wait 
for  supplies.  The  General  intended  to 
push  on  to  Prince  Albert  as  soon  as 
possible. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked,  if  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  say  whether  any  Papers 
would  be  laid  on  the  Table,  more  espe- 
cially with  reference  to  the  grievances  of 
the  half-breeds  ? 

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  said,  that  it 
would  be  premature  to  say  at  present. 
The  Gt)vemment  had  no  Papers  on  the 
subject  in  their  possession. 


CENTRAL  ASIA— RUSSIA.  AND  AFGHAN- 
ISTAN— REPORTED  BATTLE. 

Sm  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  I 
will  ask  a  Question  of  which  I  have 
given  Notice  to  the  Prime  Minister — 
namely,  Whether  the  Government  have 
received  any  information  as  to  the  re- 
ported engagement  between  the  Rus- 
sians and  the  Afghans  mentioned  in  this 
morning's  newspapers  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  We  have  re- 
ceived no  confirmation  of  the  statements 
in  the  newspapers,  and  we  have,  indeed, 
no  information  on  the  subject,  excepting 
what  we  have  gathered  from  them. 

REGISTRATION  OF  VOTERS  (IRELAND) 

BILL. 

Mb.  BRODRICK  gave  Notice  to 
ask,  Whether  the  Government  intended 
to  include  in  the  Financial  Estimates 
this  year  the  cost  of  Irish  registration, 
in  pursuance  of  the  recent  vote  of  the 
House  ? 

Mb.  SEXTON  asked  Mr.  Solicitor  Ge- 
neral for  Ireland,  whether  the  same  In- 
structions to  officials  as  were  in  the  Re- 
gistration of  Voters  (England)  Bill  could 
be  inserted  in  the  Irish  Bill  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walkeb),  in  reply, 
said,  he  would  have  a  look  at  the  In- 
structions and  see  what  they  were. 

Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley 


ORDERS  OF  TEE  BAY. 

PARLIAMENTARY  ELECmONS  (REDIS- 
TRIBTTTION)  BILL.— [Bill  134.] 

{Jlr.  Oladston€f  The  Marguet*  of  WartimfUm^ 
Sir  Charles  JF.  DUke,  Mr.  AUormy  OmLrwl, 
The  LordAdvoeate,  Mr.  CkuHpheJl^BMnntrmm.) 

OONSEDBBATION.      [fIBST  NIGHT.] 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered. 

Sm  CHARLES  W.  DILKE,  in  moT- 
ing  the  insertion  of  a  new  clause  re- 
lating to  Pembroke,  said,  that  the  effect 
of  the  Amendment  was  to  adhere  to  tht 
original  provision  of  the  BilL  Since 
the  question  of  Pembrokeshire  had  bees 
discussed,  he  had  considered  the  matter ; 
and  the  feeling  which  he  had  thea  ex* 
pressed  with  regard  to  the  Bill  as  it 
stood  had  not  been  removed  by  the 
further  consideration  which  he  hid 
given  to  the  subject.  The  propoeal 
which  had  been  made  by  the  noUe 
Yiscount  the  Member  for  Carmarthes* 
shire  (Yisoount  Emlyn),  to  torn  oee 
of  the  boroughs  into  the  ooantj,  and 
keep  another  as  it  was,  had  been  pvt 
forward  by  him  chiefly  on  the  groniida 
of  distances  and  convenience.  Buttlie 
Bill,  as  it  stood,  equalized  the  popolatm 
as  between  the  county  and  the  boroogh 
better  than  the  noble  Yiaoount's  pto- 
posal.  The  Haverfordwest  borooghs 
were  comparatively  small,  whereas  Wee- 
ton  had  a  very  large  area.  The  boroagka 
of  the  county  were  completely  mixed 
up ;  and,  so  far  as  geographical  featoras 
went,  there  was  a  strong  caae  in  favosr 
of  the  proposal  in  the  Bill.  The  nobb 
Yiscoont  had  argued  in  Oommittae  that 
some  of  the  boroughs  of  the  propoasd 
group  were  sitaatea  at  a  great  ^i^^^^ 
from  one  another.  No  doubt  the  ex* 
treme  distance  of  any  one  borough  from 
another  was  in  the  case  of  Fishguard 
and  Tenby,  which  were  24  milea  apsrt ; 
but  in  the  case  of  boroughs  in  some  i^ 
the  other  Welsh  counties  the  diitsiifwn 
were  greater  still,  being  in  one  case  13 
miles,  and  in  another  36.  Under  the 
circamstances  of  the  case,  he  did  not  ste 
his  way  to  change  the  propoeal  of  the 
Bill  with  regard  to  the  grouping  of  these 
boroughs.  According  to  promise,  he 
had  now  placed  on  the  Paper  as  adsaie 
what  had  formerly  appeanid  as  a  Nsis 
to  the  Schedule.  The  clause  was  te  the 
effect  that  the  law  relating  to  the 
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tioa  for  the  boroughs  of  Pembroke 
should  also  include  the  present  Parlia- 
mentary borough  of  Hayerfordwest.  He 
would,  therefore,  move  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  clause. 

Clause : — 

(Proyision  as  to  Pembroke.) 

"  The  law  relating  to  the  Elections  for  the 
Parliamentary  borough  of  Pembroke  shall  ap- 
ply  aa  if  the  places  comprised  in  the  area  of 
the  present  Parliamentary  borough  of  Haver- 
fordwest were  named  in  the  Act  of  the  Session 
of  the  second  and  third  years  of  the  reign  of 
King  William  the  Fourth,  chapter  forW-five, 
aa  places  sharing  in  the  election  of  a  Member 
for  Pembroke,  and  the  borough  shall  be  called 
Pembroke  and  Hayerfordwest," — {Sir  ChaHn 
W.  JHlkt,) 

— hroughi  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

Yiscoxnnr  EMLYN  said,  that  his  ar- 
gument against  the  change  proposed  by 
the  Bill  rested  chiefly  on  this  ground — 
that  it  violated  the  principle  laid  down  by 
the  Government  with  respect  to  grouped 
boroughs.  What  case  did  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  opposite  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke) 
make  for  breaking  through  a  principle 
which  he  had  dedared  to  apply  to  the 
whole  of  the  United  Kingdom — namely, 
that  there  should  be  no  grouping  of 
boroughs  ?  He  took  a  scattered  group 
of  seven  boroughs,  one  of  which  was 
purely  agricultural,  and  because  of  the 
position  of  that  one  borough  between 
two  others,  he  argued  that  the  principle 
of  the  Bill  should  be  departed  from.  In 
the  Pembroke  district  of  boroughs  were 
included  towns  of  an  electorate  respec- 
tively of  16.300,4,750,  8,812,  and  717. 
Beeause  of  the  position  of  the  small  town 
of  7 1 7  persons,  the  right  hon.  G-entleman 
claimed  to  apply  a  different  rule  to  these 
boroughs  than  he  applied  to  other  parts 
of  the  country.  If  the  small  borough  of 
Weston  ought  not  to  be  in  the  group,  let 
it  be  taken  out ;  but  there  could  be  no 
doubt  that  Pembroke,  having  a  popula- 
tion of  over  25,000,  was  absolutely  en- 
titled, according  to  the  principles  of  the 
Bill,  to  its  own  Eepresentative.  The 
Gk>vemment  had  no  right  to  try  and 
equalize  the  population,  because  it  hap- 
pened to  suit  their  purpose.  There  were 
numbers  of  oases  where  gross  anomalies 
took  place,  and  no  attempt  was  made  to 
eqnalice  the  population.  There  was  no 
reason  why  the  Haverfordwest  boroughs 


should  not  be  amalgamated  with  the 
county  of  Pembroke.  The  population 
of  the  latter,  57,000,  was  by  no  means 
excessive,  as  compared  with  many  other 
counties.  With  regard  to  local  feeling, 
he  might  say  that  while  Pembroke  did 
not  desire  to  be  connected  with  Haver- 
fordwest, the  latter  was  in  favour  of  the 
proposal.  Seeing  that  the  people  of 
Pembroke  strongly  objected  to  the  pro- 
posal, he  should  certainly  divide  the 
House  upon  it. 

Lord  KENSINGTON,  in  supporting 
the  insertion  of  the  clause,  said,  he 
would  ask  whether  the  noble  Viscount 
opposite  (Viscount  Emlyn)  possessed  any 
evidence  to  show  that  the  people  of 
Pembroke  were  opposed  to  the  Govern- 
ment proposals  ?  Yesterday  he  (Lord 
Kensington)  presented  a  Petition  from 
the  Corporation  of  Haverfordwest  in 
their  favour.  He  denied  that  there  was 
any  Party  spirit  whatever  involved  in 
the  matter ;  and  it  was  the  desire  of 
both  political  Parties  in  the  borough 
that  the  arrangement  proposed  shoidd 
be  made. 

Mr.  morgan  LLOYD  said,  he 
strongly  supported  the  scheme  in  the 
Bill,  which  commended  itself  to  his 
judgment,  distinct  from  Party,  as  bet- 
ter than  the  proposal  of  the  noble  Vis- 
count opposite  the  Member  for  Car- 
marthenshire (Viscount  Emlyn).  The 
noble  Viscount  objected  to  the  provision 
now  in  question  as  a  departure  from  the 
principle  of  the  Bill.  That  was  a  mis- 
take, for  the  principle  of  the  Bill  was  to 
equalize  electoral  districts  so  far  as  could 
be  done  without  undue  interference  with 
the  existing  system.  The  rule  applied 
to  England  that  disfranchised  boroughs 
should  be  merged  in  the  counties  in- 
volved no  principle,  but  was  found  a 
convenient  rule  to  adopt  so  far  as  re- 
garded England,  where  grouping  of 
boroughs  was  unknown.  In  Wales  all 
their  boroughs  were  grouped,  and  it 
was  but  natural  to  join  a  disfranchised 
group  to  another  in  the  same  county 
when  that  was  found  to  be  a  convenient 
arrangement.  The  county  of  Pembroke 
had  already  a  population  of  57,000, 
whilst  the  Pembroke  boroughs  had  only 
about  30,000.  It  was,  therefore,  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  principle  of  the  Bill 
to  add  Haverfordwest  to  the  boroughs 
and  not  to  the  county. 

Mr.  GOEST  said,  the  scheme  of  the 
Government  in  this  matter  was  in  shock- 
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iDg  bad  taste.  The  Welsh  boroughs 
generally,  and  the  case  of  Haverford- 
west in  particular,  formed  the  great 
blot  on  the  Bill.  It  was  ridiculous  to 
say  that  the  Bill  was  one  to  equalize 
population  ;  for  if  that  was  the  principle 
of  the  Bill  the  principle  was  violated 
in  every  line,  and  it  was  onlj'  invoked 
in  this  particular  case  of  Haverfordwest, 
which,  being  a  Welsh  town,  it  was  no 
doubt  convenient  should  be  forced  into 
the  borough  of  Pembroke.  A  little 
trick  was  being  played  in  the  case  of 
Haverfordwest.  The  great  towns  of 
Wales,  such  as  Pembroke,  were  really 
not  Welsh,  but  English  towns;  the 
people  who  lived  in  them  were  English  ; 
they  were,  in  fact,  a  little  England  in 
Wales.  What  was  done  by  the  clause 
was  to  destroy  this  little  English  ele- 
ment, by  importing  into  the  Dockyard 
constituency  a  number  of  small  Welsh 
agricultural  villages.  In  this  case, 
Haverfordwest  was  Welsh,  and  there 
was  no  reason  why  it  should  be  merged 
into  Pembroke,  except  that  it  was  hoped 
thereby  to  insure  the  return  of  a 
Eadical  candidate.  [*'  Oh,  oh !  "]  Of 
course,  it  was  no  use  talking.  The 
noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Kensing- 
ton) had  his  big  battalion  down  on 
this  occasion.  After  the  experience  of 
Friday,  the  Government  Whips  would 
be  more  careful,  particularly  on  an  oc- 
casion like  the  present.  He  repeated 
that  the  proposal  was  in  shocking  bad 
taste.  It  was  an  entire  violation  of  the 
whole  principle  of  the  Bill  to  save 
Haverfordwest  by  adding  it  to  the  Pem- 
broke group.  It  had  no  affinity  with 
the  Pembroke  boroughs;  and  though  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Kensington) 
had  quoted  local  feeling  in  favour  of  the 
proposal,  he  would  ask  in  what  otber 
instance  had  local  feeling  been  allowed 
to  prevail  in  the  arrangements  of  this 
Bill  ?  The  Gbvernment  had  a  shocking 
bad  case,  and  he  should  certainly  vote 

against  it.       

Mr.  W.  DAVIES  said,  as  Member  for 
the  county  of  Pembroke,  he  trusted  he 
might  be  permitted  to  say  a  word  on 
this  subject.  He  was  very  much  amused 
by  the  observation  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  who  had  just  spoken 
(Mr.  Gt)rst)  that  Haverfordwest  was  a 
Welsh  town.  That  showed  what  he 
knew  about  it.  Haverfordwest  was  a 
purely  English  town.  [LaiughUr.  ] 
Hon.  Members  laughed.    Why,  he  was 

Mr,  Gont 


bom  in  it — ^was  educated  in  it — had 
resided  in  it ;  but  he  could  not  speak  a 
word  of  Welsh.     It  was  a  very  exten- 
sive town — it  was  a  large  town  with  a 
small  population.    He  did  know  some- 
thing about  Haverfordwest  and  about 
the  county  of  Pembroke,   and  a  little 
more  about  them  than  the  noble  Yiecoont 
opposite  (Viscount  Emljrn).      It  was  so 
much  on  a  par  with  Pembroke  Dock  and 
Denbigh  that  scarcely  any  distinctioa 
could  be  drawn  between  them,  all  being 
English  places.    If  the  noble  Yiscoont 
had  gone  into  the  matter,  he  would  have 
found  that  nearly  the  whole  of  Pembroke 
Dock  was  in  favour  of  the  scheme  pro- 
posed by  the  Government    llMm^JUm','] 
That  was  true,  because  he  had  inqmzed 
into  it.    It  had  actually  been  proposed 
to  him  that  a  Petition  should  be  pre- 
sented to  that  House  on  the  subject; 
but  he  had  discountenanced   the  pro- 
posal,  but  strong  representations  had 
been  made  in  favour  of  g^uping  thess 
towns.      The  noble  Yisoount   was  at- 
tempting to  converQHaverfordweet  from 
town  into  county.     Haverfordwest  was 
one    of   the  ancient   boroughs  of  the 
Kingdom,  and  sent  Members  to  Pazha- 
ment  before  Wales  sent   any   at  alL 
Why,  therefore,  should  it  now  be  ex- 
tinguished and  merged  in  a  county — a 
proceeding  which  its  inhabitants  stitnigiT 
objected  to  ?    Moreover,  if  the  pnmosal 
of  the  noble  Viscount  were  adopteo,  be- 
tween 200  and  300  electors  of  Havsr- 
fordwest  would  be  disfranchised.     [Am 
hon.  Member:   Why?]    That  showed 
that  hon.  Members  opposite  had  not  in- 
vestigated the  thing.    At  present*  they 
voted  for  the  borough  as  occupiers,  and 
they  also  voted  for  (the  county  as  free- 
holders ;  but  if  the  town  was  merged  is 
the  county  they  would  only  have  tksir 
county  vote.    That  ought  to  weigh  wilk 
the  House.      The  population  <^  Fiesi* 
brokeshire  was  now  57,000 ;  why,  there- 
fore,  should  it  be  increased  to  64,000? 
To  increase  it  to  that  extent  would  be  te 
add  to  the  expense  of  standing  for  Us 
county,  although  he  had  no  doubt  t^ 
it  would  also  add  to  his  majority.    TTpoA 
that  ground  the  increase  would  be  muM 
objectionable,  and  he  rentuxed  to  best 
that   the  Amendment   wonld    not  bs 
carried. 

Mr.  WABTON,  in  opposing  tiie  in- 
sertion of  the  dause,  said  tut  ttes 
were  two  or  three  jobs  in  the  BQl,  bat 
that  this  was  the  greatest     [CW*  ^ 
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*'  Divide ! "]  He  could  well  understand 
the  impatience  of  the  Liberal  Party. 
Hon.  Members  opposite  were  so  ashamed 
of  this  job  that  they  wanted  to  hurry  it 
through  without  any  discussion. 

Sib  E.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  that 
it  was  perfectly  true  that  he  had  received 
a  letter  from  Haverfordwest,  asking  the 
reason  for  the  vote  he  had  given  in  re- 
spect of  this  matter  on  a  former  occasion ; 
and  as  he  intended  to  repeat  that  vote 
he  desired  to  give  his  reason  for  doing 
BO.  There  were  two  principles  in  the 
Bill  which  ought  to  be  adhered  to — one 
was  that,  as  far  as  England  and  Wales 
were  concerned,  the  g^uping  of  towns 
was  not  allowed;  and  the  other  was 
that  boroughs  of  less  than  1,400  elec- 
tors were  to  be  merged  in  their  counties. 
In  his  opinion,  no  satisfactory  grounds 
had  been  shown  for  departing  from 
those  two  recognized  principles  in  the 
present  case;  and  he  should,  therefore, 
Yoie  against  the  proposal. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  206 ;  Noes 
117:  Majority  89.  — (Div.  List,  No. 
133.) 

YisooTTirr  EMLTN  said,  he  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke)  would  not  persist  in  adding  to 
this  borough  two  places,  one  of  1,100, 
and  the  other  of  only  15  population. 
He,  therefore,  moved  an  Amendment, 
with  a  view  of  excluding  from  the  bo- 
rough Fishguard  and  Narberth,  to  the 
effect  that  the  municipal  borough  (and 
not  the  present  Parliamentary  borough) 
of  Haverfordwest  should  be  included  in 
the  new  Parliamentary  borough  of 
Pembroke  and  Haverfordwest. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  3,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  the  places 
oomprifled  in  the  area  of  the  present  Parliamen- 
tary,** and  insert  the  word  "  Municipal,*' — 
(Viscount  Emlyn,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  '*That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause.'' 

8iB  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
could  not  accept  the  Amendment,  which 
would  break  up  the  town  in  a  perfectly 
artificial  fashion. 

Question  put. 

Thel  House  divided :— Ayes  196 ;  Noes 
108:  Majority  88.— (Div.  List,  No. 
134.) 


Clause  added. 

Thb  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Henhy  James),  in  moving,  as  an 
Amendment,  to  leave  out  Clause  27, 
(dealing  with  the  disqualification  of 
voters  for  corrupt  practices),  and  to 
insert  the  following  clause : — 

(Repeal  of  Acts  in  Eighth  Schedule  respecting 
corrupt  practices.) 

'*  The  Acts  mentioned  in  the  First  Part  of 
the  Eighth  Schedule  to  this  Act,  whereby  cer- 
tain persons  reported  guilty  of  corrupt  prac- 
tices are  decliu^  not  to  have  certain  rights 
of  voting,  are  hereby  repealed  to  the  extent  in 
the  third  column  of  that  Schedule  mentioned," 

said,  the  House  was,  no  doubt,  aware 
of  the  object  of  the  new  clause  which  he 
now  moved.  When  the  House  was  in 
Committee  on  the  Bill,  and  while  dis- 
cussing the  clause,  he  thought  that  the 
genercu  feeling  of  the  Committee  was 
that  the  penalty  with  respect  to  default- 
ing voters  as  having  been  guilty  of  cor- 
rupt practices  in  1880  should  be  miti- 
gated to  seven  years'  disqualification. 
He  understood  the  opinion  of  the  House 
to  be  strongly  expressed  in  favour  of 
that  mitigated  penalty;  and,  therefore, 
the  clause  was  amended  in  that  respect. 
It,  therefore,  became  necessary  that 
the  punishment  inflicted  on  corrupt 
voters  should  be  equalized,  and  the 
object  of  this  clause  was  to  deal 
with  the  voters  disqualified  by  pre- 
vious legislation.  There  were,  he  be- 
lieved, 10  boroughs  which  had  been 
disqualified,  among  them  being  Bever- 
ley, Bridgwater,  Totnes,  Eeigate,  Nor- 
wich, Great  Yarmouth,  SJigo,  and 
Cashel.  Inasmuch  as  it  had  been 
agreed  that  the  voters  who  were 
disqualified  on  account  of  corrupt 
practices  in  1880  were  to  suffer  only 
seven  years'  disqualification,  it  was  im- 
possible to  maintain  an  inequality  of 
punishment  in  respect  of  the  disqualified 
voters  of  those  boroughs,  and  to  allow 
the  disqualifications  to  remain  as  they 
were.  The  disqualified  voters  in  those 
boroughs  had  suffered  disqualification 
for  a  period  not  less  than  14  years, 
and  some  hadgone  considerably  beyond 
that  period.  With  the  object,  therefore, 
of  imposing  equal  punishment  on  all 
disqualified  voters,  he  now  proposed 
this  clause,  with  the  object  of  brineing 
those  voters  to  life  again,  and  to  auow 
them  to  vote  at  elections.  The  number 
of  voters  thus  restored  would  be  practi- 
cally very  small.     Probably  one-third 

IFirst  Nightl 
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of  the  persons  who  liad  originally  been 
disqualified  only  remained  to  be  regis- 
tered. These  being  the  circumstanoes 
of  the  case,  he  hoped  the  House  would 
accept  the  new  clause.  If  the  clause 
were  agreed  to,  it  would  be  necessary 
to  omit  Clause  27,  and  he  should  move 
to  do  so  at  a  later  stage. 

Clause  (Eepeal  of  Acts  in  Eighth 
Schedule  respecting  corrupt  practices,) — 
{Mr,  Attorney  General,) — hraught  up,  and 
read  the  first  and  second  time. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  Clause 
be  added  to  the  Bill." 

Mb.  BntEBECE,  who  had  two  new 
clauses  on  the  Paper  for  the  remoyal  of 
the  disqualification  of  certain  voters  in 
Norwich  and  Great  Yarmouth,  said,  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  At- 
torney General,  in  moying  the  clause 
under  notice  as  he  had,  had  accepted 
the  principle  of  the  two  new  clauses 
which  stood  in  his  (Mr.  Birkbeck's) 
name,  and  had  been  on  the  Notice  Paper 
some  days  prior  to  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral's new  clause.  This  Amendment  on 
the  part  of  the  Goyemment  would  be 
greatly  appreciated  by  the  disqualified 
voters  of  Norwich  and  Great  Yarmouth. 
There  would  now  be  no  necessity  for  his 
moving  the  new  clauses  which  stood  in 
his  name,  and  he  should  consequently 
withdraw  them. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked,  with  regard  to 
the  freemen  of  Dublin,  by  what  means 
they  could  get  again  upon  the  Boll ;  and 
whether  they  would  have  to  go  through 
all  the  formalities  which  they  would  have 
to  go  through  when  coming  on  as  new 
men  ?  They  were  an  extremely  corrupt 
class,  and  were  generally  taken  out  of  the 
workhouses,  given  a  new  suit  of  clothes, 
in  order  to  go  to  the  poll,  and  after 
having  spent  the  sovereign  which  they 
got  for  the  vote  went  back  again  to  the 
workhouse.  Under  ordinary  circum- 
stances, the  freemen  of  Dublin  had  to 
?ay  something  like  10«.  as  a  fee  to  the 
'own  Clerk.  He  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther the  freemen  would  be,  by  this  clause, 
entitled  to  be  put  back  tn  gloho  on  the 
voters'  lists  ?  It  would  be  a  very  un- 
fortunate state  of  affairs  if  they  were. 
Frightful  corruption  had  been  proved 
against  them;  and  it  had  been  proved 
in  the  case  of  Lord  Ardilaun,  formerly 
Sir  Arthur  Guinness,  that  whole  oceans 
of  beer,  as  well  as  money,  had  been 
spent  in  corrupting  them.    For  the  pur- 

The  Attorney  General 


pose  of  giving  the  Gbremmeiii  an  op- 
portunity of  considering  the  matter,  h« 
would  move  that  this  clause  do  not  apply 
to  the  freemen  of  Dublin. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  add  at  end  of  Clause  the  words, "  Pro- 
Tided,  That  this  clause  do  not  apply  to  tite 
freemen  of  the  City  of  Dublin."— (Jfr.  Hmif.) 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (8ir 
Henry  James)  said,  he  would  cons^er 
the  matter.  He  would,  however,  point 
out  that  the  object  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  could  be  attained  better 
by  his  moving  the  Amendment  in  a  later 
part  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  would  aoo^ 
the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  and  withdraw  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment,  bj  leave,  wUKirmwn. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  ta. 

Clause  added. 

Mb.  HEALY,  in  moving  as  an  Amend- 
ment, in  page  2,  after  Clause  8,  to  insert 
the  following  Clause : — 

(Coiporation  or  town  comminionien  wmj 
revise  ward  boundmriea.) 

"  "Within  twelve  months  after  the  paMing  of 
this  Act  it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  oorpoimlka 
or  town  commissioners  of  any  town,  otj,  or 
borough  in  Ireland  to  rearrange  the  ward 
boundaries  of  such  city,  town,  or  boroogh,  pr^ 
vided  that  in  no  case  shall  the  number  of  wwidt 
in  any  constituency  be  increased  ordimiBisbed," 

said,  the  clause  was  necessary  in  conse- 
quence of  the  manner  in  which  ths 
wards  were  cut  up  bj  the  Bouadazy 
Commissioners.  It  was  absolut^j  ne- 
cessary that  there  should  be  some  pro- 
vision to  enable  the  voters'  liste  to  be 
properly  prepared.  The  ward  was  ^e 
unit  of  municipal  life,  and  the  voten* 
lists  were  prepared  by  wards ;  and  un- 
less the  boundaries  of  the  wards  wen 
not  co-terminous  with  the  boundaries  of 
the  Parliamentary  division,  great  com- 
fusion,  trouble,  and  expense  would  be 
created.  In  both  Dublin  and  BelfsM 
the  wards  had  been  divided.  He  hoped 
the  Government  would  accept  the  dasH^ 
or  insert  some  equivalent  propoeitkHL 

Clause  (Corporation  or  town  oommia- 
sioners  may  revise  ward  boundaiiee,)— 
{Mr,  Mealy y)^hra9ight  i^p,  and  read  te 
first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Qneetioa  paofieeid, 
''That  the  said  Olanse  be 
second  time.'* 
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Sm  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  lie  \ 
agreed  in  sabstance  with  the  desire  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  (Mr. 
Healy),  but  not  with  the  mode  in  which 
he  sought  to  give  effect  to  it.  It  was  a 
hardship  that  the  municipalities  in  Ire- 
land oomd  not  alter  their  wards  without 
an  Act  of  Parliament,  as  they  did  in 
£n gland ;  but  the  present  proposal  was. 
not  germane  to  the  Bill.  Perhaps,  how- 
ever, some  measure  would  be  brought 
in — it  might  be  in  this  Session — dealing 
with  that  subject. 

Mr.  HEALT  said,  he  was  willing  to 
withdraw  his  clause;  but  he  would 
point  out  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  that 
unless  the  Qt)Temment  attended  speedily 
to  the  matter  it  would  be  too  late.  He 
sapposed  the  Bevision  Courts  could  sit 
a  month  earlier  this  year,  and  the  Town 
Councils  were  now  preparing  the  lists. 

Motion  and  Clause,  by  leaye,  with- 
drawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
26,  to  leave  out  the  words  **  end  of." — 
{Mr.  War  ton*) 

Question,  ''That  the  words  'end  of 
stand  part  of  the  Bill,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  1,  line  27,  to  leave  out  the  irords 
*'  cease  to  be  entitled  to/*  in  order  to  imert  the 
word  "  not,"--(  ifr.  Wartont) 

—instead  thereof. 

Question,  "  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Bill,"  put, 
and  agreed  to, 

Mb.  Alderman  COTTON,  in  moving 
an  Amendment  giving  the  City  of  Lon- 
don four  Members  instead  of  two,  said, 
he  hoped  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  charge  of  the  Bill  would  now 
aee  his  way  to  accepting  the  Amend- 
ment, when  it  would  no  longer  interfere 
with  the  main  principle  of  the  Bill. 
There  was  one  point  upon  which  he 
wished  to  make  some  remarks  —  that 
was,  the  subject  of  the  Livery  Tote  in 
the  City.  It  was  not  the  case  that  the 
Ldvery  vote  gave  a  citizen  of  London 
two  Totes,  as  seemed  to  have  been  sup- 
posed. After  the  full  discussion  which 
the  question  of  the  City  representation 
had  received,  he  would  not  go  into  the 
matter  at  greater  length,  but  would  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  (Government  Board  to  waive 
the  objection  which  he  had  on  a  former 
oeoarion  taken  to  his  proposal. 


Amendment  proposed. 

In  pa^e  2,  line  2,  to  leave  ont  the  word 
"  two,'*  m  order  to  insert  the  word  *•  four,"— 
(Mr,  Alderman  Cotton,) 

— ^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  two '  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said, 
that  the  question  had  been  decided  in  a 
yery  large  House ;  and,  considering  the 
way  in  which  the  Committee  had  decided 
it,  he  thought  that  it  was  not  desirable 
that  he  should  re-open  on  the  present 
occasion  the  arguments  which  he  had 
used  before.  The  hon.  Member  had  re- 
marked that  the  question  of  the  Livery 
vote  ought  not  to  have  been  made  so 
much  of,  because  it  did  not  give  two 
votes.  Of  course,  it  did  not  give  two 
votes  for  the  same  constituency ;  but  it 
increased  the  voting  constituency.  He 
must  ask  the  House  to  re-affirm  its 
former  decision. 

Mb.  Aldbbman  W.  LAWRENCE  said, 
he  wished  to  protest,  although  he  knew  it 
would  be  unavailing,  against  the  taking 
away  of  two  Members  from  the  City. 
He  was  aware  that  it  was  only  a  protest, 
because  they  all  knew  that  all  these 
matters  had  been  settled  before  they 
had  been  brought  under  the  notice  of 
the  House.  They  were  even  depriyed 
of  the  Court  of  Appeal,  which  they 
might  have  found  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  since  the  arrangements  come  to 
between  the  Leaders  of  the  two  Parties 
were  binding  there  also.  The  defence 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  (Sir  StmSord 
Northcote)  on  this  point  was  utterly  in- 
yalid ;  he  had  maintained  that  by  giving 
up,  or  rather  throwing  over,  the  City  of 
London,  he  had  gained  advantages  for 
his  Party  which  he  would  not  otherwise 
have  obtained.  For  his  own  part,  he 
(Mr.  Alderman  W.  Lawrence)  protested 
against  the  mode  in  which  this  matter 
had  been  settled,  and  the  manner  in 
which  the  City  had  been  treated.  The 
citizens  of  London  felt  that  they  had 
been  unjustly  dealt  with  by  the  Bill, 
and  that  there  had  been  a  want  of 
appreciation  and  a  want  of  knowledge 
of  the  commerce,  the  trade,  and  the  ex- 
ceptional circumstances  of  the  City.  He 
should  not  be  doing  his  duty  unless  he 
protested  in  the  strongest  possible  man- 
ner against  the  conduct  of  the  Leaders 
of  the  two  sides  in  settling  this  question 

IFtret  Night] 
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behind  the  backs  of  the  City  of  Lon- 
don— it  ought  to  have  been  left  to  the 
decision  of  both  Hoases  of  Parliament. 
A  great  deal  had  been  made  of  the 
sleeping  population  in  the  City;  but 
there  was  a  day  and  night  population 
of  the  City  which  was  not  a  sleeping 
population.  Th6  arguments  drawn  from 
the  Census  population  were  of  the  most 
fallacious  kind.  The  history  of  the  City 
of  London  was  a  glorious  history,  and 
he  was  astonished  that  it  should  haye 
been  disregarded  by  the  persons  who  had 
prepared  the  Bill.  There  was  once  a 
Uecil  who  had  appealed  to  the  City  for 
assistance  in  the  JPlantation  of  Ulster, 
at  a  time  when  the  Crown  found  it  im- 
possible to  obtain  Colonists  on  the  pro- 
posals placed  before  the  public.  The 
City  responded  to  that  appeal;  the 
flourishing  Cities  of  Londonderry  and 
Ooleraine  were  evidences  of  the  success 
of  that  currangement.  From  that  time  to 
the  present  there  had  been  the  most 
intimate  relations  between  the  Cecils 
and  the  City  of  London.  He  regretted 
that  a  Cecil  should  now  have  joined  in 
a  scheme  to  deprive  the  City  of  half  its 
Members.  Those  who  had  arranged 
the  clause  had  shown  their  incompetence 
to  deal  with  the  matter. 

Mb.  Aij>erman  COTTON  said,  that 
although  he  felt  bound  to  reiterate  his 
opinion  that  taking  away  two  Members 
from  the  City  of  London  was  a  great 
blot  on  the  BiU,  he  would  ask  permission 
to  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  toithdrawn. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Wabton,  the 
following  Amendment  made : — In  page 
2,  line  3,  leave  out  '^  borough,"  and 
insert  "boroughs." 

On  the  Motion  of  Sir  Chables  W. 
DiLKE,  the/oUowing  Amendment  made : 
— In  page  2,  line  16,  leave  out  "com- 
prised," and  insert  "  or  as  regards  the 
greater  part  thereof  in  extent  comprised 
within  the  Metropolis,  and." 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Wabton,  page 
2,  line  18,  at  end,  add  "  as  a  borough." 

On  the  Motion  of  Sir  Chablbs  W. 
DnJCB,  the  following  Amendment  made : 
— In  page  2,  line  23,  at  end  of  line,  in- 
sert— 

**  And  thaU  not  indade  the  places  which  are 
either  Iherein  npedfied  and  deambed  asexdnded, 
or  art  inelnded  by  Uqs  Act  in  any  otiier  Pariia- 
neataiy  bottMigh.** 

Mr.  AUmmm  W.  Zmnrnct 


Mb.  HEALY,  in  moving  the  followiiig 
Amendment  to  Clause  8,  which  prorides 
that  boroughs  in  the  Sixth  Schedule 
should  be  dSvided  into  divisions : — 

"  ProTided,  That  this  section,  so  far  as  ft 
applies  to  the  city  of  Dublin,  shall  only  mnaiB 
in  force  until  the  thirty-first  day  of  Decembez; 
one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty-asreo, 
and  no  longer," 

said,  he  should  be  content  to  leave  it  to 
the  future  Lord  Lieutenant  to  find  out 
what  the  boundaries  should  be.  They 
all  knew  that  Dublin  was  jenymandered 
in  the  interests  of  the  Tory  Party ;  and, 
of  course,  if  under  the  jerrymandered 
scheme  the  Tories  got  one  seat,  no  ob- 
jection would  be  made.  But  if,  at  the 
General  Election,  the  Nationalists  weft 
able  to  carry  all  the  four  seats,  there  eoold 
be  no  necessity  for  maintaining  the  pre- 
sent  ridiculous  and  absurd  bonndaziea. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  2,  line  36,  after  the  word  '*  Sdiadale," 
to  insert  the  words  "  Provided,  That  thia  aecboo, 
so  far  as  it  applies  to  the  city  of  DnbUn,  shal 
only  remain  in  force  until  tiie  thirty-fint  dar 
of  December,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  aai 
eighty-seven,  and  no  longer." — (Mr,  ^^*^) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  woHi 
be  there  inserted." 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  be 
was  sorry  that  he  coidd  not  aoeept  the 
Amendment  any  more  than  he  ooold  ac- 
cept the  one  made  at  an  earlier  stage  ol 
the  proceedings.  It  would  place  the 
alteration  of  the  boundaries  in  the 
hands  of  a  body  of  persons  othw  thaa 
Parliament,  and  that  could  not  be 
agreed  to.  The  arrangement  propoeed 
by  the  Bill  was,  upon  the  whue^  a 
satisfactory  one,  and  ought  not  to  be 
open  to  disturbance. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOB  said,  he 
express  his  regret  that  the 
was  not  accepted. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  he  thought  te 
boundaries  of  the  City  of  Dohlm  wwn 
very  fairly  drawn ;  and  in  aaying  thit 
he  happened  to  hare  the  mdTantif«» 
which  was  not  poasessed  by  the  twe 
preyious  speakers,  of  being  a  Dnhfia 
man. 

Mb.  HEALY:  I  Hto  tiiere  too,  aid 
pay  taxes  there  as  wdl. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  he  was  bota  m 
DabHn  and  knew  the  locality,  and  ht 
was  conyinced  the  boundaries  in  the  Bd 
were  fair,  roaaonable,  aad  oanrsaMas- 
The  Amendment  proposed  to  gifv  Id  ths 
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Oorporation  of  Dablin  the  power  to 
apeet  the  arrangements  with  regard  to 
the  boundaries  of  Dablin  which  Parlia- 
ment in  its  wisdom  had  laid  down ;  but 
he  (Mr.  Gibson)  was  sure  that  Parlia- 
ment would  never  allow  any  power  other 
than  itself  to  interfere  with  the  boun- 
daries. Besides,  it  would  be  inconyenient 
in  the  highest  degree  to  declare  in  an 
Act  of  Parliament  that  the  arrangements 
were  of  a  temporary  character. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Mb.  WAHTON  moved,  as  an  Amend- 
ment, to  leave  out  Sub-section  3  of 
Oause  8y  which  provides  that  in  the 
1)oroughs  to  be  divided  a  man  shall  not 
Tote  in  more  than  one  division.  The 
property  qualification,  he  contended, 
ought  not  to  be  infringed. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2, 
line  37,  to  leave  out  sub-section  (3)  of 
Clause  8.— (Ifr.  Warton,) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
BilL" 

Sm  OHAELES  W.  DILKE,  in  op- 
posing  the  Amendment,  said,  it  was 
contrary  to  the  principle  of  the  Bill. 
The  sub-section  did  not  apply  to  coun- 
ties; and  in  the  case  of  large  towns 
he  did  not  see  why,  for  instance,  a  man 
with  a  number  of  shops  in  all  the  lead- 
ing thoroughfares  should  have  the  right 
to  vote  in  all  the  divisions.  The  clause 
in  no  way  interfered  with  the  property 
qualification  which  did  not  exist  in 
boroughs. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  thought  the 
principle  of  one  man  one  vote,  as  applied 
to  the  boroughs,  ought  to  be  extended 
to  the  counties.  He  could  imderstand 
it  if  it  were  so  extended. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BB AOH  said, 
he  did  not  see  why  a  man  with  the  ne- 
cessary qualification  should  not  have 
Totea  in  me  various  divisions  of  a  large 
town ;  but,  while  he  sympathized  with 
the  object  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  Warton),  as  the  matter  had 
been  practically  settled  by  what  had 
occurred  previously,  he  hoped  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  would  not  press  his 
Amendment. 

Mb.  HIOKS  said,  he  was  sorry  that, 
for  one,  he  could  not  accept  the  advice 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach).  Heobjectedmoststrongly 


to  the  disfranchisement  of  property  pro- 
posed by  this  provision — a  diE^anchise- 
ment  totally  at  variance  with  the  pro- 
visions of  all  previous  alterations  of  the 
franchise ;  and  he  thought  the  House 
ought  to  go  to  a  division  on  the  ques- 
tion. He  did  not  know  whether  this 
particular  point  was  included  within  the 
terms  of  the  celebrated  agreement  of 
which  they  had  heard  so  much ;  but,  if 
it  was,  he  trusted  that  the  right  hon. 
Members  on  the  Front  Opposition  Bench 
would  for  once  have  the  courage  of  their 
convictions,  and  vote  for  that  which  in 
their  hearts  they  must  feel  to  be  right. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mb.  HFjALY,  in  moving  to  amend 
the  clause  by  the  insertion  of  the  follow- 
ing words : — 

'*  A  person  ahaU  not  be  re^stered  as  entitled 
to  vote  and  shall  not  vote  in  any  Parliamen- 
tary borough  who  is  registered  as  a  voter  in 
any  coiinty  constitaenoy  oonterminoos  with 
such  borough," 

said,  he  would  point  out  that  people 
living  in  Bathmines,  and  having  places 
of  business  in  Dublin,  had  a  dual  power 
of  voting.  The  Boundary  Oommissioners 
had  so  jerrymandered  the  county  and 
City  of  Dublin  that  these  people  would 
have  power  to  vote  in  the  South- Western 
Division  of  Dublin  Oity,  and  had  also 
a  neat  little  paddock  in  the  county  to 
prance  in.  He  found  that  the  chief  of 
that  Oommission  (Mr.  Piers  White)  had 
already  been  fpreconized  as  successor  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  when  that 
Gentleman  would  become  Attorney  Ge- 
neral, on  the  promotion  of  Mr.  Naish 
to  the  Lord  Chancellorship,  so  that  his 
reward  had  followed  quickly  on  his 
services  to  the  Government  in  this  re- 
spect. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  line  39,  after  the  word  <'  division," 
to  insert  the  words  '*A  person  shall  not  be 
registered  as  entitled  to  vote  and  shall  not  vote 
in  any  Parliamentary  borough  who  is  registered 
as  a  voter  in  any  county  constituency  conter- 
minous with  such  borough." — {Mr.  Mtaly.) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sm  CHABLES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
could  not  assent  to  the  proposition,  which 
had  been  fully  discussed  on  previous  oc- 
casions. The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
had  done,  on  the  present  occasion,  what 
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lie  did  when  this  question  was  last  before  I 
the  House — he  had  treated  it  as  if  Dub- 
lin had  a  greater  grievance  than  existed 
elsewhere.  But  the  case  of  Dublin  was 
precisely  the  same  as  the  case  of  London 
and  Glasgow. 

Mb.  GBAY  said,  the  argument  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  amounted  to  this — 
that  two  wrongs  made  a  right.  But 
there  was  a  special  grievance,  because 
of  the  artificial  character  of  the  boun- 
daries of  the  City. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOB  supported  the 
Amendment. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  17;  Noes 
107 :  Majority  90.— (Div.  list,  No.  135.) 

Me.  HEALY,  in  moving  to  amend 
the  same  clause  by  the  insertion  of  the 
following  words : — 

''A 'person  shall  not  be  registered  to  vote 
and  shtdl  not  vote  in  any  borough  where  a  uni- 
versity is  situate  who  is  registered  as  a  voter  for 
such  university," 

said,  that  his  Amendment  embodied 
the  one  man  one  vote  principle,  which 
Liberals  professed  in  theory.  TTniver- 
sities  were,  he  thought,  sufficiently  re- 
presented already,  without  giving  those 
resident  in  them  votes  outside  those 
given  for  University  Members.  In 
Dublin  they  had  200  persons  out  of 
Trinity  College  on  the  Electoral  Boll  of 
the  City  as  lodgers;  and  he  doubted 
whether  the  same  thing  existed  in  the 
Universities  of  Oxford,  Cambridge*  and 
Edinburgh.  It  was  bad  enough  to  have 
such  voters  on  the  Boll;  but  matters 
were  made  worse  when  the  Commis- 
sioners put  them  into  the  South-Western 
or  jerrymandered  Division.  In  addition 
to  the  borough  representation,  those  gen- 
tlemen at  present  had  also  the  advantage 
of  representation  by  the  two  Members 
on  the  Front  Opposition  Bench  for  Dub- 
lin University.  He  thought  that  two 
Members  were  representcUion  enough 
for  them.  If  the  Government  could  not 
accept  his  Amendment,  he  contended 
that  they,  at  least,  should  accept  an 
Amendment  to  the  effect  that  a  person 
should  not  qualify  as  an  elector  outside 
of  University  premises.  To  allow  him  to 
80  qualify  was  to  inflict  a  great  hardship 
on  the  permanent  voters  of  Dublin. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  line  39,  after  the  word  "  division," 
to  insert  the  words  "  A  person  shall  not  be  re- 
giftered  to  vote  and  ahall  nd  vote  in  any  bo- 

Ar  Cheirlee  JT.  DiOe 


rough  where  a  university  it  situate  who  is  rtgii- 
tered  as  a  voter  for  such  univenity.*' — [Mr 
Mealy,) 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sm  CHABLES  W.  DILEE  said,  he 
would  point  out  that  the  hon.  and  letned 
Member's  speech  covered  a  great  deil 
more  than  his  Amendment.  He  (& 
Charles  W.  Dilke)  thought  it  was  n- 
necessary  to  repeat  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  what  he  had  already 
said  on  a  previous  occasion  with  re- 
spect to  his  individual  opinion  on  the 
question  of  the  double  vote.  As  it  had 
been  found  necessary,  however,  to  coa- 
cede  something  on  this  head  for  the  po- 
pose  of  carrying  the  measure  throogli 
Parliament,  the  question  of  the  douUs 
qualification  had  been  agreed  to  as  t 
matter  of  arrangement  between  the  tvo 
Parties.  He  could  not  accept  tht 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  leaned 
Member.  He  did  not  believe  tiiat  te 
double  voting  power  was  possessed  Vy 
those  who  voted  for  IJniveruty  Mem* 
bers ;  but  he  would  promise  to  lodkvKj 
closely  into  the  matter. 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOB  said,  that  Oe 
point  raised  by  his  hon.  and  leaned 
Friend  (Mr.  Healy)  was  that  peno>* 
having  votes  for  university  M!emben 
within  the  walls  of  a  ITniversity  liid 
also  votes  for  Members  of  Pariiuiieit 
out  of  chambers  in  the  Univenity  ia 
the  division  in  which  those  chambect 
were  situate.  He  (Mr.  T.  P.  0'C<mDor) 
was  confident  of  the  existence  of  the 
double  qualification.  It  was  a  moastroiie 
injustice  that  a  man  should  have  a  vote 
as  a  graduate  of  the  University  of  Dtb- 
lin,  and  should,  at  the  same  time,  be  it 
liberty  to  go  outside  the  gates  of  the 
University  to  another  polling  booth,  end 
record  a  vote  for  one  of  the  Members  lor 
a  division  of  the  City,  lliat  wu  oM 
of  the  greatest  and  most  grievous  eh- 
surdities  in  the  whole  Bill. 

Mr.  BIQGAB  supported  the  Amead- 
ment. 

Mb.  PLUNKET  said,  that  if  the 
Dublin  University  students  wete  de- 
prived of  the  right  to  exercise  the  6ea- 
chise  in  virtue  of  their  occnpatioa  hold- 
ings, they  would  be  the  only  persoos  a 
the  community  who  were  debaned  th«r 
riffht  of  doing  so. 

Mn.  GBAY  said,  that  the  Asfd- 
ment  on  the  Paper  raised  a  veiy  i** 
portaat  question  as  to  whether  rtud«* 


989      Parlianmtary  JEUetiam    (Apbil  28,  1885}      {RedUMhutum)  Bill.         990 


of  a  TJniTeraity  were,  owing  to  the  aooi- 
dent  of  being  within  the  walls  of  a  Col- 
lege for  two  or  three  years,  really  the 
persons  intended  by  Parliament  to  come 
within  the  designation  of  lodgers  at  all  ? 
Howeyer,  the  effect  of  the  Amend- 
ment made  the  issue  a  yery  much  nar- 
rower one.  It  was  a  question  as  to  whe- 
ther persons  in  a  College  or  Uniyersity 
should  be  entitled  to  two  yotes,  one  for 
the  Uniyersity,  and  another  for  the  con- 
stituency in  which  the  Uniyersity  hap- 
pened to  be  situate?  In  the  case  of 
Dublin  City,  the  question  was  whether 
the  graduates  shoi^d  yote  for  the  Mem- 
bers who  represented  that  Uniyersityi 
and  also  for  other  Members  of  the 
House.  He  would  ask  whether  the 
lodger  franchise  had  been  eyer  intended 
to  coyer  the  case  of  students  whose  fees, 
fto.  were  paid  by  their  parents  while 
they  were  inmates  of  a  College  ? 

Mr.  THOMAS  BUSSELL  said,  the 
difficulties  suggested  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Mem^r  opposite  (Mr.  Healy) 
applied  to  the  Scottish  Uniyersities  as 
well  as  to  the  Dublin  Uniyersity;  but 
the  remedy  was  not  to  be  found  in  the 
restriction  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member. 
What  they  wanted  to  do  was  to  abolish 
the  Uniyersity  representation  altogether. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  16;  Noes 
88 :  Majority  72.— (Diy.  list,  No.  136.) 

Mb.  healy  moyed  an  Amendment 
standing  in  his  name  on  the  Paper  to  the 
effect  that,  in  cases  where  a  candidate 
was  stated  to  haye  already  yoted  owing 
to  the  mischance  that  he  had  receiyed 
Toting  papers  for  two  districts,  the  Be- 
tuming  Officer  should  be  allowed  to  ask 
the  question — "  Haye  you  already  yoted 
for  this  diyision/'  and  to  administer  the 
oath. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  pago  2,  line  39,  af  tw  the  word  **  diyision," 
to  insert  the  wordt  "  and  if  by  any  neglect  or 
nocident  the  same  person  shoald  be  registered 
as  a  Toter  for  more  than  one  division,  and  the 
mttention  of  the  returning  officer  or  his  deputy 
is  called  to  the  fact  on  or  before  the  day  of 
poUuig,  socJi  returning  officer  or  deputy  shall 
ndminister  to  such  voter  on  oath  the  question 
prescribed  by  section  twelve,  sub-section  four, 
of  this  KoV'^Ur.  Mealp.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sir  OHABLES  W.  DILEE  said,  that 
this  was  a  matter  which  should  be  settled 


before  the  Election.  The  matter  had 
been  yery  carefully  considered  by  the 
Boundary  Commissioners  for  England; 
and  he  thought  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  had  better  not  interfere  in  any 
way  until  the  discussion  on  the  English 
Hegistration  Bill. 

Amendment,  by  leaye,  mthdrawn. 

Mr.  HEALYi  inmoying  an  Amend- 
ment to  omit  from  the  clause  the  sub- 
section which  proyides  that  the  polls  in 
a  diyided  borough  shall  take  place  on 
the  same  day,  said,  he  would  point  out 
that  no  similar  proyision  was  made  in 
regard  to  counties,  and  that  to  impose 
this  obligation  on  Betuming  Officers  was 
needless^  to  increase  the  expense.  He 
saw  no  reason  why  the  same  staff  should 
not  be  employed  where  possible  upon 
different  days  in  the  different  diyisions 
in  the  same  boroughs,  in  order  to  lessen 
the  expense. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2  line  40,  to  leave  out  from  the  word 
«at"  to  the  vord  << borough,"  inline  42.— 
{Mr.  HMly,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
could  not  accept  the  Amendment,  be- 
cause he  belieyed,  if  it  were  agreed  to, 
that  it  would  lead  to  great  inconyenience, 
especially  in  the  large  boroughs  of  Eng- 
land and  Scotland — such,  for  instance, 
asLiyerpool,  with  nine  diyisions.  He 
thought  the  adyantage  in  saying  woidd 
be  counteracted  by  the  facility  which  it 
would  giye  to  organizations  of  a  formid- 
able kmd  to  go  round  the  town  with 
money  or  other  inducements  to  yoters. 
He  d^d  not,  howeyer,  attach  much  im- 
portance to  either  of  these  arguments; 
but  he  thought  that  a  town  would  be 
considerably  disturbed  if  different  days 
were  taken  up  in  polling. 

Amendment,  by  leaye,  withdraum, 

Mr.  healy,  in  moying  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  effect  that  nothing  in  Sub- 
section 4  of  the  clause,  which  enables  the 
Betuming  Officer  to  fix  the  polls  in  a 
diyided  borough  for  the  same  day,  should 
be  taken  to  enlarge  or  extend  the  discre- 
tion yested  in  the  Betuming  Officer  by 
the  Ballot  Act  of  1872  as  to  fixing  the 
day  of  poU,  said,  he  thought  that  in  order 

[Firit  iVi^«.l 
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to  prevent  any  Betnming  Officer  exceed- 
ing his  powers  the  day  should  be  fixed 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Ballot  Act  of  1872. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  3,  line  42,  at  end,  insert  '*  but  no- 
thing in  this  sub-section  shall  be  taken  to  ex- 
tend the  discretion  vested  in  him  by  the  Ballot 
Act  of  1872,;as  to  fixing  the  day  of  poll."— (Jfr. 
Sealy,) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  that 
a  difficulty  of  the  kind  suggested  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  might  arise 
in  the  case  of  some  Returning  Officers  ; 
and  the  Government  would,  therefore, 
accept  the  Amendment. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to;  words 
inserted  accordingly. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  line  42,  after  the  word  *' bo- 
rough," to  insert  the  words,  *'  who  shall  not 
be  entitled  to  charge  for  hia  expenses  to  all 
the  candidates,  in  all  the  Divisions  collec- 
tively, a  greater  sum  than  he  would  have  been 
able  to  obtain  if  this  Act  had  not  passed, 
the  expenses  for  each  candidate  to  be  as- 
certain^ by  dividing  the  number  of  candi- 
dates for  the  borough,  as  a  whole,  into  the 
amount  now  allowed  by  law."— (Afr.  Mealy,) 

Question  proposed,  '  *  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
agreed  that  it  would  be  necessary  to 
pass  a  clause  on  the  subject  brought 
forward  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber; but  the  proper  place  to  do  so 
would  be  in  the  BeturniDg  Officers' 
Expenses  Bill.  On  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment, he  would  undertake  to  have 
the  matter  looked  into. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  wUhdraum, 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  9  (Division  of  counties). 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  had  been  re- 
quested by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  to 
move  an  Amendment  in  regard  to  the 
dividing  of  Irish  counties  into  divisions. 
Except,  perhaps,  in  the  case  of  the 
Ulster  counties  and  the  county  of  Dub- 
lin, the  Amendment,  if  carried,  would 
make  no  great  change.  Why  should  a 
county  like  Longford  be  divided  into 
divisions,  when  there  was  no  increase 
whatever  in  the  representation?     No 

Mr.  Healy 


political  effect  could  arise  in  the  ease  of 
the  counties  referred  to.  Nothing  would 
be  gained  but  the  casting  of  extra  ex- 
pense on  the  Parnellite  Party,  who  would 
gain  their  seats  all  the  same.  It  was 
only  another  instance  of  the  error  of 
applying  English  ideas  to  an  Jridi 
situation.  Where  counties  returned  an 
increased  number  of  Members  he  could 
understand  why  the  division  was  made, 
because  a  new  political  situation  would 
be  created;  but  why  counties  having 
the  same  complement  of  Members  as  H 
yore  should  be  divided  he  could  not 
understand.  He  regarded  the  single- 
Member  constituency  principle  vith 
aversion,  and  believed  it  would  ulti- 
mately break  down.  But  for  that  the 
National  Party  would  have  90  seats  in- 
stead of  80,  and  something  like  17  or  18 
seats  in  England.  The  single-Member 
principle  applied  to  Ireland  would  give 
the  Tory  Party  votes  they  would  not 
otherwise  gain,  depriving  the  National 
Party  of  the  majority  they  were  entitled 
to.  Thus,  in  Donegal  the  Tories  would 
gain  one  seat,  in  Tyrone  two,  in  Deny 
two,  in  Armagh  two;  whereas  in  allthase 
cases,  except  Armagh,  the  Catholio  Na- 
tional Party  were  in  the  majority,  l^i^ 
take  the  converse  case — in  Antrim,  and 
any  other  instance,  except  Down«  would 
the  Nationalists  gain  thereby  ?  He  saw 
no  reason  for  interfering  with  a  consti- 
tuency which  the  Bill  did  not  benefit. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  3,  line  6,  after  the  word  "dull,'*  te 
insert  &e  words  '*  except  in  the  caae  of  tho 
county  of  Dublin  and  the  conntiet  in  the  pto- 
vince  of  Ulster."— (Jfr.  Efly.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  woxdi 
be  there  inserted." 


Mr.  TBEVELYAN,  in  opposing  tbs 
Amendment,  said,  the  hon.  and  leam«d 
Member  opposite  (Mr.  Healy)  advoeatod 
a  departure,  in  the  case  of  only  a  part 
of  Ireland,  ^m  the  general  prindpk 
upon  which  the  Bill  was  framed  as  re- 
garded all  counties.  It  was  imposiib)e» 
in  a  matter  of  this  sort,  to  have  regard 
to  local  circumstanoes,  or  to  the  besr> 
ings  which  the  division  or  the  non-divi- 
sion of  counties  would  hare  on  any  poli- 
tical Party,  and  he  should  be  sorry  to 
believe  that  in  any  part  of  the  Kingdos 
there  should  continue  to  be  no  politica] 
stir  whatever.  An  advantage  of  sbsD 
constituencies  was  that  it  gave 
of  representation,  and    50,000 


998      Parliamentary  EUctims      {Afbil  28,  1885}     {Eedtstrihution)  £01.  994 


better  number  of  constituents  to  repre- 
sent than  100,000  in  a  double  consti- 
tuency,  say,  for  instance,  sucb  as  New- 
castle-upon-Tyne. It  admitted  of  exactly 
that  mixture  of  political  and  personal 
relations  between  constituents  and  Mem- 
bers which  produced  the  most  healthy 
representation.  The  Bill  applied  the 
general  principle  all  around,  irrespective 
of  local  political  circumstances.  That 
principle  had  been  argued  oyer  and  over 
again,  and  it  was  impossible  on  this 
occasion  to  depart  from  it ;  indeed,  he 
almost  thought  the  Amendment  was  only 
moved  as  a  final  protest. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE,  in  supporting 
the  Amendment,  said,  he  disapproved 
entirely  of  the  system  of  single-Member 
districts.     He  also  objected  to  the  gene- 
ral principle  and  description  of  the  Bill 
just  g^ven.    There  was  no  arrangement 
of  political  life  in  America  against  which 
politicians    protested    more    than    the 
aingle-Member  constituency.    Through 
its  operation  a  large  number  of  eminent 
men  were  excluded  from  the  National 
Councils,  because  they  had  no  home  in  a 
constituency  they  might  otherwise  re- 
-preBGDt.   Tlie  very  fact  of  a  man  having 
personal  connection  with  a  locality  was 
often  the  best  reason  why  he  was  not 
returned.    A  prophet  was  not  always 
regarded  in  his  own  country.     The  Bill, 
however,  presented  several  exceptions 
to  the  rule,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  alluded  to  one,  for  instance, 
Newcastle,   as   a    double  constituency. 
Why  not  apply  the  exception  to  Ire- 
land ?    To  secure  variety  of  representa- 
tion he  granted  an  advantage ;  but  the 
advantage  in  Ireland  gained  by  dividing 
the  Ulster  counties,  would  be  purchased 
at  the  cost  of  giving  the  minority  an 
excess  of  representation  far  beyond  their 
fair  claim. 

Mb.  PLUNKET  said,  he  felt  himself 

in  some  confusion  as  to  what  was  the 

object    of    the   hon.  Member  foi    the 

City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  when  he 

plaiced  the  Amendment  on  the  Paper,  if 

it  was  not  with  the  object  of  gaining  a 

political  advantage.  At  first,  he  thought 

tlie   Amendment  must   be   misprinted. 

The  arguments  by  the  hon.  Members 

^rho    had    supported   the  Amendment 

urere  ingenious,   and    directed  against 

the  whole  principle  of  single-Member 

constituencies;  but  the  Amendment  of 

the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 

woold  apply  this  obnoxious  principle  to 

VOL.  OOXCVII.    [thibd  sebies.] 


all  Ireland  except  the  Province  of  Ulster. 
The  fact  was,  the  only  possible  object 
was  a  most  unblushing,  audacious  at* 
tempt  as  far  as  possible  to  extinguish 
the  minority  in  the  only  place  where 
that  minority  had  a  chance  of  being  re- 
presented. 

Mr.  BIGQAR  said,  he  thought  the 
principal  point  in  the  controversy  was 
the  question  of  convenience  and  reduc- 
tion of  the  Ee turning  Officer's  expenses, 
and  he  should  not  think  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell) 
could  be  fairly  accused  of  political 
selfishness.  There  need  not  be  a  great 
anxiety  for  consistency  in  the  Bill.  No 
Bill  ever  passed  that  did  not  contain 
some  anomalies.  On  the  considerations 
he  had  mentioned,  he  supported  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  toithdrawn. 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  said, 
that  in  order  to  meet  the  case  of  certain 
Irish  counties,  and  that  of  the  alterna- 
tive names  of  county  divisions,  he  would 
move  to  amend  the  clause  by  the  inser- 
tion of  the  following  words : — 

**  And  any  name  placed  before  the  description 
of  a  division  shall  be  the  name  of  the  division, 
and  where  the  names  of  the  divisions  are  in  the 
alternative,  the  division  may  be  designated  by 
both  or  either  of  such  names.'* 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 

11,  to  insert  the  words — 

*'  And  any  name  placed  before  the  description 
of  a  division  shall  be  the  name  of  the  division, 
and  where  the  names  of  the  divisions  are  in  the 
alternative,  the  division  may  be  designated  by 
both  or  either  of  such  names.'' — {Sir  Charles  W". 
Dilke.) 

Question  proposed,  ' '  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Memoers  being  found  present, 

Mb.  WAETON,  in  proposing  the 
omission  from  the  Amendment  of  the 
words  "  and  any  name  placed  before 
the  description  of  a  division  shall  be  the 
name  of  the  division,"  said,  he  would 
refer  more  especially  to  Birr  and  Tulla- 
more,  as  names  which  could  not  stand 
alone. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment,  to  leave  out  the 
words — 

"  And  any  name  placed  before  the  description 
of  a  division  shall  be  the  name  of  the  division, 
and."— (ifr  Warton.) 


2  K 
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.  Qaestion  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
said  proposed  Amendment." 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
had  been  no  party  to  prolonging  discus- 
sion on  names,  which  he  thought  unim- 
portanti  and,  while  he  was  disposed  to 
agree  with  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Warton)  as  to  the  names 
mentioned,  the  objection  to  them  would 
not,  in  his  opinion,  be  met  by  the 
Amendment. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  he 
would  point  out  that  some  confusion 
might  arise  by  one  authority  using  one 
name  and  another  another  in  referring 
to  these  divisions.  In  that  case,  who 
was  to  be  the  authority  to  exercise  the 
discretion  given  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman in  the  selection  of  a  name? 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Original  Question  aeain  proposed, 
'*  That  those  words  be  mere  inserted." 

The  ATTOENET  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henuy  James),  in  re^y  to  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  (Lord  John  Manners), 
said,  the  overseer  would  select  the  name. 
It  might  be  possible  to  create  uniformity 
when  they  came  to  the  Schedules ;  but 
he  should  point  out  that  it  was  the 
House  in  Committee,  and  not  the  Go- 
vernment, who  had  pushed  forward  this 
matter  of  alternative  designations. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  that 
different  overseers  might  select  different 
names,  and  that  would  lead  to  con- 
fusion. The  Quarter  Sessions  might  be 
a  fit  authority. 

Mr.  warton  proposed  to  amend 
the  Amendment,  by  rendering  it  obli- 
gatory that  where  there  were  two  names 
both  should  be  used. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  ''  may,"  and  insert  the  word 
"  shall,"  —  {Mr.  Warton,)  —  instead 
thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
'  may '  stand  part  of  the  said  proposed 
Amendment." 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said, 
that  the  Registration  Bill  was  to  come 
into  operation  within  seven  days.  He 
was  alraid  that  in  connection  with  the 
retention  of  alternative  names  there 
might  be  difficulty  with  respect  to  the 
names    under    the    Registration    Bill, 


which  might  come  into  operation  before 
this  Bill. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said, 
that  he  had  already  pressed  the  same 
view  on  the  House.  He  should  haye 
preferred  that  there  was  no  altematife 
name ;  but  the  Committee  on  the  BOl 
had  decided  otherwise.  The  matter 
would,  however,  have  to  be  reconsidered 
when  the  Schedules  were  reached,  and 
he  would  meanwhile  give  attention  to 
the  subject. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE: 
said,  on  the  whole,  he  thought  it  xni^ 
be  the  better  course  to  g^t  lid  of  the 
alternative  names,  especially  as  in  some 
cases  both  the  alternative  names  ▼«« 
taken  from  localities.  Before  that  wu 
done,  however,  the  subject  would  re- 
quire serious  consideration. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said, 
that,  no  doubt,  as  he  had  just  said,  tbt 
subject  would  have  to  be  reoonsdoed 
on  another  occasion. 

Question  put,  and  agr$ii  io. 

Original  Question  put,  and  ggr^eiti: 
words  inserted  accordingly. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Oriooit, 
Amendment  amended,  by  ^AAing  tbt 
words  *'  thereof  for  all  purposes." 

Amendment,  as  amended,  eigreei  ie. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  U. 

Clause  10  (Qualification  by  ooeip- 
tion  of  premises  in  immediate  aneceini 
in  divided  borongh). 

Mr.  HEALY,  in  moving  an  Amend- 
ment in  the  clause,  the  effect  of  whick 
would  be  to  make  the  law  nniform  iv 
boroughs  and  oountiee  with  regard  to 
qualification  by  successive  oeeiipstioa, 
said,  he  did  not  see  why  qnaliiicatHS 
by  successive  occupation  should  be 
fined  to  the  boroughs  alone. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  3,  lint)  22,  to  leare  oat  tb« 
"  Bitnate  within  any  division  of  a  PariiaB 
borough  BhalL"— (Jfr.  Ao/y.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  vordi 
'  situate  witnin  any '  stand  part  of  tk 
Bill." 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKEsaid,tW 
matter  had  been  fuUj  discussed  on  as 
Amendment  of  his  hon.  and  leaxs^i 
Colleague  (Mr.  Firth),  and  he  did  sol 
now  wish  to  re*open  the  qusstioD.  B* 
thought  the  House  would  be  mots  is- 
clinea  to  move  in  the  direotion  of  short- 
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«mng  the  qualifying  periods  tlian  of 
extending  the  application  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  qualification  by  successive  occu- 
pation. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  8,  line  22,  to  leave  oat  the  word 
"  division,"  in  order  to  insert  the  word  **  port," 
— (5iV  Charhi  W,  Dilke,) 

— ^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  '^That  the  word 
'  division '  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to, 

Clause  11  (Eetuming  officers  in 
new  boroughs). 

On  the  Motion  of  Sir  Chables  W. 
DiLKE,  the  following  Amendments 
made  : — In  page  4,  lines  12  to  27,  leave 
out  sub-sections  (4.)  and  (5.) ;  line  33, 
leave  out  from  '*  case  "  to  **  the,"  in 
line  34 ;  and  in  line  36,  after  '^  bo- 
roughs," insert — 

"  To  the  mavor  of  which  the  writ  has  before 
the  paaaing  of  this  Act  been  directed,  or  if  it 
has  not  been  directed  to  any  such  mayor,  then 
to  the  mayor  of  that  one  of  the  municipal 
boroughs." 

Mb.  HEALY,  in  moving  the  insertion 
of  an  Amendment,  constituting  in  the 
boroughs  of  Newry  and  Galway  the 
Chairman  of  Town  Commissioners  the 
Betuming  Officer  instead  of  the  Sheriff, 
said,  he  made  this  proposal  on  no  poli- 
tical g^unds  whatever,  but  simply  to 
uphold  the  dignity  of  the  office  of  the 
Chairman  of  Town  Commissioners.  In 
Ireland  there  were  very  few  boroughs 
now  left.  He  believed  that  in  Belrast 
and  one  or  two  other  places,  the  Mayor 
was  the  Betuming  Officer;  while  in 
Cork,  Kilkenny,  and  one  or  two  other 
places,  the  Sheriff  was  the  Beturning 
Officer.  He  had  also  reason  to  believe 
that  the  Chairman  of  the  Newry  Town 
Commissioners  was  a  Conservative,  so 
that  no  one  could  imagine  that  his  (Mr. 
Healy's)  object  in  moving  the  adoption 
of  the  Amendment  was  in  any  sense 
a  political  one.  Up  to  the  time  of 
James  I.  Newry  had  a  Charter.  James 
repealed  all  the  old  Charters,  and  gave 
Newry  a  new  one;  but  when  Wil- 
liam m.  came  in  he  abolished  all 
James's  Charters.  Only  for  that, 
Newry  would  now  be  a  corporate  town, 
and,  of  course,  entitled  to  its  Mayor, 
who  would  be  ^e  Betuming  Officer. 


Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  4,  line  44,  to  insert  the  words,—"  In 
Ireland,  in  the  boroughs  of  Newry  and  Galway, 
the  chairman  of  town  commissioners  shall  be 
the  returning  officer  instead  of  the  sheriff." — 
--(}fr,  Healy.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
had  followed  the  case  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  with  regard  to  Newry, 
and  although  he  knew  very  little  about 
that  place,  he  thought  the  case  was  a 
good  one,  and  that  there  was  something 
in  what  had  been  said.  As  to  Galway, 
however,  he  could  not  follow  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  so  well,  for  that 
was  a  county  of  a  town,  and  to  pass 
over  the  Sheriff  of  a  county  of  a  town 
would  be  to  create  an  anomaly.  He 
must,  therefore,  oppose  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mb.  lewis  said,  he  also  opposed 
the  Amendment,  contending  that  the 
House  was  now  asked  to  introduce  a 
new  thing  in  the  history  of  elections, 
and  to  create  a  precedent.  It  was  quite 
true  the  Chairman  of  the  Town  Commis- 
sioners answered  all  the  purposes  of  the 
Mayor ;  but,  after  all,  the  Mayor  was  an 
o£B.cer  of  long  standing,  whose  position 
and  duties  were  well  understood.  He 
thought  the  House  should  be  careful 
how  they  created  precedents  in  these 
matters,  and  he  hoped  the  Government 
would  not  consent  to  make  an  exception 
in  the  case  of  these  boroughs.  They 
recognized  the  Mayor  and  Sheriff  as  Be- 
turning  Officers;  but  he  knew  of  no 
case  in  England  in  which  the  Chairman 
of  a  Local  Board  was  made  the  Betum- 
ing Officer. 

The  ATTOBNEY  GENEBAL  (Sir 
Henby  James)  said,  that,  as  far  as  he 
knew,  there  was  no  instance  of  such  a 
creation  of  a  Betuming  Officer  by  legis- 
lation as  was  now  proposed.  In  no  case 
he  knew  of  was  the  Chairman  of  a  Local 
Board  a  Betuming  Officer.  They  were 
asked  in  this  case  to  create  new  Betum- 
ing Officers,  and  he  must  confess  that 
his  instinct  was  against  it.  On  that 
account,  he  could  not  agree  to  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member's  proposal. 

Mb.  THOBOLD  BOGEBS  said,  he 
supported  the  Amendment  with  regard 
to  "Newry.  He  believed  that  Newry 
was  altogether  in  an  anomalous  position, 
as  it  was  difficult  to  ascertain  who  was 
really  the  chief  man  in  the  borough. 

2  K  2  [Fir9t  Night:\ 
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Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  the  Ee- 
tuming  Officer  for  Newry,  under  the 
Bill,  would  be  the  Sheriff  of  the  County 
Down,  who  would  have  the  same  duties 
to  perform  for  the  whole  of  the  divisions 
in  the  county.  He  was  already  the  Re- 
turning Officer  for  the  four  divisions  of 

le  county,  and  also  for  the  four  divi- 
sions of  the  city  of  Belfast,  and  if  the 
borough  of  Newry  were  added,  there 
would,  in  fact,  be  only  one  Returning 
Officer  for  nine  divisions,  which  he  (Mr. 
O'Connor)  considered  to  be  a  very  ano- 
malous position.  It  was,  therefore,  he 
contended,  a  case  where  a  separate  Re- 
turning Officer  was  required.  He  there- 
fore asked  the  House  to  make  a  special 
provision  for  this  case.  He  did  not 
think  the  case  of  Galway  was  as  strong 
as  that  of  Newry,  and  they  had  a  Sheriff 
there 

Sib  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  he 
thought  the  Sheriff  of  the  County  Down 
need  not  be  frightened  at  having  to  act 
for  nine  constituencies,  seeing  that  the 
High  Sheriff  of  Lancashire  would  be 
Returning  Officer  for  23  constituencies. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  he  thought  that 
the  proposal  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Mr.  Healy)  should  be  adopted 
if  for  no  other  reason  than  because  it 
would  establish  uniformity  in  eight  of 
the  nine  boroughs  left  in  Ireland,  in  all 
of  which  they  had  a  local  urban  Return- 
ing Officer.  The  local  officer  in  autho- 
rity for  the  time  being  would  be  the 
Returning  Officer,  and  he  wanted  to 
know  why  Newry  should  be  made  an 
exception  ?  The  Chairman  of  the  Town 
Commissioners  was  a  most  suitable  offi- 
cer for  the  position  of  Returning  Officer; 
and  he  was  sure  the  Conservative  Town 
Commissioners  of  the  town  of  Newry 
would  not  be  very  thankful  to  the  Con- ; 
servative  Member  for  Derry  (Mr.  Lewis) 
when  they  found  that  he  was  the  man 
who  was  particularly  opposed  to  their 
obtaining  this  simple  act  of  justice  and 
convenience.  

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  said,  he 
would  point  out  that  the  Sheriff  of 
County  Down  had  always  acted  as  Re- 
turning Officer  for  Newry. 

LoBD  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  the 
remedy  appeared  to  be  rather  to  give  a 
Corporation  to  the  town  of  Newry. 

Mb.  BIGKJAR  said,  he  thought  it  was 
obvious  that  Newry  was  entitl^  to  have 
the  Chairman  of  the  Town  Commis- 
sioners as  the  Returning  Officer  at  elec- 


tions. It  was  a  very  andent  town,  lor 
it  was  mentioned  by  Dean  Swift,  wko 
said  it  was — 

"  High  Chnrch,  low  steeple. 
Dirty  streeta,  proad  people.** 

So  that  it  was  an  important  town  in 
Dean  Swift's  time,  and  he  really  saw  no 
reason  why  it  should  be  treated  in  t^ 
exceptional  manner  proposed  under  tlit 
Bill.  If  it  were  the  county  town,  the 
case  might  be  different;  but  it  wu 
situated  at  the  very  extremity  of  tbt 
county ;  in  fact,  part  of  the  town  wu  ii 
the  county  of  Armagh,  and  the  coniity 
town  was  a  long  way  off,  so  thtt  tlu 
Sheriff  would  have  to  travel  a  long  wij 
to  perform  his  duties.  The  Chaurmai 
of  the  Town  Commissioners  was  tho- 
roughly competent  to  perform  the  dati««t 
and  he  certainly  ought  to  have  the  posi* 
tion  of  Returning  Officer. 

Mb.  healy  said,  he  should  like  to 
have  the  opinion  of  the  right  hon.  Oen- 
tleman  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  on  thi 
matter? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILEE  saii 
that,  no  doubt,  Newiy  would  be  thi 
exception  in  Lreland ;  but  if  the  Amend- 
ment was  passed,  it  would  be  an  excep- 
tion also  to  the  general  rule  in  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  consequently  ex- 
ceptions would  also  have*  to  be  made  ii 
other  instances. 

Mb.  lea  my  supported  the  Amend- 
ment, and  asked  if  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  had  charge  of  the  Bill  cooM 
point  out  any  reason  for  treating  Newty 
in  an  exceptional  manner  ?  He  thooght 
the  Conservatives  of  Newry  would  b« 
very  much  surprised  to  find  that  ^ 
only  Irish  Member  who  opposed  tkt 
Resolution  was  the  hon.  Member  for 
Derry,  and  after  all  he  was  an  Engfiih- 
man. 

Mb.  ARCHDALE  said,  he  fnlhr 
agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Lot- 
donderry  (Mr.  Lewis).  He  thoo^  it 
quite  immaterial  where  the  Retormin; 
Officer  was  located ;  but  be  looked  with 
great  suspicion  upon  anything  broi^ht 
forward  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Monaghan,  because  it  was  gtB** 
rally  against  the  Lnah  Church. 

Question  put. 

The  House  dwidsd :— Ayes  39 ;  Kotf 
109 :  Majority  80.— (Div.  List,  No.  IST.) 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Clause,  as  amendedi  ttgrmi  It. 
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Oiause  12  (As  to  boroughs  dmded 
into  diyisions). 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  6,  line  3,  after  the  word  **  may,"  to 
insert  the  words  '*  in  and  for  any  one  or  more 
of  snch  divisions." — {Mr,  Wart9n,) 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  5,  line  15,  after  the  word  "voter," 
to  insert  the  words  "  except  non-resident  free- 
men in  Dablin." — {Mr,  Healy,) 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Mb.  healy  moved,  in  page  5,  line 
23,  to  insert  an  Amendment,  the  object 
of  which  was  to  compel  the  townships  of 
Pembroke  and  Blackrock  to  repay  the 
Corporation  of  Dublin  the  expense  in- 
curred in  the  preparation  of  the  lists  of 
Parliamentary  voters  in  those  town- 
shijM. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  5,  line  23,  after  the  word  ''  series," 
to  insert  the  words, — *'  For  the  preparation  of  the 
lists  in  the  city  of  Dublin,  the  Commissioners 
of  the  townships  of  Pembroke  and  Blackrock 
shall  repay  to  the  Treasurer  of  the  Ck>rporation 
oi  Dnbun  the  expense  of  making  out  the  lists 
for  such  portion  of  these  townships  as  are 
situate  witnin  the  Parliamentary  borough  of 
Dublin."— (Jfr.  Healy,) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mk.  sexton  said,  he  would  invite 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  to  give  his  serious 
attention  to  this  matter.  It  would  be 
unfair  to  throw  the  expense  on  Dublin. 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
would  admit  that  this  was  an  anomaly, 
and  he  thought  it  would  be  properly 
dealt  with  in  the  Begistration  Bill. 

Mb.  healy  :  Will  you  introduce  a 
clause  to  that  effect  in  the  Begistration 

BDl? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
would  do  so. 

Mb.  HEALY  remarked  that  a  Regis- 
tration Bill  was  introduced,  and  yet  the 
Cfovemment  without  pressure  would  not 
remedy  this  injustice  to  the  ratepayers 
of  the  City  of  Dublin. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Another  Amendment  made. 


Clause  15  (As  to  place  of  election). 

Mb.  healy  (for  Mr.  Small)  moved, 
as  an  Amendment,  in  page  6,  line  85,  to 
leave  out  the  words  **  county  at  large," 
in  order  to  insert  **  division."  He 
thought  it  unfair  that  the  Sheriff,  who 
in  Ireland  was  almost  always  opposed  to 
the  popular  Party,  should  have  it  in  his 
power  to  appoint  a  place  for  nominating 
the  candidates  and  counting  of  the  votes 
which  might  not  be  in  the  division  for 
which  the  election  was  held.  Perhaps 
the  best  way  of  dealing  with  the  matter 
would  be  to  give  any  candidate  power  to 
serve  the  Sheriff  with  a  notice  requiring 
him  to  name  a  place  within  the  division. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  6,  line  36,  to  leave  out  the  words 
"  county  at  large,"  and  insert  the  word  *'  divi- 
sion," — {Mr,  Mealy^ 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
'county  at  large'  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
must  oppose  the  Amendment  on  the 
ground  that  in  some  county  divisions  in 
Ireland  there  were  no  towns  containing 
adequate  accommodation  for  the  officers 
conducting  nomination  proceedings  and 
those  connected  with  the  counting  of 
votes. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  he  would  ask  the 
House  to  consider  the  importance  of  this 
question  in  the  case  of  Ireland.  Al- 
though there  might  not  be  a  town  in 
some  of  the  divisions,  he  believed  there 
were  none  in  which  there  was  not  to  be 
found  a  pretty  considerable  village 
which  would  be  available.  There  was 
no  division  without  a  Petty  Sessional 
Court  or  a  police  barrack.  His  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  proposed  that  a  can- 
didate should  have  the  power  to  compel 
the  Betuming  Officer  to  conduct  the 
nomination  in  some  town  or  village  in 
the  very  division  which  contained  the 
constituency.  It  was  not  likely  that 
a  candidate  would  propose  that  the 
proceedings  should  take  place  in  a  town 
inconveniently  situated. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henby  James)  explained  that  in  many 
counties  there  were  central  places  to 
which  it  would  be  specially  easy  to 
bring  the  ballot-bozes  in  consequence 
of  the  facilities  of  railway  communica- 
tion.     It  was  reasonable  that  such  a 
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place  should,  in  certain  cases,  be  looked 
upon  as  the  centre  of  more  than  one 
Mviaion. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  that  in  every 
division  in  Ireland  sufficient  accommo- 
dation could  be  found  for  the  officials 
engaged  in  an  election.  At  the  same 
time,  there  were  some  Irish  districts 
where  the  same  facilities  in  the  way  of 
railway  communication  did  not  exist  as 
in  others.  He  would  instance  the  cases 
of  Cork,  Donegal,  Mayo,  Sligo,  and 
many  other  parts  of  Ireland,  where 
great  difficulty  would  in  some  cases  be 
found  in  reaching  the  place  selected,  if 
something  was  not  done  to  meet  their 
requirements. 

MJR.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  was 
afraid  that  if  the  Amendment  were  not 
agreed  to.  Sheriffs  in  Ireland  might  dis- 
regard the  convenience  of  constituencies 
in  fixing  the  places  of  nomination. 

Mb.  lewis  said,  that  while  he  gene- 
rally approved  of  the  objects  of  the 
Amendment,  its  scope  was  too  large. 
He  held  that  it  was  not  desirable  that  a 
polling  place  should  be  outside  the 
limits  of  the  county,  which  was  the  locus 
of  the  election. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  said,  he 
would  point  out  the  disadvantages  there 
would  be  in  cases  where  a  county  town 
was  adjoining  the  division,  were  such 
an  Amendment  enforced.  A  city  adjoin- 
ing a  county  could  only  be  fcxed  as  the 
polling-place  in  cases  where  the  city 
was  geographically,  although  not  techni- 
cally, within  the  county. 

Mb.  G-EAY  said,  that  the  assumptions 
of  the  Government  had  been  made  upon 
the  understanding  apparently  that  the 
Returning  Officers  would  be  desirous  of 
holding  elections  at  places  which  would 
best  suit  the  majority  of  the  electors. 
Now,  he  believed  that  there  were  some 
places  in  Ireland  where  the  opposite 
course  would  be  taken  by  Returning 
Officers,  who  would  throw  every  obstacle 
in  the  way  of  the  electors. 

Mb.  ARCHDALE  interposing,  said, 
he  felt  bound  to  protest  against  these 
statements.  He  knew  several  Return- 
ing Officers  who  were  quite  incapable  of 
such  action. 

Mr.  gray  said,  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber must  be  very  fortunate  in  his  ac- 
quaintances. He  (Mr.  Gray)  had,  how- 
ever, the  misfortune  to  have  had  quite 
a  contrary  experience.  He  would  ask 
the  House  to  consider  in  the  case  of 

The  Atiomey  General 


Cork  County,  in  which  there  were  sevea 
divisions,  the  difficulty  which  might  be 
cast  in  the  way  of  the  electors  bj  in 
injudicious  selection  of  a  place  by  tike 
Returning  Officer. 

Mb.  DEASY  said,  that  some  portioDB 
of  Cork  were  80  miles  distant  man  the 
City  of  Cork,  and  there  being  great  lade 
of  railway  communication,  the  poor 
people  would  be  put  to  great  expense 
and  inconvenience  if  their  case  was  do4 
considered. 

Mb.  ARCHDALE  said,  it  was  pre- 
posterous to  imagine  that  any  ^gk 
Sheriff  would  bring  voters  from  a  die- 
tance  of  80  miles.  As  regarded  the 
High  Sheriff  of  the  county  of  Cork,  there 
was  no  more  honourable  man  in  tte 
county. 

Mb.  O'SULUTAN  said,  he  hopd 
the  Government  would  accept  the 
Amendment.  It  would  do  away  with  t 
possible  hardship. 

Mb.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  lui 
there  was  nothing  more  fatal  to  the 
cause  of  good  government  in  Irdtnd 
than  the  opposition  of  the  Govemmeit 
to  the  wishes  of  the  Irish  Represeata- 
tives  even  on  such  small  points.  13ke 
great  majority  of  the  Returning  Offieen 
in  Ireland  were  men — [**  Hear,  hear !"] 
He  was  glad  to  see  that  his  remario 
elicited  applause ;  and  he  would  be  gbd 
to  extend  his  remarks  for  the  benefit  of 
those  who  applauded  him.  Pediaps, 
however,  before  he  concluded  them 
those  who  interrupted  him  would  he 
the  worse  for  their  interruption. 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  W.  Member 
must  continue  his  speech  without  maki^l 
any  threat  to  hon.  Members  of  thif 
House. 

Mb.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  said,  he 
hoped  the  Speaker  would  save  him  from 
interruptions.  The  great  majotitv  ^ 
the  Returning  Officers  in  Ireland  w* 
men  who,  by  their  character  and  poa* 
tion,  were  distinctly  opposed  to  the 
wishes  and  aspirations  of  the  peofle. 
In  the  case  of  a  bye-election  in  oat  di- 
vision of  a  county,  it  would  be  timoA 
and  xinwise  to  carry  the  tormoil  of  ^ 
election  into  another  division. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  aaid.  * 
was  possible  that,  for  some  leaicm  i>- 
known  to  him,  the  arrangemoits  ma^ 
tmder  this  clause  might  be  expadim^ 
and  convenient  in  the  Englisk  coaati'*' 
He  only  contended  that  they  were  ^ 
expedient  in  Ireland.  In  Baglaad  tha* 
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was  no  great  dispute  between  Parties ; 
but  in  Ireland  there  was  a  lasting  dis- 
pute between  two  g^eat  Parties.  The 
great  objection,  however,  to  the  clause 
was  that  an  election  might  take  place 
in  a  division  of  a  county  which  was  in 
no  way  concerned  in  it.  The  passing 
of  a  clause  like  that  as  applied  to  Ire- 
land could  only  produce  inconvenience 
and  dissatisfaction,  and  might  also  create 
mischief  without  being  attended  with 
any  advantage  whatever. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  there 
was  a  practical  difficulty  in  the  working 
of  the  clause  in  Ireland  as  it  stood  at 
present,  and  it  would  prove  adverse  to 
the  true  and  free  expression  of  the  opi- 
mion  of  voters  at  elections.  The  hours 
of  nomination  as  fixed  were  generally 
between  12  and  3,  and  if  the  nominators 
and  assentors  were  brought  30  or  40 
milee  to  the  nomination  in  case  there 
was  any  defect  in  the  nomination  paper 
a  serious  difficulty  might  arise.  He  sug- 
gested that  it  might  be  retained  for  the 
case  of  England,  to  the  circumstances  of 
which  it  might  be  better  adapted,  but 
that  it  was  totally  unsuitable  for  Ire- 
land. 

Mr.  KENNY  said,  he  thought  it  was 
unfortunate  that  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  had  not  seen 
his  way  to  accept  the  Amendment  of  the 
bon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  county 
of  Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy).  He  hoped, 
however,  that  the  Government  would 
reconsider  the  matter  which  had  been 
placed  before  them.  Every  argument 
could  be  used  in  favour  of  the  Amend- 
ment; and  if  the  Government  did  not 
accept  it,  they  would  be  obliged  to  press 
the  matter  to  a  division. 

Mr.  MABUM  said,  that  it  would  un- 
doubtedly be  a  very  g^eat  inconvenience 
in  large  counties,  if  the  electors  were  to 
be  compelled  to  travel  great  distances. 
He  would  urge  upon  the  Government 
the  necessity  for  consideriug  the  matter. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  that 
the  Government  would  consider  the 
matter,  and  confer  with  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  (Mr.  Healy)  on  the 
subject. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  HUNTLY  MCCARTHY 
asked  if  there  was  any  precedent  for  the 
result  of  an  election  beiug  declared  out- 
side the  constituency  in  which  the  con- 
test took  place  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  that 
in  eases  where  there  was  a  large  county 


town  adjoining,  it  had  been  taken  as 
being  in  the  county  for  such  purposes. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  164 ;  Noes 
35  :  Majority  129.— (Div.  List,  No.  138.) 

Mr.  HEALY  moved  a  further  Amend- 
ment standing  in  the  name  of  the  hon. 
Member  for    the   county  of   Wexford 
(Mr.  Small),  to  substitute,  in  page  6, 
line   36,    "division"   for    "county    at 
large."     He  explained  that  the  object 
of  the  Amendment  was  to  provide  that 
the  place  of  election  in  the  case  of  a 
county  at  large  should  be  in  such  town 
situate  in  the  division  as  the  Local  Au- 
thority having    power    to    divide    the 
division   into  polling  districts,  or  Re- 
turning Officer,  might  from  time  to  time 
determine  as  being  most  convenient  for 
the  purposes  of  the  election.      He  re- 
gretted   the    strong    opposition  which 
had  been  manifested  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  to  every  proposal  put  forward 
by  the  Irish  Party.     When  they  were 
discussing    the    boundaries,  the    right 
hon.  Gentleman  defended  his  action  by 
the  necessity  of  abiding  by  the  decisions 
of  the  Boundary  Commissioners;   but 
now  they  had  returned  to  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was 
quite  as  adamantine.     The  expereince 
he  (Mr.  Healy)  had  gained  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  that  House  convinced  him 
that  it  was  only  by  weariness  and  itera- 
tion that  the  Irish  Members  had  any 
chance  whatever  of  inducing  the  Go- 
vernment to  make  the  slightest  conces- 
sion to  their  opinions.     So  far  as  he  was 
concerned,  he  was   determined  not  to 
allow  it  to  be  in  the  power  of  any  High 
Sheriff  in  Ireland  to  inflict  an  unneces- 
sary hardship  upon  the  voter,  and  espe- 
cially the  poor  voters,  in  regard  to  the 
election  arrangements  in  the  baronies. 
He  had  gone  carefully  into  this  matter, 
and  the  only  ground  adduced  by  the 
Government  for  adhering  to  the  proposal 
in  the  Bill  was  the  personal  conveni- 
ence of  the  SheriflP.  Was  the  convenience 
of  the  voter  to  be  set  aside  altogether  ? 
The  Sheriff  was  a  well-paid  official,  who 
received  an  exorbitant  fee  for  everything 
he  did.     His  convenience  was  to  be  care- 
fully studied ;  whereas  that  of  the  voter, 
who  discharged  his  duty  without  fee  or 
reward,  was  not  to  be  consulted  in  the 
slightest  respect.     He  was  to  be  sub- 
jected to  the  highest  inconvenience,  in 
order  that  a  well-paid  official  should  sus- 
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tain  none  whatever.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  suggested  that  the  nomina- 
tion should  he  held  in  one  of  the  divided 
districts ;  but  that  was  not  a  suggestion 
which  could  be  accepted  as  satisfactory, 
and  for  this  reason — that  the  candidate 
ought  to  have  some  voice  in  the  matter. 
The  candidate  would  know  whether 
there  was  going  to  be  a  contest  or  not, 
and  he  ought  to  have  the  power  of  serv- 
ing a  notice  upon  the  SheriflP  requiring 
him  to  hold  the  election  in  any  part  of 
the  division  he  thought  proper.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  Sub-Commissioners, 
under  the  Land  Act,  found  themselves 
obliged  to  hold  their  Courts  in  some  of 
the  poorest  and  most  out-of-the-way  vil- 
lages in  Ireland;  but  they  found  no 
difficulty  in  discharging  their  duties. 
There  were  always  little  school -rooms 
which  were  available,  in  which  they 
were  able  to  hear  counsel  on  both  sides, 
and  give  their  decisions.  No  difficulty 
had  ever  been  experienced  in  these  poor 
and  remote  areas  in  finding  suitable 
buildings  in  which  to  carry  on  the 
work.  And  yet  they  were  told  that 
they  were  bound  to  study  the  conveni- 
ence of  a  Sheriff,  who  might  have  to  sit 
for  an  hour  or  two  in  order  to  receive 
nomination  papers,  and  perhaps  for 
five  or  six  hours  in  casting  up  the  votes. 
The  contention  of  the  Government  was 
that  the  convenience  of  these  officials 
was  so  important  that  it  was  impossible 
for  them  to  spend  two  or  three  hours  in 
such  places  as  they  might  be  able  to 
find  in  the  county  of  Mayo  or  Donegal, 
or  some  other  out-of-the-way  place. 
The  result  might  be  that,  when  it  be- 
came necessary  to  count  the  votes,  the 
ballot  boxes  might  have  to  be  brought 
from  long  distances,  and,  in  a  keenly- 
contested  election,  they  might  be  be- 
sieged and  some  of  them  destroyed, 
and  thus  the  whole  election  might  be 
rendered  void,  in  consequence  of  the 
failure  to  provide  some  central  place  in 
the  division  for  conducting  the  elections. 
It  would  not  be  so  much  in  the  power 
of  any  political  Party  to  tamper  with 
the  ballot  boxes  if  the  Sheriff  were  re- 
quired to  sit  in  a  polling-booth  in  the 
centre  of  the  division,  surroimded  by 
the  agents  of  every  Party,  determined 
to  see  fair  play  in  the  counting  of  the 
voting  papers.  If  the  provision  in  the 
Bill  were  allowed  to  remain,  the  Sheriff 
would  undoubtedly  hold  the  election  in 
the  place  most  convenient,  not  to  the 

Mr.  Healy 


county  or  to  the  candidate,  bat  to  Itini- 
self,  and  he  would  not  hesitate  to  pnt 
everybody  else  to  unnecessary  expenae 
in  bringing  up  scrutineers.  That  wai  a 
state  of  affairs  to  which  he,  for  one, 
could  not  assent ;  and  he  most  ear  that 
the  Government,  in  the  way  in  whkk 
they  had  acted  in  the  matter,  had  ex- 
hibited an  amount  of  mulishness  whidi 
he  had  hardly  anticipated  after  the  ex- 
travagant compliments  which  had  been 
showered  upon  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
for  his  courtesy.   As  the  old  poet  said — 

<'  If  she  be  not  fair  to  me, 
What  care  I  how  fair  ehe  be  ?  " 

He  had  noticed,  notwithstanding  tlia 
lavish  way  in  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  been  complimented  for  his 
courtesy,  that  whenever  an  opportunity 
was  afforded  for  doing  an  act  of  real 
courtesy  to  the  Irish  Party,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  declined  to  take  advan- 
tage of  it. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  6,  line  36,  to  leave  out  the  wocdi 
"  county  at  large,"  and  insert  the  word  ••  fin- 
sion." — {Mr.  Healy.) 

Question  proposed,  '<  That  the  words 
'county  at  large'  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

SiB  CHAHLES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
was  afraid  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy), 
having  accused  him  of  molishnees,  would 
now  accuse  him  of  pusiUanimity  and 
weakness,  for  he  was  about  to  sazrender 
at  discretion. 

Mk.  HEALY:  I  beg  to  withdraw 
**  mulishness." 

Sib  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
would  consider  what  he  oould  do  in  the 
matter,  and  he  would  move  a  Pkoviso  at 
the  end  of  the  clause  to  provide  that  it 
should  not  apply  to  Scotland  or  Ire- 
land. 

Mb.  healy  said,  that,  in  aaking 
leave  to  withdraw  the  Amendment,  ht 
must  be  permitted  to  say  diat  this  was 
another  instance  of  the  value  of  Pariia- 
mentary  pressure. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  wUkitmn^ 

Captain  AYLMER  moved  an  Amend- 
ment, in  the  same  clause,  after  the  word 
** borough,"  to  insert  the  words  "or 
division  as  the  case  may  be."  Hi* 
object  was  to  provide  that  theBeCnnuag 
Officer  should  have  power  to  detflnnxae 
the  most  convenient  place  of  ebedoo  ia 
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the  case  of  a  Parliamentary  borough  or 
'*  division  "  of  a  borough. 

Sib  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
had  an  Amendment  to  propose  which 
would  come  before  that  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member — namely,  in  line  41,  to 
move  the  insertion  of  the  words  **  Pro- 
vided, That  this  sub-section  shall  not 
apply  to  Scotland  or  Ireland." 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  6,  line  41,  to  insert  the  words  "  Pro- 
Tided,  That  this  suh-section  shall  not  apply  to 
fcJcotland  or  Ireland."— (5tr  Charles  7F.  Dilke.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  DEASY  asked  what  the  effect 
would  be  in  reference  to  Ireland  and 
Scotland  ? 

Mb.  EDWAED  CLAEKE  suggested 
that  it  would  be  better  for  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  to  surrender  the  sub-sec- 
tion altogether.  He  had  voted  in  the 
minority  in  the  division  which  took 
place  a  short  time  ago,  and  he  could  not 
himself  conceive  any  valid  reason  for 
taking  the  conduct  of  an  election  out  of 
the  division  in  which  the  Member  was 
to  be  elected.  He  certainly  knew  of  no 
division  in  which  it  would  not  be  pos- 
sible to  provide  a  suitable  building  for 
conducting  the  election.  It  was  not 
likely  that  any  large  number  of  persons 
would  assemble. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Henby  James)  said,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  (Mr.  Edward  Clarke)  was  re- 
turning to  a  subject  which  had  already 
been  cUsposed  of.  This  was  simply  a 
matter  of  convenience.  The  Govern- 
ment had  received  representations  from 
several  localities  asking  for  this  clause. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
North  Devon  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote) 
would  be  aware  that  Exeter  was  a 
central  place  for  the  whole  of  Devon- 
shire, and  was  convenient  for  counting 
the  votes  in  the  case  of  more  divisions 
than  one.  The  same  might  be  said  of 
Oxford,  and  several  other  counties ;  York, 
for  instance,  was  very  central,  and  most 
convenient  on  account  of  its  railway 
communication.  It  was  in  consequence 
of  the  representations  which  had  been 
made  that  the  clause  had  been  inserted. 

Mr.  AOKEES  said,  he  hoped  the 
Government  would  not  yield  upon  this 
point  in  regard  to  England  as  they  had 
consented  to  do  in  the  case  of  Ireland. 
Although  it  might  be  a  proper  mode  of 


dealing  with  that  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  there  were  a  considerable 
number  of  English  constituencies  in  re- 
gard to  which  it  would  be  a  grievance, 
if  they  were  not  able  to  conduct  the 
business  of  the  election  in  some  places 
outside  a  particular  county  division  to 
which  the  ballot  boxes  could  be  readily 
conveyed.  He  would  instance  Chelten- 
ham, which,  for  all  practical  purposes, 
was  the  meeting  place  for  the  great 
Cots  wold  Division,  although  it  was  situ- 
ated outside  the  division.  He  earnestly 
hoped  that  the  convenience  of  the  Eng- 
lish constituencies  would  be  consulted 
as  well  as  those  of  Ireland. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  whether,  as  the 
sub-section  was  not  to  apply  to  Ireland 
or  Scotland,  the  Eetuming  Officer  would 
be  obliged  to  perform  his  functions 
within  the  division  ? 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  :  Yes. 

Sir  STAFFOED  NOETHCOTE  re- 
marked,  that,  so  far  as  the  English  con- 
stituencies were  concerned,  Iketer  was 
a  case  in  point.  It  was  a  county  and  a 
city  in  itself,  and  therefore  was  not  in- 
cluded within  any  division  of  the  county 
of  Devon ;  but  it  was  imquestionably  the 
most  convenient  place  for  holding  pro- 
ceedings in  connection  with  the  county 
elections. 

Mr.  HEALY  inquired  whether,  in 
order  to  make  the  matter  perfectly  clear 
to  the  Sheriffs  in  Ireland,  there  would 
be  any  objection  to  add  at  the  end  of 
the  clause  words  to  provide  that  all 
election  proceedings  in  connection  with 
Ireland  and  Scotland  should  be  con- 
ducted within  the  division  affected  ? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  said,  it  would  not  be 
necessary  to  do  that,  as  it  was  the  law 
now,  and  must  be  the  case. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Captain  AYLMEE  then  moved,  in 
line  44,  after  *.*  borough,"  to  insert  "  or 
division  as  the  case  may  be."  His  object 
waste  insure  that  the  election  proceedings 
in  connection  with  the  division  of  a  Par- 
liamentary borough  should  take  place 
within  the  division.  He  thought  that 
was  even  a  more  important  object  in 
boroughs  than  in  counties.  In  counties 
it  might  be  convenient  sometimes  that 
the  election  should  take  place  outside 
the  division ;  but  in  boroughs  that  would 
be  very  objectionable,  especially  in  bye- 
elections,  where,  from  the  excited  state 

IFtrst  Niffht.^ 
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of  public  feelings  or  some  other  cause, 
it  would  be  most  undesirable  to  take 
persons  into  another  part  of  the  borough 
in  order  to  hear  the  poll  declared.  He 
thought  it  would  be  better  to  confine  the 
election  altogether  to  the  division  of  the 
borough  to  which  it  belonged. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  6,  line  44,  after  the  word  **  borough," 
to  insert  the  words  '*  or  division  as  the  case 
may  be." — {Captain  Aylmer.) 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 


Sib  OHAELES  W.  DILKE  opposed 
the  Amendment,  and  remarked  tnat,  as 
a  general  rule,  the  convenience  of  the 
candidates  would  be  consulted. 

Mb.  EDWARD  CLAEKE  said,  that 
if  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  went  to  a 
division,  he  would  vote  with  him.  He 
thought  it  would  be  a  most  mischievous 
thing  to  take  the  election  proceedings 
out  of  the  limits  of  the  district  to  which 
they  naturally  belonged.  He  saw  no 
difficulty  in  the  Beturning  Officer  find- 
ing within  the  limits  of  the  division 
some  place  in  which  to  conduct  the  elec- 
tion proceedings. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  17  (Detached  parts  of  pa- 
rishes). 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  moved 
an  Amendment  to  substitute  the  26th  of 
March,  1885,  for  the  25th,  as  the  date 
for  determining  the  constitution  of  new 
or  detached  parts  of  parishes. 

Amendment  agreed  to  ;  word  substituted 
accordingly. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  22  (Effect  of  Schedules). 

On  the  Motion  of  Sir  Chables  W. 
DiLEE,  the  following  Amendment  made : 
— JxL  page  8,  line  23,  leave  out  '*  and 
the  notes  thereto." 

Mb.  WARTON  moved  an  Amend- 
ment to  leave  out  the  clause,  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  unnecessary,  mere 
surplusage,  and  probably  a  simple 
freak  on  the  part  of  the  draftsman. 
Originally,  there  were  notes  appended 
to  one  or  two  of  the  Schedules;  but 
there  were  none  now. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Clause  22  be  struck  out  of  the 
BiU."-(J/r.  JTartcn.) 

*ain  Aylmer 


Question  proposed,  '<  That  Clause  22 
stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hbkby  James)  said,  the  daose  was  not 
very  material,  and  he  thought  the  hon. 
and  leconed  Gentleman  might  be  allowed 
to  have  his  way  in  the  matter. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Clause  struel  out  accordingly. 

Clause  23  (Definitions  in  Schedulee}. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  9,  line 
3,  to  leave  out  from  beginning  of  line 
to  ''such,"  in  line  13,  and  insert  the 
words, — 

"  Where  a  parish,  townland,  or  other  pUoa 
with  a  definite  boundary,  whether  largor  or 
smaller  than  a  parish  or  townland,  u  atwto  in 
a  county  or  borough  divided  into  Pariiamnptaiy 
divisions,  and  such  parish,  townland,  or  otiier 
place  lis  not,  in  the  Schedules  to  this  Act,  is- 
duded  in  any  of  the  Parliamentary  diTisoos  o< 
the  county  or  borough  in  which  it  is  sitoale, 
such  pariiii  or  townland  shall  be  cooAdervd  at 
included  in  that  one  of  those  PaxUaiiMBtazy 
divisions  which  it  adjoins,  or  if  it  adjoins  nors 
than  one  of  such  divisions,  then  in  that  oda  oI 
the  said  divisions  with  which  it  has  thepongoit 
common  boundary. 

Where  a  Parliamentary  division  (rf  a  eootj 
or  borough  is  described  in  any  Sdiednle  to 
this  Act  as  containing  the  whole  of  a  sonnifmsl 
division,  barony,  or  other  area,  with  the  exoep* 
tion  of  the  portion  comprised  in  another  Pi»» 
liamentary  division  of  the  same  ooonty  or 
borough,  and  by  reason  of  such  desci^taaa 
includes  a  parish,  townland,  or  ward,  or  pait 
of  a  ward,  separated  from  the  rest  of  the  rafe- 
mentioned  Parliamentary  division  br  ttM  and 
portion  comprised  in  the  other  ParnameBtaiy 
division,  such  narish,  townland,  ward,  or  part 
of  a  ward,  shall,  notwithstanding  the  said  de- 
scription, form  part  of  the  otherPariiaaentazr 
division,  as  if  it  had  been  included  in  the  mm 
exception. 

If  any  doubt  arises  as  to  the  rsilismialsif 
division  of  a  county  or  borou^  in  whkk  say 
parish,  townland,  ward,  or  other  place,  whithsr 
lavger  or  smaller  than  a  parish,  townland,  «r 
ward,  is  intended  by  the  Schedules  to  this  Act 
to  be  included,"— (5i>  Charke  W,  JSUg^ 

— instead  thereof. 

Question,  ''That  the  words  piopoted 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  aXL^ 
put,  and  negatived. 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  wordf 
be  there  inserted." 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro* 
posed  Amendment,  to  leave  cot  £ron  ti»» 
words  ''  Where  a  Pariiamentarr  di- 
vision,"  in  line  10,  to  the  word  "  axcif- 
tion,"  in  line  19."--(JKr.  Wmim.) 
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Question,  ''  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  proposed 
Amendment,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Ajid  the  Question,  ^'Thatthe  words, — 

'  Where  a  parish,  townland,  or  other  place 
with  a  definite  houndary,  ^whether  larger  or 
smaller  than  a  parish  or  townland,  is  situate  in 
a  county  or  horough  divided  into  Parliamentary 
divisions,  and  such  parish,  townland,  or  other 
place  is  not,  in  the  Schedules  to  this  Act,  in- 
cluded in  any  of  the  Parliamentary  divisions  of 
the  county  or  horough  in  which  it  ^is  situate, 
such  parish  or  townland  shall  he  considered  as 
included  in  that  one  of  those  Parliamentary 
divisions  which  it  adjoins,  or  if  it  adjoins  more 
than  one  of  such  divisions,  then  in  that  one  of 
the  said  divisions  with  which  it  has  the  long^t 
common  houndary. 

Where  a  Parliamentary  division  of  a  county 
or  borough  is  described  in  any  Schedule  to  this 
Act  as  containing  the  whole  of  a  sessional  di- 
vision, barony,  or  other  area,  with  the  exception 
of  the  portion  comprised  in  another  Parlia- 
mentary division  of  the  same  county  or  borough, 
and  by  reason  of  such  description  includes  a 
parish,  townland,  or  ward,  or  part  of  a  ward, 
separated  from  the  rest  of  the  first^mentioned 
Parliamentary  division  by  the  said  portion 
comprised  in  the  other  Parliamentary  division, 
such  parish,  townland,  ward,  or  part  of  a  ward, 
shall,  notwithstanding  the  said  description, 
form  part  of  the  other  Parliamentary  division, 
as  if  it  had  been  included  in  the  said  excep- 
tion. 

If  any  doubt  arises  as  to  the  Parliamentary 
division  of  a  county  or  borough  in  which  any 
parish,  townland,  ward,  or  other  place,  whether 
uu^ger  or  smaller  than  a  parish,  townland,  or 
ward,  is  intended  by  the  Schedules  to  this  Act 
to  be  included,'  be  there  inserted,*' 

— pat,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  27  (Adaptation  of  certain 
enactments  as  to  disqualification  of 
voters  for  corrupt  practices). 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Attorney 
Oetebal,  Clause  struck  out  of  the  Bill. 

Clause  28  (Disqualification  of  certain 
voters  for  corrupt  practices). 

Mb.  AKERS  .  DOUGLAS  said,  the 
Amendment  which  he  should  endeavour 
to  induce  the  Government  to  accept  in 
this  clause  was  to  leave  out  the  words 
**•  in  the  year  one  thousand  eight  hun- 
dred and  eighty."  His  object  in  moving 
the  omission  of  those  words  was  to  pre> 
vent  the  infliction  of  what  he  considered 
would  be  a  very  great  injustice  on  the 
Conservative  portion  of  the  electors  in 
the  city  of  Canterbury.  The  House 
would  be  aware  that  after  the  last 
General  Election  of  1880,  an  inquiry 
was  institnted  into  the  practices  which 


took  place  at  Canterbury  during  that 
Election,  the  result  being  that  certain 

Eersons  were  scheduled  as  bribers  and 
ribees,  both  in  respect  of  the  Election 
of  1880  and  in  respect  of  the  Election  of 
1 879.  Now,  he  wished  to  point  out  that 
if  the  Bill  remained  as  it  was,  without 
alteration,  the  persons  scheduled  for 
corrupt  practices  committed  during  the 
Election  of  1879  would  get  oflF  scot  free, 
while  those  scheduled  in  respect  of  the 
Election  of  1880  were  disqualified  for 
seven  years.  The  effect  of  that  would 
be  very  much  in  favour  of  the  Liberal 
Party,  by  which  the  corrupt  practices 
ascertained  at  the  inquiry  had  been 
committed.  The  House  would  perceive 
that  there  were  140  persons  scneduled 
in  respect  of  the  1879  Election — all 
Liberate  who,  unless  the  Government 
agreed  to  adopt  his  Amendment,  would 
be  entitled  to  vote  at  the  next  Election. 
Under  the  circumstances,  he  trusted  the 
Government  would  see  their  way  to 
accepting  his  proposal,  which  would  do 
an  act  of  justice  to  the  Conservative 
Party,  and,  at  the  same  time,  save  him 
from  the  necessity  of  moving  the  re- 
jection of  the  clause  itself  when  the 
proper  time  arrived.  Before  he  sat 
down,  he  might  point  out  to  the  Govern- 
ment that  no  other  constituency  would 
be  affected  by  the  alteration  which  he 
proposed  to  make  in  the  Bill. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  12,  line  14,  to  leave  out  the  words 
"  in  the  year  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
eighty."— (iff.  Akera'Douglaa,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
'  in  the  year  one  thousand  eight  hundred 
and  eighty,'  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hbnby  James)  said,  he  certainly  did  not 
feel  any  merciful  consideration  in  deal- 
ing with  persons  guilty  of  corrupt  prac- 
tices at  elections ;  but  in  this  case  there 
was  a  reason  for  not  accepting  the 
Amendment  proposed  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Kent  (Mr.  Akers-Douglas), 
the  effect  of  which  would  be  to  dis- 
qualify persons  who  had  never  yet  been 
disqualified.  He  thought  that,  in  deal- 
ing with  political  matters,  it  was  safer, 
if  it  could  be  done,  to  apply  precedents 
to  every  case  as  it  arose.  He  had 
searched  for  every  precedent  bearing  on 
the  matter,  and  there  was  not  one  single 
instance  of  any  punishment  having  been 

IFirst  Night."] 
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inflicted,  except  in  respect  of  the  ofEences 
committed  at  the  last  Election  before  the 
inquiry  was  held,  which,  in  the  present 
instance,  would  be  the  Election  of  1880, 
and  he  thought  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Kent  would  be  aware  that  such  was 
the  case.  Now,  at  the  inquiries  at 
Bristol,  Chester,  and  Gloucester,  the 
Commissioners  went  back  to  the  last 
Elections  but  one,  and  although  they 
found  that,  in  respect  of  those  Elections, 
some  persons  had  been  guilty  of  corrupt 
practices,  they  did  not  include  them  in 
the  Schedule,  because  the  practice,  as 
he  had  pointed  out,  had  always  been  to 
deal  with  the  corruption  at  the  last 
Election  only.  He  was  aware  that  the 
case  of  the  hon.  Member  was  more  acute 
than  those  to  which  he  had  referred, 
because  the  last  Election  but  one  at 
Canterbury  only  occurred  a  year  before 
the  last — that  was  to  say,  in  1879 ;  but 
the  principle  laid  down  was  equally  ap- 
plicable. If  they  went  back  beyond  the 
Election  inquired  into,  there  was  no 
reason  why  they  should  not  go  back  six 
years,  instead  of  one.  He  pointed  out 
that  the  persons  reported  as  guilty  of 
corrupt  practices  at  the  Election  of  1879 
were  really  punished  in  the  immediate 
Election  under  consideration ;  and  it 
might  be  assumed  that  they  were  re- 
pentant. K  this  Amendment  were 
adopted,  it  would  be  the  introduction 
of  a  new  principle  entirely,  and  think- 
ing it  safer  to  adhere  to  the  practice  that 
had  hitherto  obtained,  he  certainly  pre- 
ferred the  clause  as  it  stood  in  the  Bill ; 
and,  therefore,  as  far  as  he  was  con- 
cerned, he  could  not  assent  to  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr.  BAIKES  said,  he  was  sorry  to 
dififer  from  the  hon.  and  learnedGen  tleman 
the  Attorney  General  on  this  question. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  told 
them,  and  he  thought  it  was  his  only 
argument  against  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Kent  (Mr.  Akers- 
Douglas),  that  in  these  cases  they  could 
not  depart  from  precedent.  But  an 
ounce  of  common  sense  might  some- 
times be  worth  a  bushel  of  precedent ; 
and  he  put  it  to  the  House  whether 
there  would  not  be  at  least  an  apparent 
injustice  if,  with  respect  to  persons  in- 
cluded in  the  same  Beport,  they  were  to 
punish  those  guilty  of  corruption  in 
1880,  and  let  go  scot  free  those  who 
were  guilty  of  the  same  offence  in  1879  ? 
Therefore,  although  he  should  be  glad 

The  Attorney  General 


to  accept  precedent  as  a  general  gtiide, 
he  thought  the  House  might  follow  it 
too  far.     He  hoped  to  hear  that  thej 
were  not  to  be  guided  strictly  by  the 
legal  view  that  the  Amendment  was  only 
directed  to  the  case  of  those  persons 
who  were  guilty  of  corrupt  practices  in 
1879.    It  would  meet  as  well  the  oases 
dealt  with  by  any  of  the  CommissionBrs 
who  sat  in  1880.    If  the  Bill  remained 
unaltered,   this  case  would  be  left  in 
glaring  contrast  with  other  cases.     All 
the  persons  scheduled  in  1880  would  be 
punished  under  this  clause,  and  all  those 
who  committed  corrupt  practices  at  an 
earlier  date  would  escape  punishment 
altogether,  because  the  seven  years'  dis- 
qualifioation  did  not  touch  their  case. 

Thk  SOMCITOB  GENEBAL  (Sir 
Fabbeb  Herschell)  said,  he  conld  not 
agree  with  one  of  the  remarks  of  t2ie 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down  (Mr.  Baikes).  The  objection  of 
ins  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (the  Attar* 
ney  General)  to  the  admission  of  this 
Amendment  did  not  rest  entirely  upon 
precedent.  He  ventured  to  suggest  that 
there  was  a  very  sound  reason  f  ormakinf 
a  distinction  between  the  members  of 
this  constituency  guilty  of  corrupt  prae- 
tices  in  1880,  and  those  guilty  of  the 
offence  in  1879— namely,  that  between 
the  present  time  and  the  latter  year,  an 
Election  had  intervened,  and  the  elec- 
tors had  shown  that  they  were  camide 
of  passing  through  a  subsequent  Elec- 
tion without  being  guilty  of  corrupt  prac- 
tices. He  apprehended  that  it  was  not 
merely  punishment  that  they  desired  to 
inflict,  they  desired  to  see  constitaeneies 
purified ;  and,  therefore,  he  thought 
that  the  persons  scheduled  in  respect  of 
1879  having  passed  purely  through  an 
intervening  Election,  might  be  trusted 
to  act  purely  again. 

Sir  STAFFOBD  NOBTHCOTE  said, 
that  some  attention  ought  to  be  paid  to 
the  circumstances  which  incapacitated 
a  person  from  voting  during  seven  jeais. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  had  said  that  if  thcj 
had  regard  to  1880,  the  point  was  dear, 
because  that  was  the  dfate  of  the  Ust 
Election ;  but  if  they  went  behind  the 
last  Election,  they  might  go  back  to 
1874.  But  in  this  case  it  was  oalj  to 
1879. 

Thb  ATTOBNEY  GENEBAL  ,8ir 
Henry  Jaxss):  Seven  years  from  tk^ 
date  of  the  Be^rt  in  the  danse. 
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Sib  STAPFOED  NORTHOOTE: 
Exactly ;  the  Report  being  in  1880.  The 
other  Report— 

Thb  attorney  general  (Sir 
HsmiY  James)  :  The  two  Reports  were 
in  1880,  and  the  Amendment  refers  to 
persons  reported  in  1880,  but  guilty  in 
1879. 

SiK  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said  a 
little  while  ago  that  if  they  went  back 
to  1879,  they  might  just  as  well  go  back 
to  1874.  But  they  would  preclude 
themselves  from  doing  that  by  taking 
the  period  of  seven  years  as  the  time  for 
which  the  disqualification  was  to  exist. 
If  they  went  back  to  1874,  and  stipu- 
lated that  persons  who  were  then  con- 
victed or  scheduled  should  be  dis- 
qualified, they  would  only  be  disqualified 
for  seven  years;  and,  therefore,  that 
time  would  now  have  expired. 

Thb  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hekay  James)  :  But  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet will  see  that  the  words  used  are 
**  seven  years  from  the  date  of  the  Re- 
port." 

Mb.  WARTON  said,  they  must  take 
the  Amendment  as  a  whole,  and  if  they 
did  that,  no  one  knew  better  than  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  that 
it  had  no  reference  to  the  Reports  made  in 
1880  only.  If  they  looked  at  the  clause 
as  moralists,  what  did  they  find  ?  What 
was  the  preamble  of  the  clause  ?  That — 

**  Whereas  Commissioners  appointed  by  Her 
Majesty  in  pursnance  of  Addresses  from  both 
Hoosea  of  Parliament  in  the  year  one  thou- 
sand eight  hundred  and  eighty  reported  that 
at  parluimentary  elections  for  the  borough 
named  in  tiie  second  part  of  the  Eighth  Sche- 
dule to  this  Act  the  persons  named  in  the  sche- 
dules to  the  said  reports  had  been  guilty  of 
corrupt  practices,  be  it  therefore  enaeted." 

What  was  the  result  of  this  glorious 
preamble?  That  they  would  punish 
some  guilty  persons  and  not  others. 
The  clause  was  so  framed  as  to  prevent 
the  seven  years'  punishment  being  ap- 
plied to  Liberals  who  were  corrupt  in 
1879.  It  was  exceedingly  unfair  not  to 
treat  one  party  as  they  treated  the  other. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mb,  THOROLD  ROGERS  said,  in 
the  Amendment  he  was  about  to  move 
he  ventured  to  e^ain  ask  the  House  to 
prevent  a  person  who  had  been  found 

gdlty  of  bribing  from  sitting  in  the 
ouae  for  the  space  of  seven  years.    He 
was  led  to  take  that  course  partly  by 


the  fact  that  in  Committee  his  Amend- 
ment was  only  defeated  by  a  majority 
of  13,  and  that  he  had  good  reason  to 
believe  that  had  the  Committee  known 
what  the  particular  scope  of  his  Amend- 
ment was,  and  what  the  limited  character 
of  the  punishment  inflicted  was,  there 
would  have  been  a  majority,  instead  of 
a  minority,  in  favour  of  his  proposal.  He 
had  been  told  by  many  hon.  Members 
that  they  were  under  the  impression  he 
had  proposed  to  prevent  a  guilty  person 
from  ever  sitting  in  the  House ;  that 
they  did  not  know  he  was  following  on 
the  lines  of  an  Amendment  which  had 
been  accepted  by  the  House.  Further- 
more, it  was  notorious  that  the  Amend- 
ment he  proposed  was  supported  strongly 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  on  both  sides  of  the 
House,  and,  therefore,  he  had  reason 
to  believe  that  he  did  appeal  to  a  seuEO 
of  morality  and  justice.  It  appeared  to 
him  quite  illogical  that  the  Bill  should 
contain  clauses  which  declared  that  cer- 
tain individuals  should  not  have  the 
power  to  vote  in  certain  constituencies 
in  which  they  never  had  or  ever  would 
have  a  vote.  If  this  Bill  went  out  to 
the  public  at  large  containing  a  penalty 
on  the  lower  classes  of  society,  while  it 
allowed  the  opulent  classes  to  go  scot 
free,  a  most  unfavourable  impression 
would  be  created.  In  the  interest  of 
common  justice  and  public  morality,  it 
was  essential  that  the  Amendment  he 
suggested  should  be  adopted.  It  had 
been  said  that  the  Amendment  would  act 
as  a  precedent,  and  that  there  was  no 
precedent  for  the  action  he  proposed. 
He  had  been  told  also  that  this  would 
be  a  retrospective  Act.  Allow  him  to 
observe  that  retrospective  action  had 
been  adopted  by  the  Committee  with 
regard  to  voters.  If  the  malpractices  of 
voters  had  been  recognized  by  existing 
Statutes,  it  would  not  have  been  neces- 
sary for  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Attorney  General  to  introduce  disquali- 
fications; the  fact  that  certain  voters 
vere  not  disqualified  by  previous  Statutes 
was  the  reason  why  they  were  disquali- 
fied by  the  clauses  of  the  Bill.  As  re- 
garded the  general  principle,  he  thought 
it  was  high  time  the  House  should  show 
it  was  prepared  to  mete  out  equal  jus- 
tice to  persons  who  committed  an  offence, 
as  well  as  to  persons  who  became  the 
victims  of  the  offence.  He  had  no  wish, 
on  the  present  occasion,  to  dwell  upon 
the    malpractices    of    particular   indi- 

IFiret  NigU.'] 
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yiduals ;  neither  did  he  know — ^he  had 
not  been  at  the  pains  of  investigating, 
for  he  was  not  at  all  concerned  in  the 
question — whether  this  just  action  on 
the  part  of  the  House  would  inflict 
more  injury  on  the  individuals  who  no- 
minally belonged  to  the  Party  he  be- 
longed to,  or  to  the  other  Pwty.  He 
held  that  the  persons  against  whom  his 
Amendment  was  directed  had  been 
guilty  of  a  great  offence  against  the 
Constitution;  that  they  had  been  ex- 
posed and  declare  guilty  of  a  high 
crime  and  misdemeanour  against  Parlia- 
ment ;  and  that  the  time  had  come  when 
this  House  should  vindicate  public  mo- 
rality in  the  matter.  When  he  moved 
the  Amendment  in  Committee,  the  mal- 
practices of  one  or  two  persons  were 
fully  dwelt  upon  on  both  sides  of  the 
House.  He  aid  not,  he  repeated,  wish 
to  deal  with  those  particular  oases.  He 
only  wanted  to  appeal  to  what  he  thought 
was  the  sense  of  justice  in  the  House 
towards  persons  who  had  been  guilty 
of  Parliamentary  malpractices.  He  ap- 
pealed to  the  House  to  determine,  in 
the  exercise  of  righteous  judgment,  that 
such  offences  should  no  longer  go  im- 
punished ;  he  appealed  to  the  House  to 
punish  such  offences  in  the  only  way  in 
which  they  could  be  punished — namely, 
by  the  exclusion  of  the  guilty  persons 
from  a  seat  in  the  future  Parliament. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  12,  after  line  25,  after  the  word 
**  borough,"  to  insert  the  words, — "  (c.)  Of  being 
a  candidate,  or  of  being  elected  to,  and  sitting 
in,  the  House  of  Commons,  for  the  space  of 
seven  years  next  after  the  presentation  of  the 
said  reports  respectively,  and,  if  he  shall  be 
elected,  his  election  shall  be  void."  —  {Mr, 
Thorold  Mogera.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henby  Jakbs)  said,  he  felt  that  the 
arguments  and  motives  of  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Thorold  Rogers)  would 
appeal  very  strongly  to  a  great  many 
Members  of  the  House.  But  however 
much  they  might  wish  to  remedy  a  par- 
ticular evil  by  severe  measures,  the 
House  would  agree  with  him  (the  At- 
torney General)  that  it  was  undesirable 
to  inflict  a  punishment  at  the  expense  of 
a  principle  of  much  greater  importance 
than  that  of  seeing  even  a  guilty  person 
receive  his  just  reward.  His  hon.  Friend 
dwelt  in  Committee  very  strongly  upon  a 

Mr.  ThorMRoger% 


particular  oase.    The  hon.   Gentleman 
pointed  out  what  the  effect  would  be  if 
the  person  in  the  case  allnded  to  ob- 
tained a  seat  in  the  House.    He  (the 
Attorney  General)  said  nothing  aboat  the 
argument  the  hon.  Gentleman  need  in 
respect  of  a  particular  offender  who  had, 
he  (the  Attorney  General)  quite    ad- 
mitted, received  virtually  no  punishment 
at  all.    He  asked  the  House  not  to  be 
led  away  by  the  faults  of  one  or  nH>re 
particular  persons,  and  say — '^  We  will, 
in  order  to  punish  them,  do  that  whieh 
on  reflection  we  ought  not  to  support.'^ 
In  this  matter  they  were  not  dealing 
with  one  person,  but  with  8,970,  for  that 
was  the  number  of  persons  scheduled. 
If  this  danse  were  added  to  the  Bill,  it 
would  affect  all  those  persons,  and  it 
would  inflict  this  ex  po$t  facto  penalty 
upon  all  of  them.    Since  the  Comipt 
Practices  Act  was  passed,  Pariiament 
had  accepted,   without  any  exo^itian, 
one  punishment  as  the  proper  punish- 
ment to  impose  upon  persons  who  had 
been  reported.    In   1880,  when  these 
offences  were  committed,  no  other  punish- 
ment was  known.  In  1883,  when  the  Cor- 
rupt  Practices  Actwas  passed,  Parliament 
thought  it   neoessaiy   to  increase  the 
previous  punishment,   by  impoeiBg  oa 
the  person    who  had  been  guilty  the 
very  penalty  his  hon.  Friend  sought  to 
impose   now.    But    what  did  they  do 
then?     They   refused  to    impose  the 
penalty,  unless  before  the  puniahmeat 
was  inflicted  the  person  was  allowed  to 
be  heard  in  his  own  defence.    In  18S3 
they  went  further  and  provided  a  mneami 
safeguard — namely,  that  not  only  should 
the  man  be  summoned,  and  have  ths 
right  to  cross-examine  witnesses,  but  hs 
should  also  have  the  right  to  go,  hy 
way  of  appeal,  to  the  Court  of  Assise. 
It  was  now  proposed  to  inflict  punish- 
ment upon  a  man  who  might  never  be 
heard — that  was,  in  1885,  puniahmeat 
was    proposed   without  the  safeguards 
that  were  thought  necessary  in  1 883.    A 
still   further    miportant    principle   re- 
mained.    The  persons  who   committed 
these  offences  in  1880  knew  what  Pkr* 
liament  always  regarded  as  the  puniA- 
ment,  and  now,    five  years  amr  ths 
offences  had   be^i  eommitted,  it  was 
proposed  to  impose  by  Statute  this  sta- 
tutory penalty  upon  the  offendras.    IW 
principle  involved  in  the  Aaendiawt 
was  such  that  he  asked  the  Hooa*  to 
hesitate  before  thej  sscepted  ii  If 
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by  legislating  after  an  offence  had  been 
committed,  they  imposed  a  penalty  upon 
the  offender,  they  would,  in  his  opinion, 
form  a  precedent  of  the  most  dangerous 
character.  The  matter  was  entirely  in 
the  hands  of  the  House ;  but  he  hoped 
they  would  not  sanction  the  retrospec- 
tive  legislation  which  was  now  proposed. 
Mb.  EDWAED  CLARKE  said,  that 
before  the  House  divided,  he  would  like 
to  add  a  few  words  in  support  of  the 
Amendment.  He  supported  it  on  a  pre- 
vious occasion,  and  he  hoped  the  House 
wonld  accept  it.  He  was  extremely 
sorry  to  hear  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Attorney  General  ask  the  House  to 
accept  what  seemed  to  be  quite  an  artifi- 
cial statement  of  a  principle,  and  so  keep 
up  an  anomaly  which  was  disgraceful  to 
the  House.  By  this  section  of  the  Bill 
they  were  dealing  with  those  persons 
who  were  schedul^  as  guilty  of  bribery 
in  1880,  and  if  this  Amendment  were 
rejected,  the  effect  would  be  that  they 
said  by  this  Statute  that  certain  persons 
were  unfit  to  be  allowed  to  vote  for 
Members  of  Parliament,  yet  they  were 
fit  to  sit  as  Members  of  Parliament.  That 
really  was  making  a  farce  of  the  whole 
thing.  It  was  all  very  well  to  say  that  it 
had  been  the  habit  of  Parliament  in  past 
times  to  impose  a  particular  penalty. 
He  did  not  know  that  Parliament  con- 
templated before  what  it  unhappily  was 
forced  to  contemplate  now — namely,  the 
probability  of  persons  who  had  com- 
mitted these  offences  succeeding  in 
making  their  way  within  the  walls  of 
the  House  of  Commons.  If  Parliament 
had  contemplated  such  a  state  of  things 
before,  he  md  not  think  it  would  have 
hesitated  to  protect  itself  by  giving  the 
ponishment  the  area  and  effect  proposed 
by  this  Amendment.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  the  objections  to  it  were  somewhat 
technical  in  their  character.  Whatever 
the  Party  effect  of  the  Amendment  might 
be,  he  did  not  care  one  jot ;  but  he  did 
care  for  a  certain  principle  which  the 
House  desired  to  assert,  not  only  against 
poor  men,  who  had  some  of  them  suf- 
fered in  other  ways  and  in  other  penal- 
ties for  the  offences  they  had  committed, 
but  also  against  those  men  who  were 
far  worse  than  they,  being  the  instru- 
ments and  means  of  corruption. 

Question  put. 

The  House  dmdid  :^Ayes  40;  Noes 
S7:  Majority  47.-.(Div.  List,  No.  189.) 


Mb.  monk  said,  that  if  the  House 
had  adopted  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Southwark  (Mr.  Thorold 
Eogers),  he  certainly  should  not  have 
stood  up  to  move  the  rejection  of  the 
clause ;  but  the  House  was  generally  so 
very  fair  and  just  towards  all  persons 
whose  cases  were  brought  before  it,  that 
he  must  ask  for  its  attention  for  one  mo- 
ment, while  he  pointed  out — though  he 
could  not  do  it  more  forcibly  than  it 
had  been  done  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentlemen  the  Member  for  Plymouth 
(Mr.  Edward  Clarke) — the  injustice  done 
to  the  unfortunate  householder  who  was 
corrupted,  while  the  House  allowed 
those  who  had  corrupted  him  to  go  soot 
free.  There  was  a  penalty  of  disfran- 
chisement for  seven  years  against  all 
voters  who  had  been  scheduled.  He 
(Mr.  Monk)  had  challenged  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  in  Committee  —  a  challenge 
which  was  not  accepted — to  state  to  the 
House  whether  it  was  not  the  case  that 
on  several  Election  Commissions  the 
Commissioners  had  made  very  imperfect 
inquiries  concerning  the  corruption 
which  had  taken  place.  As  soon  as 
these  gentlemen  had  discovered  what 
the  amount  of  money  was  that  had 
been  expended,  they  had  thought  it  not 
worth  their  while  to  spend  their  time  in 
discovering  the  names  of  those  who  had 
taken  bribes,  and  the  consequence  was 
that,  in  some  cases,  they  admitted  that 
at  least  1,000  or  more  voters  had  taken 
payment  for  their  votes  who  had  not 
been  scheduled,  as  they  had  not  been 
called  before  them  for  examination.  In 
other  cases,  every  person  who  had  re- 
ceived a  bribe  had  been  scheduled.  The 
result  was  that,  in  the  first  class  of  cases 
to  which  he  referred,  the  thousands  of 
persons  who  had  been  bribed  would  go 
free  through  not  having  been  scheduled ; 
whereas,  in  the  other  class  of  cases, 
thousands  of  persons  would  be  disfran- 
chised for  seven  years  under  this  clause. 
He  would  put  it  to  the  House  whether 
it  did  not  show  something  like  a  vindic- 
tive act  on  the  part  of  Parliament  to  in- 
flict this  penalty  on  these  unfortunate 
voters,  wmle  it  allowed  those  who  had 
found  the  money  and  paid  the  voters 
to  g^  free?  The  question  had  been  raised 
by  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Cambridge  (Mr.  Baikes),  who  had 
moved  an  Amendment.  He  (Mr.  Monk), 
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for  his  own  part,  had  accepted  the 
Amendment  at  that  time,  because  the 
penalty  under  it  was  much  less  severe 
than  that  first  inserted  in  the  Bill.  It 
had  been  first  proposed  to  disfranchise 
those  voters  for  life ;  but,  when  he  saw 
the  leniency  which  had  just  been  shown 
by  Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
towards  those  who  had  been  guilty  of 
corruption  and  had  been  scheduled  by 
the  Commissioners,  and  who  were  not- 
withstanding eligible  for  a  seat  in  that 
House,  he  trusted  the  House  would  now 
extend  the  same  leniency  towards  those 
unfortunate  voters  whom  it  was  proposed 
to  punish  by  the  Bill.  He  begged  to 
move  the  omission  of  the  clause. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12, 
line  5,  to  leave  out  Clause  28. — {Mr, 
Honk,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  Clause  28 
stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

The  ATTOENET  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Henby  James)  said,  the  House  would 
recollect  that  they  had  discussed  this 
matter  very  fully  in  Committee,  he 
having,  at  the  time,  been  prepared  to 
leave  the  matter  entirely  in  the  hands 
of  the  Committee.  Having  passed  the 
most  lenient  sentence  that  had  ever  been 
passed  by  any  Legislature  on  corrupt 
electors — having  reduced  the  period  of 
disfranchisement  in  the  Bill  from  life  to 
seven  years  from  the  date  of  the  Heport 
of  the  Commissioners — ^the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  now  proposed  to  go  further, 
and  declare  that  there  should  be  no 
punishment  at  all.  The  effect  of  the 
Amendment  would  be  to  say  that  the 
scheduled  voters  should  receive  no 
punishment  at  all ;  and  of  these  persons, 
he  believed  there  were  no  fewer  than 
2,400  in  Gloucester.  The  hon.  Member 
asked  immunity  from  punishment  for 
these  persons,  who  were  almost  as  g^ty 
as  the  persons  who  had  given  the  bribes 
and  received  punishment.  Did  the  hon. 
Member  mean  to  say  that  while  they 
allowed  the  persons  who  were  bribed  to 
go  without  punishment,  they  should 
impose  this  penalty  on  the  persons  who 
bribed  ? 

Mb.  monk  said,  he  was  sure  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  did  not  wish  to 
misrepresent  him.  He  had  alluded  to 
the  vote  the  House  had  just  passed, 

fiving  immunity  to  those  scheduled  as 
ribers,  and  who  were  to  be  allowed  to 

Mr,  Monk 


come  forward  as  candidates  for  seats  in 
that  House. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  iSir 
Henby  James)  said,  that  the  House, 
under  circumstances  of  hope  for  the 
future,  had  declared  that  it  would  make 
the  disfranchisement  of  persons  bribed 
seven  years  instead  of  for  life ;  and  they^ 
were  now  asked  to  go  further  and  teU 
the  new  constituencies — constituen^es 
in  some  places  taking  the  old  borougk 
voters  into  the  counties — ^for  the  first 
time,  that  bribery  was  no  offence  at  all, 
and  was  not  to  be  punished.  Tbey 
might  make  the  punishment  in  the 
future  as  light  as  it  had  been  in  Uie 
past ;  but  would  they  not  be  incurring 
a  grave  danger  if  they  told  the  nev 
electors  that  this  Parliament,  which  bad 
passed  an  Act  for  the  prevention  of 
corrupt  practices,  was  of  opinion  thss 
no  punishment  for  the  offence  in  ques* 
tion  should  be  given  at  all  ?  He  thought 
that  the  seven  years'  disability — ^tbe 
penalty  fixed  by  the  clause — was  a 
lenient  one. 

Mb.  LYULPH  STANLEY  said,  he 
felt  great  disappointment  at  the  alter- 
native  moods  of  severity  and  indulg^^iee 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General.     He    regretted   the 
decision  the  House  had  come  to  in  the 
last  division,  and  he  was  of  opinion  that 
there  was  g^eat  inconvenience  in  their 
now  proceeding  to  attach  a  penalty  d 
seven  years'  disfranchisement  upon  the 
ordinary  person  bribed — ^which  was  the 
only  pentuty  which  could  be  attached  to 
him — whilst  they  refused  to  attach  any 
penalty  to  the  other  class — namely,  tlM 
bribers.     He  could  not  help  thiwlrray 
that  when  they  considered  that  the  per- 
sons guilty  of  paying  bribes  genenlly 
belonged  to  the  class  who  sought  ad- 
mission into  the  House,  the  pulme  out- 
side would  comment  rather  severely  iipoa 
the  different  measures  of  jostice  they 
metedout  to  those  who  sat  with  themadres 
and  the  wretched  people  who  accepted 
the  bribes  that  those  bribers  offered  to 
them.    To  say  to  a  man  who  went  iata 
a  town  with  money  in  his  pocket,  sad 
used  that  money  at  an  election  £or  the 
purpose  of  bribery — ^to  say  to  him — •'Be- 
cause you  have  been  guiHy  of  briberr, 
you  shall  not  have  a  vote,  but  yoa  shell 
be  eligible  for  election,"  was  really  bo 
punishment  at  all.    The  prop^  penalty 
to  mete  out  to  the  man  who  bribed  vat 
to  deprive  him  of  any  political  advea* 
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tage  which  he  might  get  in  connection 
with  it.  That  the  House  had  refused 
to  do;  and  he  (Mr.  Lyulph  Stanley) 
should  not  like  to  stand  before  any 
assembly  and  say  that  he  would  punish 
^ose  who  had  taken  bribes  by  dis- 
franchisement for  seven  years  without 
punishing  the  persons  who  bribed.  If 
they  were  to  let  bygones  be  bygones  in 
the  case  of  the  rich  bribers^  they  should 
do  the  same  in  the  case  of  the  poor  voters 
who  had  accepted  bribes. 

Sib  WrLLIAM  HAECOUET  said, 
he  thought  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Monk) 
was  taMng  a  very  singular  course  in 
desiring  to  inflict  a  greater  penalty  t^an 
that  contained  in  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Southwark  (Mr.  Tho- 
rold  Eogers).  The  House  did  not  accept 
that  Amendment,  althoug;h  there  was  a 
great  deal  to  be  said  for  the  severer 
penalty  on  the  briber  than  on  the  bribed. 
They  inflicted  in  this  clause  exactly  the 
same  punishment  upon  the  briber  as  the 
bribea.  The  hon.  Member  for  Oldham 
(Mr.  Lyulph  Stanley)  said  that  it  was 
no  punishment  at  all — that,  as  every- 
body knew,  the  men  who  gave  the 
bribes  were  often  strangers,  and  con- 
trived to  avoid  detection ;  whereas  those 
who  received  the  bribes  were  poor  voters 
who  were  more  readily  got  at.  What 
his  hon.  Friend  really  wanted  was  to 
inflict  a  greater  punishment  upon  the 
briber  than  the  bribed ;  and  as  he  had 
been  disappointed  in  obtaining  that,  he 
chose  to  turn  round  and  say  that  he 
would  not  punish  anybody  at  all.  Was 
that  a  very  wise  course?  He  could 
quite  understand  that  his  hon.  Friend 
was  disappointed  at  the  result  of  the  last 
division ;  but  because  the  House  refused 
to  go  to  a  greater  length  of  severity,  he 
turned  suddenly  round  and  said — ''  Be- 
cause we  cannot  do  that,  we  must  say  to  all 
the  constituencies — '  Neither  the  briber 
nor  the  bribed  shall  have  any  punishment 
at  all.' "  He  could  sympathize  with  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Glou- 
cester (Mr.  Monk)  with  the  compassion 
he  must  feel  for  a  number  of  these  un- 
fortunate people.  He  could  quite  under- 
stand that,  but  he  could  not  understand 
the  severer  virtue  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Oldham,  who  could  not  have 
the  same  inducement  for  entertaining  a 
similar  feeling.  This  was,  no  doubt,  a 
moderate  penalty,  but  it  was  a  penalty 
applied  to  the  briber  and  the  bribed 
alike ;  and  he  hoped  the  House  would 

VOL-  OOXOVn.    [third  sebiks.] 


not,  on  account  of  the  last  division,  give 
these  offenders  a  clean  bill  of  health  and 
allow  them  to  enjoy  absolute  immunity. 

Mr.  AKERS-DOUGLAS  said,  he 
should  support  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Gloucester  (Mr.  Monk). 
He  had  always  voted  in  favour  of  the 
remission  of  these  penalties,  and  his  ob- 
ject in  moving  his  Amendment  was  to 
carry  out  the  principle  that  what  was 
sauce  for  the  gooso  should  be  sauce  for 
the  gander.  The  House  had  not  ac- 
cepted his  Amendment,  and  had  he  been 
successful  he  would  still  have  supported 
the  omission  of  the  clause.  He  thought 
that  these  unfortunate  people  had  already 
been  sufficiently  punished,  and  he  should 
have  been  glad  to  see  tdl  the  electors 
placed  on  the  same  footing  and  able  to 
vote  at  the  next  Election.  He  had  been 
anxious,  in  his  Amendment,  to  amend 
the  clause  by  simply  putting  the  penalty 
upon  the  scheduled  persons  from  the 
time  of  the  commission  of  the  offence, 
and  not  from  the  date  of  the  Eeport  of 
the  Commission.  If  the  hon.  Member 
for  Gloucester  went  to  a  division  he 
should  certainly  support  him. 

Mb.  GILES  said,  he  had  also  supported 
the  Amendment  moved  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Gloucester  (Mr.  Monk),  in 
the  earlier  stage  of  the  Bill,  to  strike 
out  Clause  3.  He  had  done  so  on  the 
ground  that,  as  this  Bill  was  a  new  de- 
parture, there  should  be  no  retrospective 
punishment.  Surely  the  Act  of  1883 
provided  ample  punishment  enough  for 
anything  that  might  happen  in  the 
future,  and  it  ought  to  be  sufficient  to 
keep  everybody  straight — candidate  as 
well  as  voter.  He  therefore  hoped  that 
the  House  would  accept  the  Amendment, 
and  wipe  out  the  stigma  which  the  He- 
port  of  the  Commissioners  some  years 
ago  had  inflicted  upon  a  certain  class  of 
voters. 

Mb.  EDWAED  CLAEKE  said,  he 
would  like  to  say  that  it  was  not  in  con- 
sequence of  the  defeat  of  the  previous 
Amendment  that  he  should  vote  in  sup- 
port of  leaving  out  the  clause.  The 
choice  was  between  inflicting  no  punish- 
ment at  all,  or  of  inflicting  it  as  it  was 
laid  down  in  this  clause.  If  it  were  passed 
as  it  stood  it  would  certainly  be  a  dis- 
creditable clause;  because,  notwithstand- 
ing the  two  divisions  which  had  been 
taken  against  it,  it  established  inequali- 
ties in  the  application  of  punishment. 
It  purported  to  punish  persons  for  seven 
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years  who  had  been  found  guilty  of  cor- 
ruption. Those  who  had  committed 
the  same  offence  within  the  seven  years 
were  excluded,  while  those  who  were 
reported  by  the  Commission  of  1880 
were  included.  There  was  also  a  second 
inequality,  because  the  House  did  not 
venture  to  apply  the  same  penalty  to 
some  10  or  1 1  persons  who  had  personal 
influence  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
as  their  victims  got.  It  was  all  very 
well  to  say  that  all  were  equally  treated, 
but  that  was  only  a  phrase;  because 
those  who  had  been  equally  guilty  since 
the  Beport  of  the  Commission  of  1880 
received  no  punishment  whatever  under 
the  Bill.  If,  then,  they  could  not 
have  fair  and  equal  administration  of 
punishment,  they  ought  to  say  that, 
starting  from  the  Corrupt  Practices  Act 
of  1882,  there  should  be  a  clear  slate. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  said,  that  he 
had  voted  against  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Southwark  (Mr. 
Thorold  Hogers) ;  but  he  should  vote  in 
favour  of  the  Amendment  which  had 
been  moved  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Gloucester  (Mr.  Monk).  It  was  not  be- 
cause he  had  any  sympathy  with  bribery ; 
but  he  failed  to  see  that  anything  could 
be  said  in  favour  of  a  law  which  only 
reached  a  small  portion  of  those  who 
had  been  found  guilty  of  the  offence. 
He  would  certainhr  be  in  favour  of  a 
stringent  Bribeiy  Law  if  he  thought  it 
would  be  applied  impartially  to  the 
bribers  as  well  as  the  bribed.  Anybody 
who  had  paid  any  attention  to  the 
Bribery  Law  of  this  country  must  be 
aware  that  it  only  reached  a  few  scan- 
dalous examples,  and  that  more  by  luck 
and  accident  than  anything  else ;  while  it 
left  unpunished  a  large  number  of  men 
who  were  just  as  flagrantly  guilty,  but 
had  had  the  good  luck  not  to  have  deter- 
mined opponents  who  insisted  upon  put- 
ting the  Parliamentary  Elections  (Cor- 
rupt and  Illegal  Practices)  Act  in  force 
against  them.  There  was  really  a  good 
deal  of  cant  and  humbug  about  the  method 
of  dealing  with  this  question.  He  wished 
that,  for  a  few  minutes,  the  House  could 
be  transformed  into  a  Palace  of  Truth, 
in  order  that  hon.  Members,  including 
some  of  the  occupants  of  the  Treasury 
Bench,  might  relate  their  electoral  ex- 
periences. If  such  a  phenomenon  were 
ever  likely  to  occur,  he  should  wish  that 
two  of  the  first  Gentlemen  subjected  to 
the  influence  of  it  should  be  the  hon. 

16*.  Edu^wrd  CUnrh$ 


and  learned  Attorney  Oemenl  snd  tha 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretuy  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henby  James)  rose  to  Order.  If  the 
hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor)  meant  to  impute  tiiat  he 
(the  Attorney  General)  had  been  guH^ 
of  bribery,  he  hoped  the  hon.  G^entlemam 
would  have  the  candour  to  aaj  to 
directly.  All  he  would  say  was  that  he 
had  neither  directly  nor  indirectly  auc- 
tioned or  allowed  corrupt  practices  on  hit 
behalf. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  thai 
what  he  had  stated  was  that  he  dioaH 
be  glad  if  all  the  Members  of  that 
House  were  to  relate  their  electoral  ex- 

Seriences,  and  that  among  the  first  to 
o  so  might  be  the  Attorney  Genets! 
and  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Hi 
Department. 

Mb.  speaker  :  If  the  hon. 
intends,  either  directly  or  indirect^,  to 
impute  any  conduct  of  the  kind  to  tlM 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (tiie  Attor- 
ney General)  and  the  neht  hon.  Geotle^ 
man  (Sir  William  Haroourt),  be  is 
clearly  out  of  Order,  and  he  must  with- 
draw the  imputation. 

Sir  Wn.LTAM  HAEOOURT:  I  cer- 
tainly had  no  knowledge  of  any  prao- 
tices  of  the  kind. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  vonld 
at  once  withdraw  the  expression.  He 
was  only  connecting  his  statement  with 
a  general  remark  that  he  would  be  im 
favour  of  a  stringent  Bribery  Law  if  bs 
thought  it  would  be  impartially  admi- 
nistered, and  that  it  would  reach  tbi 
bribers  as  well  as  the  bribed.  One  of 
the  reasons  why  he  was  in  ixwoux  of 
allovring  bygones  to  be  bygones  was 
that  in  Ireland  there  were  a  larfrs 
number  of  persons  who  had  been  allowed 
to  reach  the  highest  positions  in  the 
country,  who,  it  waspenectly  notonoos* 
had  obtained  their  seats  in  the  Hovss 
of  Commons  by  gross  and  extesKva 
bribery.  He  presumed  that  the  Speaker 
would  rule  him  out  of  Ord^  if  be 
to  make  any  statement  with  regard 
any  existing  Members  of  the 
Judicial  Bench,  and  therefore  he 
not  do  so;  but  he  oonld  name  tkres 
eminent  Judges  in  Ireland*  one  of 
was  no  longer  on  the  Judicial 
who  had  gained  their  seats  by 
and  open  bribeiy.  Judge  Keoch.  hm 
instanoei  became  Member  for  Atiifc  — 
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bj  open,  extensive,  and  flagrant  bribery ; 
and  yet  he  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  had 
been  present  at  an  election  inquiry  in 
Dublin,  in  which  that  same  individual 
delivered  a  most  edifying  homily  against 
the  wickedness  of  electoral  corruption. 
He  had  been  so  much  struck  by  the 
unblushing  hypocrisy  manifested  on  that 
occasion  that  he  determined  to  make  a 
protest  against  it  if  ever  he  had  the 
opportunity.  For  these  reasons  he 
should  support  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Gloucester  (Mr.  Monk), 
and  he  should  continue  to  vote  in  the 
same  direction,  until  he  saw  a  stringent 
Bribery  Law  established  which  would 
punish  all  offenders  equally,  whether 
high  or  low. 

Mb.  BRYCE  said,  he  had  voted  for 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Southwark  (Mr.  Thorold  Rogers), 
and  he  regretted  the  decision  which  the 
House  had  arrived  at.  He  should  regret 
it  still  more  if  it  were  made  the  excuse 
for  the  perpetration  of  another  folly  and 
another  injustice.  He  could  not  support 
the  argument  used  by  some  hon.  Mem- 
bers, and  especially  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Oldham  (Mr.  Lyulph  Stanley) — 
namely,  that  because  they  had  not  done 
complete  justice,  they  should  do  a  piece 
of  injustice ;  and  because  the  House  had 
had  not  punished,  as  it  ought  to  have 
punished,  the  briber,  therefore  they 
ought  not  to  punish  the  bribed.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Southampton  talked 
of  "these  poor  people,"  meaning  those 
who  had  been  scheduled  for  corruption ; 
but  those  who  received  bribes  were  the 
most  degraded  class  of  the  electors,  and 
were  persons  entitled  to  no  sympathy  or 
indulgence  from  the  House,  and,  as  far 
as  in  them  lay,  had  done  everything 
they  could  to  degrade  and  demoralize 
our  electoral  system ;  and  if  the  House 
was  particularly  bound  to  select  any 
moment  for  showing  its  condemnation 
of  corrupt  practices,  it  was  a  moment 
like  this  when  they  were  largely  extend- 
ing the  franchise. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — ^Ayes  82  ;  Noes 
18 :  Majority  64.— (Div.  List,  No.  140.) 

Further  Consideration  of  Bill  adjourned 
till  To-Narrow, 

SUPPLY.— REPORT. 
Beaolations  [27th  April]  reported. 
First  Resolution  ^(Mi^0it^(^. 


Second  Resolution  agreed  to. 
Third  Resolution  read  a  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  said  Resolution  be  read  a 
second  time." 

Mr.  sexton  said,  that  amongst  the 
questions  raised  on  this  Vote  in  Com- 
mittee there  was  one  which  he  had 
stated  that  he  should  have  to  refer  to 
again  on  the  Report.  On  examining 
the  details  of  the  Vote,  he  had  been 
surprised  to  find  that,  while  a  residence 
for  the  senior  Clerk  of  the  House  was 
provided,  the  second  Clerk  was  without 
that  accommodation.  It  appeared  to 
him  that  the  second  Clerk  of  the  House 
required  such  accommodation  as  much 
as  the  senior  Clerk,  inasmuch  as  he  had 
quite  as  long  hours  and  as  much  work 
to  get  through;  indeed,  as  far  as  his 
experience  went,  he  had  rather  more. 
It  had  been  pointed  out  that  one  officer 
of  the  House  of  Lords  had  16  rooms 
at  his  disposal.  For  those  reasons,  he 
asked  the  hon.  Q-entleman  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  if  he  could  hold 
out  any  hope  that  the  gentleman  he 
alluded  to  would  be  furnished  with  a 
residence  ? 

Mr.  HIBBERT  said,  that  unfortu- 
nately  there  was  but  too  little  space  for 
the  Business  that  had  to  be  performed  in 
respect  of  the  House  of  Commons.  With 
respect  to  the  question  raised  to-night 
on  that  Vote  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton),  he  had  stated  in 
Committee  that  the  accommodation  that 
had  been  referred  to  in  the  case  of 
Clerks  of  the  House  would  be  a  matter 
to  be  considered  by  those  who  had  to 
deal  with  those  questions.  He  wished, 
in  reply  to  a  question  put  to  him  yester- 
day, on  the  subject  of  the  accommoda- 
tion required  by  Members  and  their  se- 
cretaries, the  latter  having  been  turned 
out  of  the  Tea  Room,  in  consequence 
of  the  new  arrangements  made  by  Mr. 
Speaker  at  the  commencement  of  the 
Session,  to  state  that  he  was  desired 
by  Mr.  Speaker  to  say  that  he  was 
desirous  of  providing,  if  possible,  ac- 
commodation of  the  kind  asked  for, 
and  that  he  was  in  commimication  with 
the  authorities  of  the  House  of  Lords 
with  the  object  of  obtaining  suitable 
rooms  to  be  used  for  the  purpose  indi- 
cated. Mr.  Speaker  would  also  consider 
whether  tables  and  other  appliances  for 
writing  should  not  be  placed  in  the 
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Central  Lobby  as  requested,  or  in  some 
other  convenient  position. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  he  could  assure 
the  hon.  Gentleman  that  Members  would 
be  generally  obliged  by  the  steps  that 
had  been  taken. 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  said,  he  had 
drawn  the  attention  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  to 
a  matter  that  he  hoped  would  not  be 
lost  sight  of — namely,  the  difficulty  of 
intercommunication  between  the  dif- 
ferent parts  of  the  House,  which  was 
a  source  of  considerable  inconvenience 
to  Members.  He  had  stated  before 
that  it  was  easier  to  learn  in  a  news- 
paper office  in  Fleet  Street  what  was 
gomg  on  in  the  House  of  Commons 
than  in  the  Smoking  Boom,  or  any  other 
department  of  the  House.  He  had 
learned  privately  and  with  great  satis- 
faction that  some  steps  had  been  taken 
in  regard  to  that  matter,  and  he  trusted 
that  tibe  inconvenience  referred  to  would 
be  as  soon  as  possible  removed.  There 
was  another  point  to  which  he  would 
ask  the  attention  of  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  by  whom  he  hoped  it 
would  be  brought  before  the  authorities 
of  the  House.  He  believed  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Labouohere)  had  mentioned  it  on 
one  occasion ;  and  he  would  now  ask  the 
hon.  Gentleman  whether,  in  the  accom- 
modation now  being  provided  for  writing 
Surposes  for  Members,  he  would  en- 
eavour  to  see  his  way  to  placing  type- 
writers at  their  disposal?  Now,  many 
hon.  Members  were  obliged  to  do  a 
great  deal  of  writing,  and  some  of  them 
were  in  the  habit  of  using  those  ma- 
chines, and  the  habit  made  it  rather 
laborious  to  write  in  the  usual  way.  He 
understood  that  when  this  subject  was 
brought  forward  on  a  previous  occasion, 
a  promise  had  been  given  by  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  that  it  should  be 
considered.  He  trusted  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  take  the  matter  seriously 
into  consideration,  because  there  were 
five  or  six  Members  of  the  House  of 
Commons  who  had  a  very  large  amount 
of  writing  to  get  through,  for  whom 
these  type-writers  would  effect  a  oon- 
siderable  saving  of  time. 

Mb.  HIBBEBT  :  The  matter  shall  be 
brought  before  the  proper  authorities. 

Question  put,  and  a4^reed  to. 

Besolution  agreed  to. 
Mr.  Mihhert 


Subsequent  Eesolutions  agrosi  U. 

Postponed  Besolution  to  be  taken  into 
Consideration  upon  Thursday, 


) 


BEOISTBATION  OF   Y0TEB8  (] 
[PAYMEm?  OF  ADDITIONAL  BETISIHO 

BISTEBS]. 

Besolation  [April  27]  reporUd, 

**  That  it  18  expedient  to  aathoriae  the  pay- 
ment,  out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by  Pulii- 
ment,  of  the  Salaries  of  any  Additionml  B*- 
yising  Banisters,  and  of  any  person  tempovazily 
acting  as  assistant  to  a  Clerk  of  the  Peftoe,  wko 
may  be  appointed  under  the  proTiaions  of  anj 
Act  of  the  present  Session  for  amending  tb» 
Law  relating  to  the  Registration  of  FaiiuBteB- 
tary  Voters  in  Ireland." 

Besolation  agr$ed  to. 

POST  OFFICE   SITES    [PXTBCHAaB     OP     UkXS 
AND  EXPBI78ES]. 

Besolation  [April  27]  rtporttd. 

**  That  it  is  expedioit  to  aathoriae  tlie  pay- 
ment, oat  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by  Pttli»> 
ment,  of  sums  required  for  the  purd&afls  at 
lands,  and  for  the  costs  and  expenses  whu^  nay 
be  incurred  by  the  Postmaster  Oenerml  in  oaxrr- 
ing  into  effect  the  provisions  of  any  Act  of  tb» 
present  Session  to  enable  Her  Ma|erty*s  Pnit- 
master  G^eral  to  acquire  lands  for  the  pmbfie 
service." 

Besolation  ugre$d  to, 

INDUSTRIES  (IRELAND). 

NOMmATION  OF   SELECT   COlOCETrBX. 

[aDJOVBKED  DEBATE.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question,  *'  That  the  Sekct 
Oommittee  on  Industries  (Irdaxid)  do 
consist  of  Twenty-four  Membeis."- 
Eardley  Wihnot.') 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resmnod. 


Mb.  SHEIL  said,  it  would  not  be 
oessary  for  him  to  detain  the  Hoqm  at 
any  length  in  stating  the  objed  of  1^ 
Amendment  standing  in  his  name  oa 
the  Paper,  because  the  hon.  Member  lor 
the  Oily  of  Oork  (Mr.  Pamell)  had  al- 
ready stated  the  reason  whieh  ooqU  b» 
adduced  against  the  proposed  umiUt^ 
tion  of  this  Gonmiittee.  Bntperhafi 
he  might  be  allowed  to  point  ool  thk 
the  re^  and  main  objection  to  the  CVis- 
mittee  was,  that  the  number  of  its  Ma»- 
bers  which  represented  the  Irish  Itej 
on  those  Benches  was  not  in  un>purti» 
to  the  remainder  of  the  Ooomutles.  Hs 
might  also  say  that  the  hon. 


1033 


Industries 


{APBTL28,  1885} 


(Ireland). 


1034 


(Sir  Eardley  Wilmot),  who  moved  the 
appointment  of  the  Committee,  was  en- 
titled to  the  thanks  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  those  Benches  for  the  great  care  and 
interest  taken  by  him  in  Irish  matters ; 
it  was  owing  to  the  hon.  Baronet  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
had  been  appointed,  with  a  number  of 
other  Members  representing  the  Irish 
Party,  to  sit  on  that  Committee.  He 
imderstood  that  the  Gt)yemment  would 
not  agree  to  the  number  of  Members 
representing  that  Party  exceeding  six, 
which,  in  his  opinion,  was  insufficient 
for  elfective  representation  of  their  views 
on  the  subject  of  inquiry.  He  rose, 
therefore,  to  say  that  if  the  Government 
were  not  prepared  to  agree  to  that  num- 
ber being  increased,  it  would  be  the 
duty  of  himself  and  those  with  whom 
he  was  associated  to  oppose  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Conmiittee  on  the  proposed 
basis.  He  begged  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment standing  in  his  name. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
words  **  Twenty-four,**  in  order  to  insert 
the  words  "  Twenty-five, "—(ifr.  Sheil,) 
— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
*  Twenty-four  *  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion." 

8iE  WILLIAM  HARCOUET  said, 
he  had  rather  understood  the  other  night 
that  the  feeling  on  the  part  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell)  was  that  the  Committee  was  not  to 
go  on,  and  that  his  objection  was  based 
on  the  constitution  of  the  Committee 
rather  than  the  number  of  its  Members. 
However  that  might  be,  he  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  was  unable  to  agree  to  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Meath  (Mr.  Sheil).  It  seemed  to  him 
that  the  Committee  was  very  fairly  con- 
stituted— in  other  words,  he  could  not 
accept  the  argument  that  one  particular 
section  of  Irish  Members  should  repre- 
sent an  undue  proportion  of  the  number 
of  Members  of  that  Committee.  It  was 
necessary,  in  the  construction  of  a  Com- 
mittee, to  consider  the  resources  of  Ire- 
land generally;  they  should  have  re- 
gard to  information  on  the  subject  from 
whatever  quarter  it  might  come,  and 
not  in  connection  with  any  particiUar 
section  of  the  House.  Therefore,  he 
thought  the  constitution  of  the  Com- 
mittee must  remain  as  proposed.  With- 
out desiring  to  show  the  least  disrespect 


to  any  particular  section  of  the  Bepre* 
sentatives  of  Ireland,  he  said  that,  in  a 
matter  of  this  kind,  the  Gt>vemment 
ought  to  have  a  general  regard  to  the 
Bepresetitatives  of  the  country. 

Sir  eardley  WILMOT  said,  not- 
withstanding, what  had  fallen  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  he 
would  make  an  appeal  to  the  generosity 
of  the  Government  to  allow  the  Com- 
mittee to  be  appointed  in  a  foml  that 
would  be  satisfactory  to  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  those  Benches ;  and,  with  that  object 
in  view,  he  asked  the  Government  to 
allow  another  Member  of  the  Nationalist 
Parly  to  serve  upon  it.  The  number  of 
the  Committee  proposed  by  the  Govern- 
ment was  24,  of  whom  the  propor- 
tion of  the  Nationalist  Party  was  six. 
He  urged  upon  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  there  was  no  political  question 
involved  in  the  matter,  and  they  wanted 
to  enter  upon  the  work  with  reference 
only  to  the  prosperity  of  Ireland ;  and 
certainly  he  thought  that  even  if  the 
Gt)vemment  consented  to  the  proposal 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath,  the  18 
Members  of  the  Committee  who  were 
not  of  the  Nationalist  Party  would  be 
well  able,  in  respect  of  numbers,  to  pre- 
vent any  Memoers  of  the  Nationalist 
Party  turning  the  Committee  into  a 
piece  of  political  machinery.  There  was 
the  strongest  interest  felt  in  this  matter, 
which  persons  of  all  political  opinions 
regarded  as  a  step  in  the  direction  of  in- 
creasing the  prosperity  and  welfare  of 
Ireland,  and  it  was  most  desirable  that 
the  labours  of  the  Committee  should 
proceed ;  because,  although  they  might 
not  get  through  their  work  this  year,  as 
he  had  pointed  out  on  the  last  occasion 
when  this  matter  was  before  the  House, 
they  had  three  months  before  them  in 
which  a  great  deal  might  be  done. 
There  was  a  large  body  of  evidence  to 
be  taken,  and  to  avoid  delay  he  strongly 
urged  upon  the  Government  to  accede  to 
the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Meath  (Mr.  Sheil).  He  repeated  that 
the  greatest  concern  was  felt  in  this 
matter.  He  had  received  letters  from  all 
parts  of  the  country,  beseeching  him 
not  to  give  way,  to  show  his  courage 
and  perseverance,  not  to  allow  the  opposi- 
tion to  dishearten  him,  to  go  on  with 
what  he  had  undertaken,  to  appeal  to 
the  Government,  and  to  throw  upon 
them  the  whole  responsibility,  if  they 
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declined,  for  the  sake  of  adding  another 
Member  to  the  Committee,  to  allow  it  to 
go  to  work.  If  they  did  that,  he  said  it 
would  go  forth  to  the  country  and  Ire- 
land that  they  had  not  any  sincere  de- 
sire to  assist,  promote,  or  encourage 
those  who  had  for  their  object  the  ma- 
terial prosperity  of  the  Irish  people. 

Dr.  LYONS  said,  he  would  ^o  ap- 
peal to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment to  assent  to  the  Amendment.  He 
asked  him  not,  for  the  sake  of  a  single 
additional  Member  who  could  not  really 
alter  the  constitution  of  the  Committee, 
to  jeopardize  the  attainment  of  the 
object  in  view.  They  wanted  a  Com- 
mittee capable  of  getting  through  a 
great  deal  of  work ;  and  he  would  point 
out  that  the  Gentleman  whom  it  was 
desired  to  add  to  the  Committee  was  one 
of  the  most  hard-working  men  in  the 
House;  he  knew  that  he  was  a  man 
willing  effectively  to  do  any  amount  of 
work  in  connection  with  this  inquiry. 
The  matter  was  almost  settled,  and  he 
would  urge  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
not  to  risk  the  loss  of  their  object  by 
resisting  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Meath,  which  would  cause  in 
Ireland  a  very  great  amount  of  disap- 
pointment. He  had  received  letters 
which  showed  that  the  most  intense 
regret  would  be  felt  if  the  Committee 
fell  through.  If  this  one  name  were 
added,  the  Committee  would  probably 
be  in  a  position  to  go  to  work  in  a  very 
short  time. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  had  not  met 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Meath  (Mr.  Shell)  in  at  all  a  satisfac- 
tory way.  He  was  obliged  to  say  that 
the  Government  had  placed  every  ob- 
stacle possible  in  the  way  of  this  Com- 
mittee, with  the  result  that  the  settle- 
ment of  it  had  been  postponed  from  time 
to  time,  and  week  after  week.  [Sir 
William  Hahcourt:  Why  did  you 
move  the  adjournment?]  It  was  not 
he  who  moved  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate.  The  Committee  was  appointed 
on  the  10th  of  March,  and  the  adjourn- 
ment was  moved  for  the  first  time  by  an 
Irish  Member  on  Friday  last,  the  24th 
of  April,  so  that  the  Government  had 
very  nearly  six  weeks'  delay  to  account 
for.  That  time  had  been  wasted  by  the 
Government ;  and  the  effect  of  it  would 
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be  that  the  Committee,  if  it  went  on  at 
all,  would  be  driven  off  to  a  time  when 
it  would  have  very  little  chance  of  gmng 
to  work.  He  wished  to  say  that  the 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Eardley  Wilmot)  who 
introduced  this  matter  had  recommended 
himself  to  the  affection  and  confidence 
of  the  Irish  people  by  his  exertions  qq 
their  behalf ;  and  he  was  sore  that  those 
exertions  would  always  be  remembered 
by  them  with  feelings  of  gratitude.  But 
the  hon.  Baronet  had  that  night  re- 
newed his  exertions  on  their  behalf^  and 
had,  moreover,  truly  expressed  the  feel- 
ing of  the  people  of  Ireland,  when  ha 
declared,  with  reference  to  the  attitude 
taken  up  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  that  the  whole  re- 
sponsibility in  this  matter  reeted  upon 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  Hierewtts 
not  a  single  claim  that  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers had  made  that  had  not  bees 
strongly  resisted  by  the  Goremniflot 
The  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sex- 
ton), first  of  all,  asked  the  noble  lioid 
the  Member  for  Flintshire  (Lord  Bicdiard 
Grosvenor)  when  this  Committee  was 
going  to  be  appointed.  He  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor)  did  not  attsu^h  any  bad  motzve 
to  the  noble  Lord;  but  whether  the 
noble  Lord's  actions  were  deliberate  and 
intentional  or  not,  the  fact  remained  that 
the  Committee  was  postponed  day  after 
day,  in  spite  of  the  questions  upon  ibe 
subject  which  were  almost  daily  ad- 
dressed from  the  Irish  Benches.  Thea 
they  came  to  the  composition  of  the 
Committee.  This  was  a  Oommitkee 
which  was  for  the  sole  examinatioa  of 
the  industrial  resources  of  Irelaad. 
Surely  it  was  a  Committee  whidi  dioiiU 
consist  exclusively  of  Irish  Memben; 
or,  at  all  events,  it  was  a  Committee  oa 
which,  unquestionably,  the  lar|ce 
dominating  influence  should  be 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secreteiy 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  ^S^ 
William  Harcourt)  objected  to  the  Meoi* 
bers  of  the  Irish  Party  claiming  an  sa- 
due  share  of  representation  upon  the 
Committee.  The  right  hem.  GenttaoMa 
had  denied  their  right  to  speak  at  tkt 
Hepresentatives  of  the  majority  <rf  tk» 
Irish  people.  He  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Ooanflr) 
did  not  think  the  right  hon.  Oentietaaa 
would  do  that  after  the  month  of  aest 
November.  He  thought  that  a  Geaenl 
Election  would  be  quite  soifieMt  to 
prove  even  to  the  right  hon.  OeatkoMa 
that  the  Members  oi  the  FirCj  M  by 
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the  hon.  Oentleman  the  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  did  represent 
the  overwhelming  majority  of  the  Irish 
people.  He  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  thought 
that  the  Committee  should  largely  con- 
sist of  Members  drawn  from  the  Irish 
Party.  It  was  quite  evident  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  much  rather 
prefer  that  Ireland  should  be  deprived 
of  the  benefit  of  this  Committee,  than 
that  the  Eepresentatives  of  the  Irish 
people  should  have  their  due  share  of 
the  Members  of  the  Committee.  The 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Eardley  Wilmot)  must 
not  be  daunted  by  the  attitude  taken  up 
by  the  Government.  The  Irish  Mem- 
bers heartily  echoed  the  frank  and  in- 
contestible  statement  of  the  hon.  Baro- 
net, that  all  responsibility  for  the  failure 
of  this  Committee  would  lie  in  the  hands 
of  the  Government. 

Lord  RICHAED  GROSVENOR 
said,  he  wished  to  say  a  few  words  on 
the  subject  of  the  delay  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Galway  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Con- 
nor) had  said  occurred  in  the  constitu- 
tion of  this  Committee.   The  nomination 
of  a  Committee  of  this  importance  neces- 
sarily  occupied    a    considerable    time. 
Hon.  Members  had  to  be  seen  person- 
ally, and  asked  if  they  would  serve. 
That  there  was  some  delay  he  freely 
admitted ;  but  he  maintained  that  there 
was  no  more  delay  than  occurred  in  the 
nomination  of  every  Committee  of  this 
kind.    He  was    anxious  to    secure    a 
thoroughly  representative   Committee, 
and  he    used  his  best  endeavours  to 
secure  that  end.    It  must  be  borne  in 
mind  that  the  nomination  of  the  Com- 
mittee was  on  the  Paper  for  the  30th 
March,  and  that  since  that  time  the 
delay  had  not  been  occasioned  by  Mem- 
bers of  the  Qt>vemment,  but  by  Mem- 
bers of  the  Irish  Party  themselves.    He 
hoped  hon.  Members  would  be  good 
enough  to  remember  that  only  last  night 
the  main  argument  of  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Parnell)  against  this   Committee   was 
that  there  was  not  sufficient  time  this 
year  to  deal  with  the  subject.    The  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  rely  on  the  question 
of  the  constitution  of  the  Committee. 
As  regarded  the  addition  of  this  name, 
hon.  Members  would    also    remember 
that,  to  meet  their  views,  the  Govern- 
ment did  agree  to  add  another  Member 
of  their  Party,  and  also,  in  accordance 
with  the  wishes  of  the  Members  of  the 


Irish  Party,  the  Committee  was  strength- 
ened by  the  addition  of  two  right  hon. 
Gentlemen — one  from  each  of  the  Front 
Benches.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  Com- 
mittee was  constituted  as  far  as  possible 
to  meet  the  views  of  hon.  Members ;  and 
he  thought  that  anybody,  looking  at  the 
Committee,  would  confess  that  its  con- 
stitution was  extremely  fair,  and  that 
the  Party  to  which  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site belonged  was  very  fully  represented. 
The  Government  had  raised  no  objec- 
tion to  the  appointment  of  the  Commit- 
tee ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  had  done 
their  best  to  secure  its  appointment. 
He  did  not  think  that  any  blame  what- 
ever attached  to  the  Government  in  the 
matter. 

Oaptain  AYLMER  said,  he  was  sure 
that  no  one  who  had  had  to  deal  with 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Richard 
Ghrosvenor)  would  blame  him  in  any 
way.  The  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Eardley 
Wilmot)  and  himself  (Captain  Aylmer) 
had  found  the  noble  Lord  most  courteous 
in  his  dealings  in  this  matter.  But  the 
noble  Lord  could  not  say  that  the  Go- 
vernment were  not  to  blame.  The  Go- 
vernment had  done  their  best  all  through 
to  kill  this  Committee.  Four  years  ago 
the  Prime  Minister  refused  to  grant  a 
Committee  of  this  kind,  although  he 
(Captain  Aylmer)  got  up  a  Petition, 
signed  by  three-fourths  of  the  Irish 
Members,  in  favour  of  an  inquiry  such 
as  it  was  now  proposed  to  hold  by  this 
Committee.  The  Government  had  only 
assented  to  the  appointment  of  the  Com- 
mittee now  because  it  gave  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell) an  opportunity  of  saying  there 
was  no  time  in  which  to  make  the  in- 
vestigation. He  (Captain  Aylmer)  knew 
it  never  would  be  passed  this  Session, 
and  that  it  never  was  the  intention  of 
the  Government  that  it  should  pass.  If 
the  Government  had  intended  that  a 
Committee  of  this  kind  should  be  ap- 
pointed, they  would  have  appointed  one 
when  they  were  asked  in  writing,  four 
years  ago,  by  three-fourths  of  the  Irish 
Members. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  said,  he 
wished  to  supplement  the  information 
given  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Flintshire  (Lord  Richard  Grosvenor). 
When  this  Committee  was  being  nomi- 
nated, the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Eardley 
Wilmot)  consulted  the  Party  to  which 
he  (Mr.  Justin  McCarthy)  belonged,  and 
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the  hon.  Baronet's  own  suggestion  was 
that  seven  Members  of  the  Irish  Party 
should  be  appointed  upon  the  Commit- 
tee. To  that  proposal  the  Party  as- 
sented ;  and  to  save  the  Government  the 
trouble  of  making  the  selection,  a  list 
of  seven  Members  of  the  Party  was  sent 
to  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Bichard  Gros- 
venor). 

Lord  RICHAED  GROSVENOR  : 
The  hon.  Gentleman  is  not  quite  accu- 
rate. A  list  of  siz  Members  was  sup- 
plied to  me. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  said,  that 
certainly  seven  was  the  number  sug- 
gested by  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Eardley 
Wilmot) ;  and  he  (Mr.  Justin  M'Qarthy) 
had  supposed  that  a  list  of  seven  names 
was  sent  to  the  noble  Lord.  When 
the  nomination  of  the  Committee,  how- 
ever, appeared  on  the  Paper,  they  found 
a  totally  different  Committee  from  that 
which  they  were  prepared  to  find.  There 
were  only  four  of  their  Party,  and  these 
were  swamped  by  a  large  number  of 
Members  from  all  parts  of  House.  He 
did  not  object  to  the  appointment  of 
English  Members  on  the  Committee. 
There  were  many  English  Members 
whose  assistance  the  Irish  Party  would 
be  glad  to  have,  because  they  knew  that 
those  Gentlemen  would  come  on  the 
Committee  with  a  serious  intention  of 
promoting  its  object.  But  everyone 
would  see  that  the  Irish  Members  were 
now  merely  swamped  by  hon.  Members 
who  cared  nothing  whatever  about  Irish 
industries.  Let  him  remind  the  noble 
Lord  of  a  precedent  of  only  two  or  three 
years'  standing.  It  would  be  in  the  re- 
collection of  the  noble  Lord  that  two 
or  three  years  ago  a  Committee  was  ap- 
pointed, under  the  Chairmanship  of  the 
junior  Member  for  Leeds  (Mr.  Herbert 
Gladstone),  to  deal  with  a  question 
mainly  connected  with  Irish  interests. 
On  that  occasion  the  hon.  Gentleman 
nominated  a  Committee  consisting  al- 
most exclusively  of  Irish  Members  ;  and 
the  hon.  Gentleman  expressed  a  hope 
that  that  would  be  the  beginning  of 
such  a  practice  in  the  House.  The  prac- 
tice, however,  had  not  been  followed 
since ;  and  there  was  a  striking  devia- 
tion from  this  principle  in  the  case  of 
this  very  Committee,  which  was  concerned 
exclusively  with  the  interests  of  the  Irish 
people. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  said,  it 
was  a  most  extraordinary  thing  that 
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the  Government  would  not  accept  the 
extra  name  which  the  Irish  Members 
desired  to  have  placed  on  this  Com- 
mittee. He  thought  it  would  be  gene- 
rally admitted  that  the  Committee  was 
one  which  concerned  Ireland  alcme, 
and  that,  therefore,  the  wishes  of  the 
Irish  Members  on  the  matter  should  be 
respected.  If  the  right  hon.  G^entleman 
(Sir  William  Haroourt),  who  now  re- 
presented the  Government,  was  as 
anxious  as  the  Irish  Members  that  this 
Committee  should  be  appointed,  and  do 
some  good  work,  he  would  not  object  to 
the  name  which  they  proposed  to  hate 
placed  on  the  Committee.  Certainly, 
the  number  of  Members  from  IrelaBd 
whose  names  were  already  upon  tks 
Committee  did  not  appear  to  him  to  be 
at  all  sufficient  for  the  requirements  of 
the  case ;  and,  after  mature  deliberatioB. 
he  and  his  hon.  Friends  had  arriTed  at 
the  conclusion  that  the  appointm^it  of 
six  Members  of  their  Party  would  be 
much  more  calculated  to  insure  t2M 
success  of  the  objects  for  which  ths 
Committee  was  formed  than  fire  Meoi- 
bers  would  be.  If  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  killed  this  Committee,  becaase 
he  would  not  allow  this  extra  name  to 
be  put  upon  it,  his  action  would  be 
viewed  in  Ireland  with  a  great  deal  ai 
disapprobation ;  and  certainly  the  Terdki 
of  the  Irish  people  would  be  that  die 
Government  were  not  in  earnest  in  their 
desire  to  promote  this  Conmiittee^  or 
else  they  would  not  have  endangered  its 
existence  by  refusing  to  allow  this  one 
other  name  to  be  put  upon  it.  He 
could  not  understand  why  the  Goven* 
ment  should  refuse  to  assent  to  this 
extra  name;  surely  it  could  not  be  a 
matter  which  concerned  them  very  much. 
On  the  other  hand,  it  was  a  matter  which 
concerned  Ireland  and  the  people  he 
and  his  hon.  Friends  represented  ▼<nT 
much  indeed.  Therefore,  they  appeakd 
to  the  Government  to  give  them 
Members  upon  the  Committee 
of  five  Members. 

Me.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  said,  he 
wished  to  support  the  appeal  whidi  had 
been  made  by  hon.  Members  opposita— 
namely,  that  the  Government  ahoald 
assent  to  this  very  modest  and 
proposition.  He  did  not  think  the 
tary  of  State  for  the  Home  De;^ 
could  really  have  looked  into  the 
himself,  or  else  he  would  have 
reasonableness  of  the  position 
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by  hon.  Members  opposite.  It  was  pro- 
posed that  this  Oommittee  should  con- 
sist of  twenty-five  Members,  and  all 
that  the  Irish  Members  asked  was  that 
thej  should  have  six  Members  upon  it. 
The  bon.  Members  opposite  might  not 
be  numerically  strong  in  the  House; 
but,  undoubtedly,  they  had  a  very  large 
body  of  the  people  behind  them  in  Ire- 
land ;  and  he  thought  that  anybody  who 
considered  the  facts  would  admit  that 
tbe  request  of  those  hon.  Gentlemen 
was  a  very  moderate  one.  He  thought 
that  this  was  just  one  of  the  instances 
in  which  the  Government  did  themselves 
▼ery  much  harm.  It  was  quite  clear 
tbat  however  much  the  Government 
might  be  anxious  to  obtain  this  Com- 
mittee, it  would  be  said  that  by  the  ori- 
g^al  delay  which  took  place,  and  by 
their  refusal  to  grant  the  addition  of 
this  one  Member,  they  did  not  desire 
tbe  Committee  should  be  appointed  at 
all ;  and  he  could  not  help  expressing 
tbe  opinion  that  this  would  be  said  with 
0ome  justice.  Unless  a  Committee  of 
this  sort  was  entirely  representative  of 
all  sections  of  the  people,  he  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  that  its  appoint- 
ment would  serve  no  good  purpose.  He 
thought  there  was  time,  even  this  Ses- 
sion, for  a  certain  amount  of  good  work 
to  be  done;  or,  at  all  events,  for  the 
foundation  to  be  laid  for  a  future  Com- 
mittee in  some  future  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment; and,  therefore,  he  appealed  to 
the  Government  to  make  this  simple 
concession,  which  would  smooth  the  way 
for  the  appointment  of  the  Committee, 
and  which  would  show  that  they  really 
desired  that  the  Committee  should  be 
held,  but  which,  if  they  refused,  would  do 
them  a  great  deal  of  harm  in  Ireland. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  it  seemed  that 
the  Government  had  made  up  their 
minds  that  they  would  not  say  any  more 
on  this  subject. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOUET  :  We 
cannot  say  any  more. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  that  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  Government  was  that  the 
Committee  should  consist  of  twenty-four 
Members,  and  out  of  that  number 
twelve  should  be  English  Members.  If 
a  similar  Committee  were  appointed  on 
a  corresponding  English  subject,  how 
many  of  its  Members  would  be  Irish- 
men ?  They  had  an  example  lately, 
when  the  Committee,  on  the  Begistration 


(Occupation  Voters)  Bill  was  appointed. 
There  was  not  a  solitary  Irish  Mem- 
ber on  that  Committee.  Where  the 
subject  was  English,  Irish  Members 
usually  did  not  press  for  representation, 
imless  the  matter  to  be  taken  in  hand 
had  some  bearing  or  other  on  the  in- 
terests of  their  country.  Even  then 
they  were  satisfied  with  a  nominal  repre- 
sentation. There  were  twelve  Ixish 
Members  nominally  on  this  Committee ; 
but  the  Government  proposed  that  only 
five  should  belong  to  the  Party  led  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell.)  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  (Sir  William  Harcourt) 
called  that  a  section  of  the  Irish  Party. 
They  considered  themselves  to  be  the 
only  Irish  Party  in  the  House.  The 
other  Members  for  Ireland  were  the 
obedient  followers  of  the  two  English 
Parties  in  the  House.  They  had  no 
separate  existence;  they  had  no  soul, 
no  conscience,  nor  line  of  action  of  their 
own.  That  being  the  case,  he  declined 
to  recognize  them  as  representative ;  and 
if  the  House  waited  until  next  January, 
when  hon.  Members  came  back  to  Par- 
liament, those  who  said  that  the  Irish 
Party  were  a  "  section  "  would  see  whe- 
ther they  were  so  or  not.  He  could  tell 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  re- 
turn of  the  Irish  Party  to  that  House, 
not  as  a  section,  or  as  a  fraction,  but  as 
the  acknowledged  and  overwhelming  ma- 
jority of  the  people  of  Ireland,  was  a 
much  more  certain  thing  than  the  re- 
turn of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  Go- 
vernment, or  the  return  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself.  What  were 
the  Government  afraid  of?  What 
horrible  possibilities  did  they  see  in 
the  addition  of  this  one  Member? 
The  Committee  would  consist  of  twenty- 
five  Members,  only  six  of  whom  would 
belong  to  the  Irish  Party.  Did  not  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman  know  perfectly 
well  that,  in  connection  with  any  pro- 
posal brought  before  the  Oommittee,  he 
could  rely  upon  the  solid  vote  of  nine- 
teen ?  What,  then,  was  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  afraid  of  ?  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  was  naturally 
unwilling  to  enter  upon  laborious  and 
long  proceedings  in  this  Committee  with 
only  four  of  his  Colleagues,  and  was  of 
opinion  that  five  was  the  least  number 
he  could  accept.  The  hon.  Member  be- 
lieved that  without  six  Members  of  his 
Party  they  could  not  hope  to  elicit  the 
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proper  kind  of  evidence.    He  (Mr.  Sex- 
ton) could  come  to  no  other  conclusion, 
from  the  obstinate  resistance  of  the  Go- 
vernment on  this  question  of  one  Mem- 
ber, infinitesimal  to  them,  but  of  the 
greatest    importance    to  Ireland,  than 
that,  whatever   the  professions  of  the 
Government  might  be,  they  were   de- 
sirous in  their  hearts  that  the  Committee 
should  not  be  appointed.  Let  the  House 
consider  the  delay  which  had  occurred. 
The  Committee  was  assented  to  by  the 
Government  last  year.    Since  then,  more 
than  half  a-year  had  elapsed.    If  the 
Government  had  allowed  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers to  have  the  representation  they  de- 
sired, the  Committee  would  have  been 
appointed.    Even  if  they  had  allowed 
the  Irish  Members  to  have  six  Members, 
it  would  have  been  appointed  any  time 
within  the  last  six  weexs ;  but  day  after 
day  had  passed  away,  and  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Committee  had  been  staved 
off,   and  now  the   House    found  itself 
asked  to  enter  upon  a  grave  and  weighty 
inquisition  on  a  most  important  ques- 
tion in  what  he  might  call  the  last  hours 
of  a  dying  Parliament.   What  could  be 
done  between  now  and  the  end  of  the 
Session?     It  was  true  that  the    hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  had  ob- 
jected to  the  number  of  Representatives 
allowed  him ;   but  the  delay  had  been 
so    great   that    another  objection  had 
arisen.      There  were  only  twenty-four 
Members  proposed ;  but  what  assurance 
had  the  House    that   these    Members 
would  come  back  to  Parliament  in  the 
General  Election  ?  He  might  not  err  on 
the  score  of  rashness  if  he  said  that  at 
least  half  of  them  might  not    return. 
Was  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Dublin,  with  all  his  chances  of  life,  and 
with  all  the  vicissitudes  of  politics  upon 
him — was  he  ready  to  commit  himself 
to   an  inquiry  of  this  kind,  when  the 
Tories  might  come  with  their  shears  and 
cut  the  web  of  his  intentions  ?    Suppose 
the  House  rose  in  July  or  August,  and 
Parliament  died  immediately,  the  Com- 
mittee could  not  ask  Parliament  to  re- 
appoint it ;  and  the  result  would  be  that 
the  whole  thing  would  have  to  be  taken 
again  de  novo  next  year,  and  in  the  ab- 
sence of  a  number  of  men  who  had  lost 
their  seats,  and  would  not  be  able  to 
give  the  new  Committee  the  advantage 
of  the  study  and  investigation  they  had 
given  to  the  question.      The  Committee 
would  then  be  burdened  with  a  numbw 

Mr.  Sexton 


of  hon.  Members  who  had  not  liad  an 
opportunity  of  considering  the  question. 
He  thought  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  had  come  to  a  right  con- 
clusion, when  he  asserted  that  more 
harm  than  good  would  result  from  a 
hasty  consideration  of  this  subject.  He 
believed  the  investigation  would  be  mnch 
better  begun  in  the  favouring  ataioe- 
phere  of  a  reformed  Parliament,  and 
under  circumstances  which  would  rendCT 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  poli- 
tically more  genial  and  arithmetically 
less  rigorous. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  could  not  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down  (Mr. 
Sexton) ;  and,  in  order  to  give  him  an 
opportunity  of  doing  so,  the  best  thing 
that  could  be  done  would  be  to  moTe  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  then  be  able  to 
state,  on  behalf  of  the  Govemment. 
whether  he  intended  to  accede  to  the 
demand  of  the  Irish  Party. 

Colonel  NOLAN :  Do  not  move  it. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  said,  hewasanxionsto 
put  an  end  to  a  debate  which  seemed  to 
be  useless,  and  which  was  keeping  them 
out  of  bed  for  no  reason. 

Colonel  NOLAN :  Do  not  more  it. 

Mb.  MOLLOY :  I  move  that  the  de- 
bate be  now  adjourned. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
—{Mr.  Molhy,) 

Mb.  LEAMY  said,  he  hoped  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Molloy)  would  withdraw 
that  Motion.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  (Sir  William  Haroourt) 
had  stated  that  the  Government  had 
already  spoken;  but  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  (Mr.  Walker)  was  pie- 
sent,  and  he  would  be  able  to  ^lye  them 
the  answer  they  wanted.  Ke  [Mr. 
Leamy)  would  ask  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  what  harm  it  could  do  any- 
one to  give  this  additional  Member? 
Could  he  find  a  satisfactory  answer  feo 
that  ?  It  was  an  extraordinar?  thing  feo 
say  that  the  Committee  should  be  re- 
fused because  the  Irish  Members  wasUd 
to  have  this  extra  name  added  to  it 
What  objection  could  there  be  to  tbt< 
proposal,  and  would  the  OoremnDcct 
tell  them  why  it  was  they  would 
accept  it  ?  If  it  were  accepted,  the 
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mittee  might  be  at  once  formed,  and 
could  proceed  to  business  in  a  day  or 
two. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  said, 
that  of  course  he  could  not  refuse  the 
invitation  of  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
moved  the  adjournment  (Mr.  MoUoy). 
He  did  not  know  what  further  explana- 
tion there  was  to  give — ^he  did  not  know 
whether  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  heard 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo 
(Mr.  Sexton)  or  some  Qther  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  had  spoken  opposite ;  but 
he  had  said  that  his  distinct  view  was 
that  the  Gentlemen  who  belonged  to  the 
Party  that  sat  on  these  Benches  were 
the  only  Gentlemen  who  represented  Ire- 
land, and  who  ought  to  represent  Ireland 
on  the  Committee.  [Mr.  Sexton  :  The 
only  Irish  Party.]  That  was  their 
view ;  he  did  not  know  whether  it  was 
the  view  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Peterborough  (Mr.  Sydney  Buxton) ; 
he  did  not  think  that  hon.  Member  would 
accept  the  statement.  It  was  exactly 
because  this  Motion  was  made  from  that 
point  of  view  that  the  Government  could 
not  assent  to  it.  The  Government  were 
dealing  with  the  present  Parliament; 
they  had  not  powers  of  prediction  as  to 
the  future  Parliament ;  they  were  deal- 
ing with  the  present ;  and  it  would  not 
be  decent  for  them  to  accept,  as  the 
foundation  of  the  appointment  of  a  Com- 
mittee on  Irish  Industries,  the  proposi- 
tion that  a  number  of  GenUemen,  whom 
he  had  no  doubt  were  very  influential 
as  Irish  Bepresentatives,  were  the  sole 
Eepresentatives  of  Ireland  in  respect  to 
those  industries.  He,  therefore,  hoped 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Peterborough  would  reconsider  the  ob- 
servations he  had  addressed  to  the  Go- 
vernment in  the  light  of  that  statement. 
They  must  consider  the  constitution  of 
the  Committee,  he  did  not  say  in  refer- 
ence to  a  **  section ''  of  a  Party — he 
would  not  use  that  word,  and  if  he  had 
used  it  he  had  not  intended  it  in  any 
disparaging  sense.  The  Government 
were  obliged  to  consider  the  matter  not 
from  the  point  of  view  of  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite,  but  as  a  whole.  They 
had  come  to  an  agreement,  and  this  was 
really  the  foundation  of  the  whole  thing ; 
they  were  anxious  that  the  Committee 
should  be  appointed,  and  they  had  come 
to  an  agreement  with  the  hon.  Baronet 
who  proposed  the  Committee  (Sir  Eardley 
Wilmot)  and  the  hon.  Member  who,  in 


these  matters,  acted  as  the  Eepresenta- 
tive  of  hon.  Members  opposite,  as  to  the 
basis  of  the  Committee,  and  the  Govern- 
ment were  prepared  last  Friday  to  pass 
it  through.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell),  however, 
got  up  and  opposed  the  appointment  to 
some  extent  on  the  grounds  of  its  con- 
stitution, but  mainly  on  the  ground  that 
it  would  have  no  good  result,  but,  on  the 
contrary,  would  be  rather  injurious. 
Everyone  who  remembered  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
would  remember  that  that  was  the  posi- 
tion he  took  up.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  had  repeated  that 
argument  with  great  emphasis,  and  had 
said  that  to  appoint  a  Committee  at  the 
fag  end  of  a  Parliament  would  be  a 
useless  and  injurious  operation.  In  the 
face  of  that,  what  was  the  use  of  hon. 
Members  endeavouring  to  force  upon 
the  Government  the  responsibility  for 
the  Committee  having  fallen  through  ? 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
had  moved  the  adjournment  of  the  de- 
bate the  other  night — he  had  not  pro- 
posed to  add  another  Member,  or  to  take 
any  course  of  that  kind.  The  hon. 
Member  had  told  the  House  that  he 
thought  the  Committee  would  do  no 
good,  and  that  had  led  to  its  being  post- 
poned to  Tuesday.  On  Tuesday  this 
proposal  was  made,  which  was,  in  fact,  a 
departure  from  and  an  overthrowing  of 
an  agreement  which  had  been  come  to 
by  fi3l  the  Parties  on  the  subject.  It 
would  be  utterly  impossible  to  do  the 
Business  of  the  House  if,  when  Com- 
mittees were  appointed  by  regular 
agreement  between  all  the  Parties,  they 
should  be  thrown  over  at  the  pleasure 
of  one  Party,  as  this  Committee  had 
been,  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork,  first  in  his  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment, and  now  in  this  Motion  for  an 
alteration  of  the  constitution  of  the  Com- 
mittee. It  was  from  no  desire  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  to  prevent  the 
constitution  and  appointment  of  this 
Committee,  but  rather  for  the  purpose 
of  standing  by  the  agreement  all  Parties 
had  come  to,  that  the  Government  re- 
sisted the  proposal  of  hon.  Members 
opposite.  The  whole  history  of  the  atti- 
tude .of  the  Government  showed  that 
their  desire  had  been  to  abide  by  the 
agreement  arrived  at  between  their  own 
Bepresentatives,  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
who  had  moved  the  Committee,  and  the 
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Eepresentatiyes  of  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site. If  that  agreement  had  been  carried 
out  the  Committee  would  have  been  ap- 
pointed last  Friday ;  and  he  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  could  not,  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  accept  any  responsibility 
for  any  failure  which  might  have  re- 
sulted from  a  departure  from  the  original 
agreement. 

Mb.  M  ahum  said,  he  did  not  think 
the  arguments  which  the  right  hon.  Q-en- 
tleman  opposite  (Sir  William  Harcourt) 
had  addressed  to  the  House  were  at  all 
sound.  A  Member  returned  to  this  House 
by  any  constituency  was  the  Representa- 
tive of  that  constituency  only ;  he  was 
presumed  by  the  law  to  be  simply  a 
Member  of  Parliament ;  and  therefore  it 
was  not  open  to  a  Minister  of  the  Crown 
to  say  that  the  addition  of  a  Member 
like  the  hon.  Member  for  Ennis  was  ob- 
jectionable, for  the  reason  that  he  re- 
presented a  particular  Party  in  the 
House.  So  far  as  that  statement  was 
concerned  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
ought  to  withdraw  it. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  I  was 
not  the  author  of  that  argument;  the 
hon.  Member  is  distinctly  proposed  as  a 
Member  of  the  Party  opposite.  He  is 
not  proposed  by  me,  but  by  his  political 
Priends. 

* 

Mb.  MARUM  said,  he  thought,  how- 
ever, that  there  had  been  a  precedent 
set  that  night  which  was  very  incon- 
venient. On  previous  occasions  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Monaghan 
(Mr.  Healy)  had  brought  forward  ques- 
tions of  this  kind;  and,  after  a  great 
deal  of  argument  and  delay,  conces- 
sions were  obtained  from  the  Govern- 
ment. As  concession  was,  therefore, 
to  be  expected  in  the  end,  it  was  to 
be  regretted  that  the  Government  had 
not  expedited  matters  by  acquiescing  in 
the  proposal  made,  or  by  coming  to 
some  arrangement  as  to  this  Committee. 
He  could  assure  the  Government  that 
the  falling  through  of  the  Committee 
would  be  a  very  serious  matter.  The 
name  of  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Eardley 
Wilmot)  was  revered  in  Ireland  for  the 
manner  in  which  he  had  brought  for- 
ward this  question,  the  question  being 
one  which  had  very  closely  and  earnestly 
engaged  the  attention  of  the  Irish  people. 
He  (Mr.  Marum)  did  not  desire  to  detain 
the  House  any  length  of  time,  and  he 
would,  therefore,  merely  urge  upon  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  not  to 

Sir  WiUiam  Harcourt 


allow  the  Committee  to  fall  thrcmg^ 
If  he  did,  upon  the  Gbremment  must 
rest  the  responsibility.  The  matter  had 
been  before  the  Irish  people  for  soBae 
time,  and  they  should  not  be  told  now 
that  the  whole  thing  was  a  sham. 

Mb.  O'SHEA  said,  he  hoped  the  Go- 
vernment would  think  twice  before  thej 
allowed  the  Irish  people  to  suppose  that 
they  had,  by  reason  of  an  arrangement  of 
the  Whips,  thrown  over  such  a  Commit- 
tee as  this.  He  could  assure  the  ri^it 
hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  William  Harooort) 
that  if  the  Committee  fell  through  it 
would  be  considered  in  Ireland,  what- 
ever the  real  reason  might  be,  that  the 
Government  were  opposed  to  an  inqairy 
into  this  very  important  subject.  What 
on  earth  could  it  matter  whether  there 
was  an  additional  Member  on  one  side 
or  on  the  other  on  a  question  which 
would  really  be  a  test  question  to  the 
Irish  people  as  to  the  feeling  of  the  GK>- 
vemment  towards  Ireland  on  this  qaee- 
tion  of  Irish  industries?  He  thought 
the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Walker)  should  g^  up 
and  say  that  he  accepted  the  proposu 
of  the  Irish  Members.  He  truisted  the 
Government  would  not  take  such  a  sui- 
cidal step  as  to  allow  the  Committee  to 
fall  through. 

Mb.  WOODALL  said,  he  thought 
that  the  House  generally  sjrmpathised 
with  the  appointment  of  this  Committee. 
and  believed  in  the  possibility  of  great 
good  to  Ireland  resulting  from  it.  In« 
deed,  he  was  sure  that  all  of  them  most 
have  been  conscious  that  hopes  had  been 
encouraged  and  much  interest  stimu- 
lated in  the  question  already.  Well,  he 
was  sorry  that  the  GoTemment  did  not 
see  their  way  to  assenting  to  the  pro- 
posal to  add  another  Member.  On  the 
other  hand,  he  could  not  feel  that  the 
whole  responsibility  for  the  lapse  of  the 
Committee  would  rest  on  the  Gorers- 
ment  if  it  fell  through  that  night  He 
hoped  he  might  be  permitted  to  appeal 
to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  consider 
whether  they  were  not  accepting  veij 
grave  responsibility  in  allowing  a  mattv 
of  this  kind  to  fall  through,  after  the 
negotiations  which  had  taken  place,  oa 
such  a  small  point  as  the  addition  of 
another  Member.  He  had  already  serrel 
upon  a  Commission  which  had  inquind 
very  fully,  and  had  presented  to  ths 
House  a  mass  of  evidence  and  infcr^ 
mation  bearing  upon  the  subject.    He 
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was  desirous  to  see  it  proceed,  as  he 
was  confident  it  would  bring  about  im- 
portant results  in  developing  the  induB- 
tries  of  the  Sister  Country,  which  had 
been  so  long  neglected;  and  he  earnestly 
hoped  that  the  Committee  would  be  ap- 
pointed, and  would  set  to  work  to  collect 
material  which  any  other  Committee 
appointed  by  the  next  Parliament  would 
be  able  to  take  in  hand  and  make  valu- 
able use  of.  Though  many  Members  ap- 
pointed on  the  Committee  might  have 
no  connection  with  Ireland,  they  would 
be  Gentlemen  engaged  in  the  various 
industries  of  this  country,  the  influence  of 
which  they  would  like  to  carry  to  Ireland. 
He,  therefore,  begged  most  earnestly 
— ^whilst,  on  the  one  hand,  expressing 
his  surprise  that  they  could  not  arrange 
this  difficulty  by  adding  another  Mem- 
ber to  the  Committee  —  to  urge  hon. 
Members  opposite  not  to  accept  the  re- 
sponsibility of  defeating  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Committee  for  the  mere 
sake  of  getting  added  to  it  another 
Member  to  represent  their  political 
Tiews.  Political  questions  really  should 
not  arise  in  an  inquiry  of  this  kind. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  intimated  that  he  had 
no  wish  to  press  the  Motion  for  the  ad- 
journment. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 


Mb.  STEVENSON  said,  he  would 
join  in  the  appeal  to  the  Government  to 
allow  this  additional  Member  to  be  ap- 
pointed to  the  Committee.  He  thought 
it  desirable  that  the  Committee  should 
be  appointed,  and  for  that  purpose  that 
it  should  be  constituted  in  such  a  way 
as  to  satisfy  the  desire  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite.  He  should  certainly  vote 
for  the  nomination  of  an  additional 
Member. 

Original  Question  put,  <' That  the 
words  '  Twenty-four '  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  6;  Noes 
24  :   Majority  18.— (Div.  list,  No.  141.) 

And  it  appearing  on  the  Beport  of 
the  Division  that  40  Members  were  not 
present, 

HouM  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  Three  o^  clock. 


MINUTES.]— Public  BiLJM-'Seemd  heading 
—  Metropolis  Management  Electiona  (Bal- 
lot) •  [46]. 

Report  —  dyster  and  Mussel  Fisheries  Pro- 
visional Order  •  [134]. 

Further  Considered  as  amended— 'PaxUamentarj 
Elections  (Hedistribution)  [134]  {Second 
Nighflf  further  proeeeding  deferred 

Withdrawn— VoMMtion  of  Rivers  •  [34]. 

QUESTION. 


CENTRAL  ASIA  —  RUSSIA  AND  AF- 
GHANISTAN—RUSSIAN ADVANCE— 
OCCUPATION  OF  MARUCHAK. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHOOTE:  I 
wish  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  be  has  received  any  informa- 
tion which  he  can  communicate  to  the 
House  with  regard  to  the  movements  of 
the  Russians  on  the  Afghan  Frontier  ? 

LoED  EDMOITO  FITZMAURIOE: 
.  There  is  a  telegram  from  Tirpul,  dated 
April  23,  which  was  received  at  the 
Foreign  Office  on  April  26,  in  which  Sir 
Peter  Lumsden  mentions  a  Report  hav- 
ing been  received  by  the  Governor  of 
Herat,  and  forwarded  by  him,  that  the 
Russians  had  advanced  30  miles  south  of 
Pul-i-Khisti  and  occupied  Maruchak ; 
and  in  a  telegram  dated  the  25th,  and 
received  to-day.  Sir  Peter  Lumsden, 
among  other  things,  alludes  incidentally 
to  the  ''recent  occupation  of  Maruchak" 
by  the  Russians. 

ORDER    OF  TKE  DAT. 

PARLIAMENTARY  ELECTIONS  (REDIS- 
TRIBUTION)  BILL.— [Bill  134.] 

{Mr»  Oladstonef  The  Marquess  of  Wartington, 
Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke,  Mr,  Attorney  General^ 
The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr,  CampbefUSannertnan,) 

CONSIDBKATION.      [SEOOin)  NIGHT.] 

Bill,  as  amended,  further  considered. 

Mb.  RITOHIE,  in  moving,  in  page 
13,  line  22,  column  2,  after  the  word 
**  Petersfield,"  to  insert  the  word  **  Pon- 
tefract,''  said,  he  made  the  proposal  for 
the  purpose  of  finding  an  additional 
Member  for  Westminster.  He  thought 
that  if  an  additional  Member  was  to  be 

ISeeond  Night.'] 
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given  to  Westminster  lie  ought  not  to 
be  taken  from  the  Tower  Hamlets,  but 
from  such  a  borough  asPontefract,  which 
barely  came  up  to  the  limit  of  popula- 
tion. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  13,  line 
22,  column  2,  after  the  word  "Peters- 
field,"  to  insert  the  word  "Pontefract." 
— (ifr.  Ritchie,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
*  Pontefract  ^  be  there  inserted." 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  pointed 
out  that  the  Committee  had  decided  not 
to  interfere  with  the  15,000  limit,  and 
it  would  be  unfortunate  to  pick  out  one 
borough  in  the  way  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Member.  

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
hoped  that,  as  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  attached  so  great  importance  to  the 
decision  of  the  Committee  not  to  inter- 
fere with  the  limit  of  15,000,  he  would 
attach  the  same  importance  to  the  other 
decisions  of  the  Committee. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdraum. 

Mr.  lewis  said,  he  rose  to  move  the 
insertion  of  "Warwick  "  in  the  Schedule 
of  boroughs  to  be  disfranchised.  He 
did  not  intend  to  press  the  Amendment, 
but  simply  moved  it  by  way  of  renewing 
his  protest  against  the  course  adopted 
by  the  Government  in  making  this  bo- 
rough the  single  exception  to  the  15,000 
rule. 

Amendment,  proposed,  in  page  13, 
column  2,  after  line  40,  insert  "  War- 
wick."— (Jfr.  Lewis,) 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdraton. 

On  Motion  of  The  Lord  Advocate,  the 
following  Amendment  made  : — 

In  page  14,  column  1,  lines  3  to  8,  leave 
out, — 


Ayr  (District  of 

Burghs) 
El^  (District  of 

Burghs) 
Falkirk  (District  of 

Burghs) 


Ayr  and  Argyll. 

Elgin,  Banff,  and  Aber- 
deen. 

Stirling,  Linlithgow, 
and  Lanark. 


Schedule  agreed  to. 

Schedule  2  (Boroughs   to    lose  one 
Member)  agreed  to. 

Schedule  3  (Boroughs  to   have  ad- 
ditional Members). 

Mr.  EITCHIE  said,  he  moved  to  in- 
sert "The  Tower  Hamlets,  7,"  in  order 

Mr.  J^itchie 


to  restore  the  borough  to  the  position  it 
originally  occupied  in  the  Bill.     He  did 
not  in  the  least  challenge  the  right  of 
Westminster   to    have  four  Members; 
but  what  he  did  object  to  was  the  pro- 
posal to  take  away  one  Member  &om  the 
Tower  Hamlets  in  order  to  give  it  to 
Westminster.    Even  with  soTen  Mem- 
bers the  borough  would  be  considerablj 
under-represented  compared  with  some 
of  the  large  boroughs  in  the  Provinces. 
Birmingham,     with     a    population    of 
400,000,  was  to  have  seven  Members; 
but  the  Tower  Hamlets,  with  439,000, 
was  only  to  have  six.     Further,  it  hav- 
ing originally  been  intended  to  give  the 
Tower  Hamlets  seven  Members  it  would 
be  an  invidious  thing  to  take  one  awaj. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  15,  Ime 
41,  after  "Swansea,"  insert  "Tower 
Hamlets— Seven."— (Jfr.  RiUhu,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  BKYCE  said,  that  the  Amend- 
ment which  he  had  proposed,  to  g;iTe 
the  Tower  Hamlets  seven  Members,  was 
really  a  re-enactment  of   the  original 
proposal  of  the  BUI,  put  on  the  basis 
of  the  suggestion  of    the  right   Hem. 
Member   tat   the  University  of  Cam- 
bridge (Mr.  Itaikes),  that  the  old  Loo- 
don  boroughs,  or  some  of  them,  shoukL 
not  be  cut  up  into  new  boroughs,  bvt 
only  into  divisions,  the  name  of   the 
old  borough  being  retained.     His  pro- 
posal differed  from    that   put  on   the 
I^aper  by  his  hon.  Colleague  only  in  its 
keeping  Poplar  and  Bow  in  the  old  bo- 
rough of  the  Tower  Hamlets.    Thia  was 
the  decided  wish  of  the  people  of  Poplar 
and  Bow,  who  valued  their  connecdoa 
with  the  old  borough,  and  desired   to 
form  a  part  of  it.    The  average   fiv 
London,  excluding  the  City,   was  on* 
Member  to  every  65,000 ;  indndin^  the 
City,  one  Member  to  eveiy  63,000.  If  tte 
Tower  Hamlets  received  only  six  Mem- 
bers it  would  have  one  Member  to  erery 
73,000 ;  if  it  had  seven  Members  it  wonU 
have   exactly  the  average— one 
ber  to  every  63,000.    The  Toww 
lets  was  amply  entitled  to  its  doe 
of  representation  on  other  other  grooajs 
as  well  as  that  of  numerical  eqaality. 
It  was  inhabited  by  an  enormous  popa- 
lation  of  poor  people,  who  had  mncsk  to 
hope  from  legislative  reform,  and  nboss 
voice  ought  to  be  adequately  heard  ia 
the  National  Oooncils.    It  indodsd  sa 
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immense  variety  of  industries,  both 
manufacturing  and  commercial.  Speak- 
ing from  his  own  experience  of  the  last 
five  years,  lie  could  assure  the  House 
that  the  task  of  representing  these  in- 
terests, and  endeavouring  to  state  the 
needs  and  express  the  wishes  of  this 
vast  population  (nearly  500,000)  would 
not  be  a  light  one  even  for  seven  Mem- 
bers. He  earnestly  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  assent  to  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  SHAWLEFEVEE  said,  the  Op- 
position  having  objected  to  the  proposed 
re-arrangement  in  Westminster,  under 
which  four  Members  were  to  be  given  to 
it,  the  Gt>vemment  felt  released  from 
their  undertaking  with  regard  to  it.  He 
thought  there  was  a  strong  case  for  giv- 
ing the  Tower  Hamlets  seven  Members, 
and  the  Government  would  be  prepared 
to  accept  the  Amendment  imless  the 
Members  of  the  Front  Opposition  Bench 
withdrew  their  opposition  to  the  pro- 
posed botmdaries  of  Westminster. 

Mb.  firth  remarked,  that  the  Tower 
Hamlets  would  not  be  an  over-repre- 
sented constituency  even  with  seven 
Members.  He  hoped,  however,  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Boundary  Commissioners 
with  respect  to  Westminster  would  be 
adhered  to.  

LoBD  RANDOLPH  OHUEOHILL 
wished  to  draw  attention  to  the  extra- 
ordinary inconvenience  which  had  arisen 
in  consequence  of  the  negotiations  which 
had  been  entered  into  between  the  two 
Front  Benches  in  reference  to  this  Bill. 
The  agreement  which  had  been  arrived 
at  between  those  Benches  should  not  be 
pushed  too  far ;  and,  in  his  opinion,  the 
time  had  now  arrived  when  the  House 
of  Commons  should  take  the  matter  out 
of  the  hands  of  the  two  Parties  and  into 
its  own  control.  The  question  of  the  ap- 
portionment of  Members  among  the  dif- 
ferent constituencies  should  be  decided, 
not  by  the  terms  of  a  bargain,  but  ac- 
cording to  right  and  justice.  He  asked 
the  House  to  decide  this  question  of  the 

2*  ^ht  of  the  Tower  Hamlets  to  a  seventh 
ember  wholly  irrespective  of  the  claim 
of  Westminster  to  a  fourth  Member, 
which  ought  to  be  considered  indepen- 
dently. The  proposition  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Postmaster  General 
(Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  came  to  this — that 
if  the  Leaders  of  the  Opposition,  whoever 
they  might  be,  were  willing  to  adhere 
to  the  decision  of  the  House  when  in 
Committee,    the     Government    would 


be  willing  to  accept  the  decision  of 
the  Commissioners  as  regarded  West- 
minster, and  they  would  adhere  to  the 
arrangement  come  to;  and  upon  that 
was  to  depend  the  rights  of  the  Tower 
Hamlets  and  Westminster;  but  would 
that  House  agree  to  be  bound  by  what 
had  been  done  ?  There  appeared  to  be 
a  consensus  of  opinion  in  that  House 
that  the  Tower  Hamlets  should  have  a 
seventh  Member ;  but  in  arriving  at  that 
conclusion  he  trusted  that  the  House 
would  regard  itself  as  perfectly  free  to 
deal  with  the  case  of  Westminster  upon 
its  merits,  and  not  be  fettered  or  cramped 
by  any  arrangement  come  to  by  the 
Leaders  on  both  sides. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
that  he  was  as  anxious  as  the  noble 
Lord  that  when  the  House  came  to  con- 
sider the  case  of  Westminster  they  should 
regard  themselves  as  having  a  perfect 
right  to  exercise  their  freedom  of  judg- 
ment in  the  matter.  As  the  House  was 
aware,  at  the  end  of  the  Autumn  Session 
communications  were  entered  into  be- 
tween the  Representatives — he  would 
not  venture  to  call  them  Leaders  in  the 
presence  of  the  noble  Lord — of  both 
sides  of  the  House,  with  the  view  of 
securing  the  introduction  of  a  Redistri- 
bution Bill  which  should  be  drawn  upon 
lines  which  were  fairly  satisfactory  to  all 
Parties  in  that  House.  After  several 
conferences  and  a  full  explanation  had 
been  given  on  the  subject,  the  Represen- 
tatives of  the  Opposition  agreed  to  the 
introduction  of  the  Bill  in  the  form  in 
which  it  came  before  the  House.  It 
was  also  arranged  that  the  boundaries 
of  many  of  the  new  constituencies  should 
be  setded  by  the  Boundary  Commis- 
sioners, and  that  the  decisions  of  the 
latter  were  to  be — he  would  not  say 
sacred,  but  left  undisturbed,  except  by 
mutual  consent,  and  were  to  have  very 
high  authority.  It  was  arranged  that 
Westminster  was  to  have  four  Members ; 
but  when  the  scheme  came  to  be  ex- 
amined the  inhabitants  of  Westminster 
were  of  opinion  that  they  should  practi- 
cally have  only  three  and  not  four  Mem- 
bers. It  was  then  suggested  that  West- 
minster should  obtain  an  additional 
Member  from  the  Tower  Hamlets.  He 
was  not,  however,  disposed  to  offer  any 
objection  to  the  present  proposal  to  re* 
tain  the  seventh  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets;  but  that  would  nofpredude 
the  case  of  Westminster  being  <uscussed 

iScG(mi  NigjM.'] 


1055     ParUamentary  ElectimB    {COMMONS}        (Eedtstnbutum)  BiU.        1056 


upon  its  merits  when  it  came  before  tlie 
House. 

Mr.  GOEST  said,  lie  felt  bound  to 
protest  against  the  hands  of  the  House 
being  tied  in  reference  to  this  subject 
by  any  agreement  that  those  who  sat 
upon  the  Front  Benches  might  have  en- 
tered into.  The  noble  Lord  had  appealed 
to  the  sense  of  the  House  on  that  occa- 
sion ;  but  had  the  noble  Lord  been  pre- 
sent throughout  all  the  discussions  upon 
this  Bill,  he  would  have  found  Aat 
there  was  no  sense  of  the  House  with 
regard  to  it  at  all.  Therefore,  without 
asking  the  House  to  listen  to  him,  he 
begged  to  appeal  to  the  Government, 
and  to  ask  them  to  keep  their  minds 
open  with  regard  to  the  claim  of  West- 
minster, and  not  to  prejudge  the  case 
by  what  was  about  to  be  done  in  the 
present  instance. 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
would  remind  the  House  that  there  was 
no  fund  of  free  Members  upon  which 
they  could  draw ;  and  that  if  the  seventh 
Member  were  given  to  the  Tower  Ham- 
lets it  might  be  difficult  to  obtain  the 
fourth  for  Westminster.  If  the  House 
would  revert  to  the  old  arrangement  of 
three  Members  for  Westminster,  he  was 
willing  to  accept  the  Amendment. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  GROSS  re- 
marked, that  his  objection  had  been  to 
the  boundary  of  Westminster  as  fixed 
by  the  Boundary  Gommissioners. 

Mr.  RATTCES  said,  he  hoped  that  the 
House  would  not  regard  itself  as  bound 
by  any  arrangement  which  had  been 
entered  into  between  the  two  Front 
Benches.  He  thought  that  the  Tower 
Hamlets,  when  joined  to  Poplar,  were 
entitled  to  a  seventh  Member. 

Mr.  lewis  observed  that  the  House 
was  in  a  position  of  great  difficulty 
in  having  to  discuss  this  question  with 
the  Spei&er  in  the  Ghair. 

Question  put,  and  agre$d  to. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  rose  to  move 
that  the  number  of  Members  allotted  to 
Westminster  should  be  reduced  from 
four  to  three.  Now  that  the  House  had 
unanimously  decided  to  give  seven  Mem- 
bers to  the  Tower  Hamlets,  there  was 
no  possibility  of  getting  another  Mem- 
ber from  any  other  part  of  London,  and 
it  was  impossible  to  make  the  number 
for  Westminster  up  to  four.  It  was 
therefore  necessary  to  revert  to  the  ori* 
ginal    proposition   to  give  only  three 

fiir  Stafford  NortheoU 


Members  to  Westminster.  He,  admitted 
that  with  only  three  Members  West- 
minster would  be  slightly  under-repre- 
sented. On  the  other  hand,  with  four 
Members  it  would  be  over-represeated. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  15,  line  42,  after  the  word  *'  Weii> 
minster,"  to  leave  out  the  word  "fonr,**  i& 
order  to  insert  the  word  "  three," — {Mr.  Sktm 
Lefevre,) 

— ^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
*four'  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

LoED  ALGERNON  PERCY  sud,  he 
hoped  the  House  would  not  consent  to 
upset  the  decision  deliberately  arrivvd 
at  in  Committee,  when  it  was  arranged 
that  Westminster  was  to  have  four  Mem- 
bers. Nothing  was  then  heard  of  taking 
away  one  Member  from  the  Tower  Ham- 
lets in  order  to  give  an  additional 
Member  to  those  provided  in  the  Bill  for 
V^Testminster 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILEE  was  noder- 
stood  to  say  that  he  had  distinctly  stated 
in  Committee  on  the  Bill  that  it  vas 
possible,  in  the  final  result,  tiiat  the 
additional  Member  for  Westminster 
would  have  to  be  taken  from  the  £ast 
End  of  London.  The  Opposition  FrcMit 
Bench  had  been  consulted  on  the  sab- 
ject. 

LoED  ALGERNON  PERCY  said,  if 
the  House  was  now  of  opinion  that 
Westminster  should  have  four  Members^ 
there  was  nothing  to  prevent  the  Honas 
from  restoring  the  number  originally 
proposed  in  the  Bill.  The  Bill  was  drawn 
on  the  basis  of  the  representation  of 
population,  and  its  principle  was,  as  fsr 
as  was  practicable,  to  give  a  Jismbmf 
at  least  in  the  Metr^olis,  to  eresr 
50,000  inhabitants.  Westminstv  hai 
a  population  of  229,784,  so  that  vitk 
three  Members  that  proportion  of  popu- 
lation would  not  be  preserved.  8t 
Pancras  was  far  more  Uberally  treated 
by  the  Bill,  notwithstanding  its  rstafals 
value  was  only  £1,506,616,  compared 
with  the  £3,816,000  of  Westminstsr. 
The  fact  that  three  Members  only  vste 
given  to  Westminster  had  caused  a 
great  deal  of  discussion  and 
faction  both  in  the  House  and 
newspapers.  Where  the  fourth 
her  was  to  come  from  was  an 
tirely  secondary  question,  snd 
apart  from  the  justice  of  the 
The  objection  made  to  the  diviMa  «f 
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Westminster  was  tbat  they  unnecessarily 
interfered  with  the  ancient  boundaries 
and  parishes,  and  he  contended  that  the 
Commissioners  acted  contrary  to  their 
Instructions.  Their  scheme  was  ob- 
jected to  by  every  single  person  who 
appeared  before  the  Commissioners,  and 
by  all  the  public  bodies  within  the  bo- 
rough, with  the  exception  of  the  repre- 
sentatives of  one  particular  political 
organization  and  the  Vestry  of  St. 
George's,  Hanover  Square,  and  he  had 
since  received  a  letter  in  explanation  of 
the  action  of  the  latter  body.  The  prac- 
tical effect  of  the  attitude  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  in  regard  to  the  acknow- 
ledged injustice  done  to  Westminster 
was  this.  He  said — "Westminster  has 
been  unj  ustly  treated.  I  will  remedy  the 
injustice;  but  if  you  do  not  choose  to 
accept  a  particular  division,  contrary  to 
every  principle,  and  objected  to  by  all 
the  inhabitauts,  I  will  go  back  to  the 
original  injustice  I  did  you."  The 
Postmaster  General  said  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  now  return  to  the  ori- 
ginal proposition  with  regard  to  West- 
minster; but  the  original  proposition 
was  to  divide  Westminster  into  three 
boroughs,  and  in  those  three  boroughs 
the  Liberty  of  the  Eolls  was  included. 
Now  the  Liberty  of  the  Eolls  was  ex- 
cluded. He  trusted,  however,  the  House 
would  do  justice  in  this  matter  by  re- 
storing to  Westminster  the  four  Mem- 
bers to  which  upon  every  consideration 
of  justice  and  equity  it  was  entitled. 

8iE  CHABLES  W.  DILKE  said,  the 
Commissioners  could  not  put  into  their 
scheme-  a  place  that  was  not  within  the 
City  of  Westminster,  and  the  Liberty  of 
the  Bolls  was  not  in  Westminster.  In 
the  original  plan  the  borough  of  tho 
Strand  was  created,  and  did  not  belong 
to  the  City  of  Westminster  at  all ;  but 
the  desire  of  the  House  was  to  recon- 
stitute the  old  City  of  Westminster,  and 
it  was  reconstituted.  If,  however,  the 
noble  Lord  wished  to  revert  to  the  pro- 
posal of  the  original  Bill,  he  was  wiUing 
to  do  so.  But  he  repeated  that  the 
Commissioners  were  unable  to  put  some- 
thing into  the  City  of  Westminster 
which  was  not  in  it,  and  the  Liberty  of 
the  Bolls  was  never  part  of  the  City  of 
Westminster.  He  denied  that  he  had 
acknowledged,  on  a  former  occasion, 
that  injustice  had  been  done  to  the  City 
of  Westminster  in  giving  it  only  three 
Members.    What  he  did  say  was  that 

VOL.  OOXOVn.      [tHIM)    8BRIB8.] 


he  thought  a  fair  case  had  been  made 
out  for  giving  it  four  Members,  and  that 
was  the  utmost  limit  to  which  he  could 
go.  The  whole  of  the  large  towns,  as 
the  Committee  was  aware,  were  under- 
represented.  There  were  at  least  150 
oases  of  injustice  of  that  kind  which 
could  be  made  out.  Westminster,  as 
compared  with  the  central  portions  of 
the  East  End,  had  a  good  case  if  they 
took  the  Census  of  1881 ;  but  its  griev- 
ance was  not  exceptional  as  compared 
with  the  other  parts  of  the  Metropolis. 
Kensington  and  Chelsea,  for  instance, 
had  251,000  inhabitants,  and  it  was 
proposed  to  give  them  only  three  Mem- 
bers; while  Westminster  had  only 
229,000  inhabitants,  and  it  was  pro- 
posed to  give  it  three  Members  also. 
Then,  if  ^h&j  went  behind  the  Census 
of  1881,  it  would  be  found  that  West- 
minster was  a  decreasing  constituency. 

Mb.  echo  yd  said,  that  in  discussing 
the  case  of  Wigan  they  were  not  allowed 
to  go  behind  the  Census  of  1881. 

Sm  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  said,  that 
the  noble  Lord  had  made  an  attack  on 
the  Boundary  Commissioners;  but  it 
was  not  the  case  that  the  arrangements 
they  proposed  were  objected  to  by  all 
the  inhabitants.  The  Government  re- 
ferred the  matter  to  two  gentlemen,  one 
a  Conservative  and  the  other  a  Liberal, 
and  they,  acting  in  concert  and  without 
seeing  or  hearing  anyone,  decided  that 
the  Instructions  to  the  Boundary  Com- 
missioners would  not  justify  them  in 
creating  divided  districts  of  the  sort 
contained  in  the  first  draft  scheme. 

Mr.  EITCHIE  said,  that  the  ques- 
tion  they  had  to  consider  was  whether 
Westminster  was  entitled  to  three  or 
four  Members ;  how  it  was  to  be  divided 
would  be  considered  at  a  subsequent 
stage  of  the  Bill.  As  a  Metropolitan 
Member  he  was  as  ready  to  stand  up  for 
one  part  of  the  Metropolis  as  for  an- 
other. As  it  had  been  admitted  by  the 
Government  that  Westminster  was  en- 
titled to  four  Members,  they  ought  to 
abide  by  the  admission.  He  entirely 
dissented  from  the  statement  of  the 
Postmaster  General  that  if  a  fourth 
Member  was  to  be  given  to  Westminster 
it  should  be  at  the  expense  of  some 
other  part  of  the  Metropolis,  and  he 

Erotested  against  the  assumption  tbat 
ecause  a  Member  was  not  to  be  taken 
from  any  other  part  of  the  Metropolis, 
Westminster  was    to    be  under-repre- 
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sented.  The  average  representation  was 
one  Member  to  55,000  people.  Even 
with  an  additional  Member  given  to 
Westminster  the  average  in  that  bo- 
rough would  be  one  Member  to  57,000. 
The  present  average  of  representation 
in  the  large  towns  was  one  Member  to 
62,000 ;  but  in  Westminster  the  average 
was  one  Member  to  77,000,  the  average 
of  all  London  being  one  Member  to 
65,000  inhabitants.  These  figures  would 
show  the  justice  of  the  demand  that 
Westminster  should  have  four  Members. 
He  considered  that  to  take  away  the 
fourth  Member  from  Westminster  would 
be  doing  an  injustice  to  the  whole  of 
the  Metropolis.  He  appealed  to  the 
entire  House  to  uphold  the  arrangement 
which  was  agreed  to  by  the  Q-ovem- 
ment  when  the  Bill  was  in  Commit- 
tee to  give  Westminster  an  additional 
Member. 

Mr.  EYLANDS  said,  he  happened 
to  be  interested  in  this  question,  because 
he  was  an  elector  of  the  City  of  West- 
minster. He  quite  agreed  that  the  real 
question  before  them  was  not  what 
should  be  the  boundaries  of  the  divi- 
sions, but  whether  the  City  should  have 
three  or  four  Members.  The  question 
of  justice  did  not  enter  into  this  matter 
at  all,  as  the  Bill  was  brought  forward 
on  the  grounds  of  expediency  and  com- 
promise; therefore  he  felt  oblifi;ed  to 
dismiss  from  his  mind  the  calculations 
as  to  population  which  had  been  given 
to  justify  the  arrangement  that  West- 
minster should  have  four  Members. 
They  ought,  he  thought,  to  consider 
where  the  fourth  Member  was  to  come 
from.  He  had  the  very  greatest  objec- 
tion to  any  further  increase  in  the  num- 
ber of  Members  of  that  House ;  and  un- 
less it  was  decided  from  what  part  of 
London  or  the  country  a  seat  was  to  be 
taken  he  could  not  vote  for  Westminster 
having  more  than  three  Members.  The 
proposal  to  give  four  seats  was  supported 
strictly  on  the  condition  that  an  arrange- 
ment would  be  made  between  the  two 
Front  Benches  by  which  an  additional 
Member  was  to  be  provided.  It  seemed 
that  that  arrangement  had  not  been  car- 
ried out,  and,  as  far  as  he  was  concerned, 
he  should  support  the  Q-ovemment. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHUECHILL 
said,  he  ventured  to  interfere  in  the 
debate  because  he  had  some  connection 
with  Westminster,  having  been  placed 
in  a  position  of  some  importance  by  a 

Mr.  Ritchie 


society  of  working  men  in  that  boroogh, 
which  he  might  say  had  nothing  what- 
ever to  do  with  electoral  wire-piilHxig. 
The  hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat 
down  had  certainly  not  contributed  nuidL 
information  to  the  discussion.  He  had 
certainly  informed  the  Hoose  that  he 
was  a  voter  in  Westminster,  and  that  he 
had  perfect  confidence  in  the  Conserra- 
tive  Party.  He  hoped,  as  he  was  a& 
elector,  that  on  the  next  occasion  when 
he  had  an  opportunity  of  exerciaiiig  his 
vote  he  would  not  forget  to  give  it  to 
the  Party  in  which  he  felt  so  much  con- 
fidence. The  question  as  to  where  th« 
fourth  Member  was  to  come  from  was» 
no  doubt,  an  important  one,  but  it  was 
not  the  point  before  the  House.  What 
they  were  discussing  was  whether  West- 
minster should  have  three  or  four  Mem- 
bers, and  that  question  shoold  be  oona- 
dered  apart  from  any  other.  The  fourth 
Member  might  be  taken  from  eereral 
places,  and  he  was  not  at  all  dear  whe- 
ther Burnley  ought  not  to  gri^o  op  a 
seat.  In  bringing  the  Amendment  be- 
fore the  House,  the  Postmaster  Qenenl 
(Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  had  made  a  very 
short  and  abrupt  speech,  and  had  not 
adduced  any  reason  why  the  arrange- 
ment entered  into  by  the  Oovemmeot 
should  be  departed  from  beyond  the  £wt 
that  because  the  Tower  Hamlets  wanted 
another  Member,  Westminster  ■hiwiW 
be  prepared  to  lose  one.  But  jnstiBt 
should  be  done  to  Westminster,  and  to 
all  other  places,  irrespective  of  such  eoa- 
siderations.  The  boundaries  of  the  divi* 
sions  were  not  now  under  consideratioa. 
and  what  ndght  have  taken  place  wiik 
regard  to  that  matter  since  the  BOl  waa 
in  Committee  ought  not  to  influence  tbt 
House  of  Commons  in  deciding  tiie  ques- 
tion whether  Westminster  should  have 
three  or  four  seats.  The  Presideat  d 
the  Local  Government  Board  had  made 
a  very  fair  speech  on  the  whole  subject 
and  he  gathered  from  the  general  tcaa 
of  that  speech  that  the  right  hon.  B«o- 
net  was  in  favour  of  giving  the  fbortk 
Member  if  the  other  differences  and 
putes  could  be  arranged.  Thoee 
differences  and  disputes  were  of  a 
contemptible  character,  and  ought 
to  be  taken  into  consideration  at 
He  asked  the  House  to  adhere  to  the 
decision  arrived  at  by  the  Qormiawat 
in  Committee,  and  then  to  consider  tka 
divisions  as  laid  down  by  Sir  Jeha 
Lambert  and  Sir  Francia  Sandfovd.    If 
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the  divisions  were  bad,  thej  might  be 
altered ;  but  if  good,  then  let  the  House 
adopt  them.  Westminster  was  a  very 
ancient  borough — it  was  full  of  historical 
associations  and  landmarks ;  it  had  a 
great  population,  and  was  entitled  in 
whatever  way  its  claims  were  viewed  to 
more  than  three  Eepresentatives  in  Par- 
liament.   

Mr.  INDERWICK  said,  he  occupied 
a  position  in  'one  of  the  political  asso- 
ciations of  Westminster  similar  to  that 
held  by  the  noble  Lord  who  had  just 
spoken  in  connection  with  another  asso- 
ciation in  the  borough,  and  he  wished 
to  state  that  those  who  were  associated 
with  him  were  in  no  way  divided  upon 
the  question  of  principle  that,  according 
to  the  population  of  Westminster,  the 
City  was  entitled  to  four  Members. 

Me.  CUBITT  said,  he  thought  that 
in  dealing  with  this  subject  political 
feeling  should  not  be  taken  into  account. 
There  was  a  great  deal  to  be  said  with 
regard  to  the  unfortunate  divisions 
which  the  Boundary  Commissioners  had 
made  in  Westminster.  They  were 
greatly  indebted  to  the  Commissioners 
lor  the  important  work  done  by  them, 
for,  on  the  whole,  they  had  performed 
their  difficult  duties  with  great  fairness 
and  ability;  but  still  when  there  was 
a  serious  objection  to  divisions  formed 
by  them,  such  as  existed  in  the  case  of 
the  Westminster  divisions,  it  was  the 
duty  of  Members  interested  in  the  mat- 
ter to  bring  it  under  the  notice  of  the 
Government.  He  hoped  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  would 
not  further  oppose  the  proposal  to  g^ve 
four  Members  to  Westminster,  and  that 
he  would  leave  it  to  the  wisdom  of  the 
House  to  decide  where  the  fourth  Mem- 
ber should  be  taken  from. 

Mb.  TEEVELYAN  said,  the  Govern- 
ment  had  been  asked  whether  they  had 
not  changed  their  opinions  upon  this 
subject.  He  was  bound  to  say  that  if 
the  House  went  to  a  division  the  Go- 
vernment would  consider  this  as  a  mat- 
ter of  importance.  They  had  not 
changed  their  opinions  with  regard  to 
it.  The  noble  I^rd  opposite  begged  the 
Government  not  to  reverse  the  decision 
of  the  Committee.  The  Government 
could  hardly  be  said  to  be  in  that  posi- 
tion. What  were  the  decisions  of  the 
Committee  upon  the  point  ?  They  were 
two — one  was  to  keep  the  old  City  of 
Westminster,    and  the  other  to  reduce 


the  number  of  Members  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets. 

Mr.  RITCHIE :  There  was  no  such 
decision. 

Sm  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  his 
right  hon.  Friend  was  quite  right.  They 
had  not  passed  the  point  in  the  Bill ; 
but  words  relating  to  the  component 
parts  of  the  Tower  Hamlets  were  struck 
out  in  order  to  pave  the  way  for  a  re- 
duction in  the  representation  of  that 
part  of  the  Metropolis. 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  said,  that  in  con- 
sequence of  the  apparent  wish  of  the 
Committee  to  increase  the  number  of 
Members  for  Westminster  his  right  hon. 
Friend  made  a  statement  of  a  very  defi- 
nite nature,  and  all  the  parts  of  that 
statement  hung  together.  It  was  pro- 
posed by  his  right  hon.  Friend  to  in- 
crease the  number  of  Members  for 
Westminster,  to  take  a  Member  from  tho 
Tower  Hamlets,  and  to  refer  the  question 
of  boundaries  to  Sir  John  Lambert  and 
Sir  Francis  Sandford  for  their  authori- 
tative decision.  Nothing  could  be  de- 
tached from  that  statement  without 
making  the  whole  of  it  fall  together. 
Could  anyone  in  the  House  say  that 
the  Government  had  gone  out  of  its 
way  to  reverse  the  decision  to  take  a 
Member  from  the  Tower  Hamlets  ?  He 
had  never  seen  a  question  on  which  so 
great  a  unanimity  was  exercised  by  the 
House  as  the  desire  to  leave  the  Tower 
Hamlets  with  its  seven  Members.  The 
House  itself  had  reversed  the  intentions 
of  the  Committee  to  take  a  Member 
away  from  that  borough,  and  by  doing 
so  it  had  destroyed  the  keystone  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend's  plan  for  giving 
Westminster  a  fourth  Member.  He 
might  say,  incidentally,  that  one  very 
strong  reason  why  the  Government  were 
prepared  to  acquiesce  in  the  evident 
wish  of  the  House  to  retain  the  seven 
Members  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  was  the 
unwillingness  declared  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Westminster 
(Lord  Algernon  Percy)  and  by  persons 
outside  the  House  to  take  the  bounda- 
ries which  the  Commissioners  had  de- 
termined upon.  That  was  a  point  on 
which  the  Government  could  not  g^ve 
way.  The  one  mainstay  of  the  discus- 
sions in  the  House  had  been  the  deter- 
mination of  the  Government,  backed  up 
by  the  Members,  to  abide  by  the  de- 
cisions of  the  Commissioners,  and  not  to 
alter  them  at  the  request  of  any  poll-. 
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tical  Party.  These  were  the  circum- 
stances under  which  the  Government 
were  obliged  to  refuse  their  assent  to 
the  proposal  to  give  Westminster  another 
Member.  It  was  no  use  for  any  hon. 
Member  to  say  that  they  were  not  to 
consider  the  question  as  to  where  the 
seat  was  to  be  taken  from  ;  they  must 
consider  it.  The  Government  could  see 
no  other  place  than  the  Tower  Hamlets ; 
the  House  had  shown  its  determination 
not  to  take  a  Member  from  that  bo- 
rough, and  the  Government  had  no 
alternative  except  to  ask  the  House  not 
to  vote  the  fourth  Member. 

Me.  lewis  said,  he  did  not  think 
that  the  question  of  giving  another 
Member  to  Westminster  was  dependent 
upon  the  question  of  taking  a  Member 
from  the  Tower  Hamlets.  Sheffield, 
with  a  population  of  284,000,  was  to 
have  five  Members,  while  Westminster, 
vrith  229,000,  was  only  to  have  three 
Members.  Again,  the  favoured  borough 
of  Wolverhampton  had  164,000  popu- 
lation, or  65,000  less  than  the  City  of 
Westminster,  and  yet  it  was  to  have 
three  Members.  The  unfairness  shown 
towards  Westminster  was  the  more 
marked  when  it  was  remembered  that 
in  two  of  the  three  cases  in  which  the 
Government  had  broken  through  the 
rules  laid  down  by  the  Prime  Minister 
himself — the  cases  of  Wolverhampton 
and  Haverfordwest — ^both  of  those  con- 
stituencies happened  to  be  represented 
by  Members  of  the  Government.  It 
was  impossible  to  extract  from  the  Go- 
vernment any  reason  for  the  infringe- 
ment of  their  own  principle;  and  it 
would  be  difficult  for  them  to  convince 
the  electors  of  Westminster  that  they 
ought  to  be  treated  worse  than  the  elec- 
tors of  Wolverhampton.  The  Govern- 
ment had  the  courage  to  increase  the 
Members  of  the  House  by  12,  but  ap- 
parently they  had  not  the  courage  to 
increase  them  by  13.  They  could,  how- 
ever, do  justice  to  Westminster,  without 
increasing  the  numbers  of  the  House, 
by  simply  doing  full  justice,  and  nothing 
more  than  justice,  to  Wolverhampton. 

SiB  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
he  rose  to  make  a  further  appeal  to  the 
sense  of  justice  of  the  Government  on 
behalf  of  Westminster.  As  the  House 
had  unanimously  rejected  the  diminution 
of  the  representation  proposed  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets,  why,  he  asked,  should 
they  not  go  to  Wolverhampton  op  Bhef- 

J/r.  Trevelyan 


field  for  the  fourth  Member  wanted  hx 
Westminster?  By  placing  Wohrw- 
hampton  on  the  same  level  as  other 
boroughs  they  might  g^ve  Westminster 
the  representation  to  which  it  waa  en- 
titled both  by  its  population  and  iti 
wealth.  There  must,  he  thought,  be 
some  motive  on  the  part  of  the  Gofefo- 
ment  for  their  refusal  to  deal  fairly  vitk 
Westminster  ;  and  probably  they  feiied 
that  if  that  City  received  four  Members 
it  would  not  return  supporters  of  tbe 
present  Ministry. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  said,  he 
thought  that  the  principle  laid  down  br 
the  Prime  Minister  in  regard  to  distanee 
from  the  seat  of  the  Legislature  ongbt 
to  be  recognized  in  some  degree  in  cot- 
nection  with  those  matters.  Mancbeetff 
was  to  have  one  Member  for  every  70,000 
of  its  population,  and  Liverpool  one  ibr 
every  66,000.  K  Westminster— tie 
very  seat  of  the  Legislature — ^receired 
four  Members,  it  would  have  one  Mem- 
ber for  every  57,000  of  its  population— 
an  undue  proportion  relatively  to  ^ 
numbers  assigned  to  other  places.  He 
considered  that  London  was  immemelj 
indebted  to  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  for  the  greatij  in* 
creased  number  of  Members  which  it 
would  obtain  under  the  Bill. 

Sir  STAFFOED  NGBTHCXXEE  mi, 
he  could  not  help  feeling  that  the  pos* 
tion  in  which  they  were  placed  in  reftrf 
to  that  Amendment  was  illustratzre  of 
the  difficulty  of  the  position  in  wkiek 
the  House  was  placed.  It  was  as  if  tbij 
had  ordered  their  dinner  and  were  di<- 
putin  g  who  was  to  pay  for  it.  The  Homt 
had  decided  to  retain  seven  Members  ibr 
the  Tower  Hamlets,  and  now  the  ques- 
tion was  whether  Westminster  tboiU 
have  four  Members,  or  whether  tbe  Go> 
vemment  must  revert  to  the  ongoii 
proposal  they  made,  that  it  should  hvp* 
three  Members.  When  the  mattarosae 
on  in  Committee  appeals  were  mad«ti 
the  Government  to  give  four  Meobtfi 
to  Westminster,  and  they  said  that  tbiy 
would  be  willing  to  do  so  provided  tibtf 
on  theEeport  another  Member  for  Wirt- 
minster  could  be  obtained  from  sob* 
other  constituency,  and  theythonghtl^ 
that  other  Member  might  be  taken  froft 
the  East  End  of  London.  A  stroof  ^ 
very  general  feeling  had  been  expMv' 
in  the  House  in  favour  of  retaining  tW 
larger  number  for  the  Tower  Hnaktt^ 
Whaty  then,  was  the  positica  of  tk 
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House  with  regard  to  Westminster? 
Having  decided  that  the  number  of  Mem- 
bers for  the  Tower  Hamlets  should  not 
be  reduced,  and  having  before  them  a 
proposal  which  involved  giving  an  addi- 
tional Member  to  Westminster  above 
what  was  given  according  to  the  basis 
upon  which  the  Bill  was  founded,  it  was 
a  question  whether  they  should  retain  a 
fourth  Member  for  Westminster  without 
seeing  how  the  number  was  to  be  made 
lip.  There  was,  no  doubt,  a  strong  case 
for  giving  four  Members  to  Westminster, 
if  the  Government  could  see  their  way 
to  providing  an  addditional  Member; 
bat  it  was  necessary  that  they  should  do 
that,  and  under  the  circumstances  he 
did  not  see  that  the  Government  could 
do  anything  but  revert  to  their  original 
proposal. 

Mb.  HiLINGWGETH  said,  he  was 
glad  that  the  Government  had  put  their 
foot  down,  and  had  reverted  to  their  origi- 
nal scheme.  It  was  impossible  to  settle 
this  question  on  arithmetical  lines.  The 
secret  of  the  hardness  of  the  measure  as 
affecting  large  constituencies,  including 
many  besides  Westminster,  was  to  be 
found  in  the  tender  dealing  of  the  House 
with  small  constituencies  of  between 
15,000  and  20,000  inhabitants.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  some  Members  of 
the  Opposition  were  now  seeking  to  ob- 
tain particular  advantages  for  particular 
places.  He  was  glad  to  hear  that  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  had  supported 
the  decision  of  the  Government,  and  he 
believed  the  House  generally  wished 
the  conditions  of  the  agreement  to  be 
honourably  observed  ana  distinctly  ad- 
hered to. 

Mb.  EAIKES  said,  he  must  express 
his  surprise  at  hearing  such  sentiments 
coming  from  an  hon.  Member  who  re- 
presented a  borough  which  would  be 
considerably  over  -  represented  when 
compared  with  Westminster.  For  his 
own  part,  he  thought  that  there  seemed 
to  be  some  confusion  as  to  what  might 
be  open  to  the  Government  to  do.  There 
was  a  difference  between  what  the  Go- 
vernment might  consider  their  duty  and 
what  the  duty  of  the  House  might  be. 
The  Government  might  have  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  they  had  been  wrong 
in  the  course  which  they  had  taken; 
but  he  thought  that  the  House  had  some 
right  to" look  for  a  better  explanation  for 
their  change  of  attitude  than  anything 
they  had  yet  heard.    He  had  listened 


attentively  to  the  speeches  made  on  be- 
half of  the  Government,  and  especially 
that  of  the  Postmaster  General,  to  hear 
the  real  reasons  which  had  actuated  the 
Government  in  this  matter.  He  could 
not  see  that,  because  the  Government 
had  changed  their  views  with  regard  to 
the  Tower  Hamlets,  the  House  was  there- 
fore to  be  asked  to  change  its  views 
with  respect  to  Westminster.  Although 
they  had  heard  a  good  deal  from  the 
Treasury  Bench  and  from  the  Front 
Opposition  Bench  as  to  excuses  for  the 
attitude  of  the  Government,  they  had 
not  heard  one  particle  of  argument  in 
favour  of  the  proposal  before  the  House. 
Westminster  was  a  place  of  immense 
antiquity,  as  far  as  that  House  was  con- 
cerned, and  its  rateable  value  was  enor- 
mously in  excess  of  that  of  towns  which 
were  represented  to  the  extent  which 
had  been  proposed  for  Westminster. 
They  were  left  without  the  slightest 
ground  to  enable  them  to  see  why  the 
Government  had  changed  their  minds, 
and  yet  because  the  Government  had 
changed  their  minds  with  regard  to 
one  place  the  House  was  to  change  its 
mind  with  regard  to  another.  The 
Schedules  were  still  open,  and  there 
were  plenty  of  places  which  could  con- 
tribute the  Member  asked  for ;  but,  be- 
cause the  Government  had  made  up  their 
minds  to  find  this  Member  in  the  case 
of  the  Tower  Hamlets,  Westminster 
was  to  be  deprived  of  its  proper  repre- 
sentation. He  hoped  that  the  House 
would  not  take  into  consideration  any  of 
those  arrangements  out-of-doors  of  which 
they  had  heard  so  much.  The  arrange- 
ment which  it  was  now  sought  to  set 
aside  had  met  with  the  full  approval  of 
the  Committee.  When  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  charge  of  the  Bill 
had  spoken  upon  this  point,  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  had  got  up  and  con- 
gratulated him  upon  having  arrived  at 
such  a  satisfactory  conclusion ;  there  had 
not  been  one  dissentient  voice,  and  the 
proposal  had  been  agreed  to  nemine  eon- 
iradieente.  Now  they  were  asked  to  give 
this  up  because  the  Government  found 
that  there  was  a  certain  amount  of  dif- 
ficulty with  the  Boundary  Commis- 
sioners. It  appeared  to  him  that  either 
the  Boundary  Commissioners  or  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  were  always  made  respon- 
sible for  any  difficulty.  He  had  the 
greatest  respect  for  the  Boundary  Com- 
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missioners,  who  bad  done  their  work 
with  great  impartiality  and  skill ;  but  be 
would  run  the  risk  of  displeasing  them 
rather  than  see  an  injustice  done  to  an 
important  constituency.  He  hoped  that 
it  was  not  too  late  for  the  Government 
to  consider  their  decision,  and  that  the 
right  hon.  Q-entleman  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  whose  fair- 
ness they  bad  not  found  wanting,  would 
even  now  see  his  way  to  consider  whether 
be  might  find  some  other  victim  to  offer 
on  the  altar  of  justice  rather  than  West- 
minster, because  anyone  would  see  that 
the  present  proposal  involved  an  injus- 
tice to  that  constituency  and  an  infringe- 
ment of  the  principles  upon  which  the 
Bill  was  founded. 

Me.  TOMLINSON  said,  that  it  was 
not  denied  that  a  great  injustice  would 
be  done  to  Westminster  by  reducing  the 
number  of  its  Members  from  four  to 
three.  It  was  the  mere  accident  of  the 
Tower  Hamlets  coming  before  Westmin- 
ster in  the  Schedule  which  led  to  this 
proposal.  It  was  said  that  injustice 
would  be  done  to  the  Tower  Hamlets 
if  the  number  of  its  Members  was  re- 
duced from  seven  to  six.  But  if  the 
scheme  of  the  Government  had  not  been 
broken  into  by  the  previous  decision  of 
the  House,  this  question  with  regard  to 
Westminster  would  not  have  been  raised. 
When  the  Bill  was  in  Committee,  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  put  the  case  of  Westminster  on 
its  merits,  and  the  question  where  the 
fourth  Member  was  to  come  from  was  a 
secondary  matter.  But  now  it  was  pro- 
posed that  this  secondary  point  should 
override  the  consideration  of  the  justice 
of  the  case.  He  thought  this  was  a 
question  which  they  ought  to  carry  to  a 
division. 

Sm  HENRY  HOLLA.ND  said,  he 
also  must  protest  against  the  action  of 
the  Government  in  regard  to  this  matter. 
The  House  was  bound  to  consider  the 
case  upon  its  merits,  and  Westminster 
was  entitled  to  four  Members,  as  the  Go- 
vernment had  at  first  decided.  He  held 
that  if  the  additional  Member  provision- 
ally assigned  to  Westminster  could  not 
be  found  in  London,  it  was  the  duty  of 
the  Government  to  look  elsewhere  for 
one. 

Sir  E.  ASSHETON  CROSS  reminded 
the  House  that  he  had  on  the  former 
occasion  entered  a  distinct  caveat  against 
taking  a  Member  from  the  Tower  Ham- 

J/r.  Raikea 


lets  in  order  to  give  four  to  Westminster. 
The  question  of  where  the  other  Member 
was  to  come  from  was  for  after  considera- 
tion, and  as  it  was  admitted  that  West- 
minster was  entitled  to  four  Memben 
that  number  ought  to  be  assigned  to  tiie 
constituency.  If  he  was  not  mistaken, 
the  question  as  to  the  Tower  Hamlets  vas 
decided  on  the  distinct  understanding 
that  the  case  of  Westminster  diould  bt 
considered  on  its  merits. 

Mb.  WARTON  said,  he  was  of  <^- 
nion  that  on  the  ground  both  of  popa- 
lation  and  of  wealth  Westminster  wai 
clearly  entitled  to  four  Members,  andbt 
suggested  that  the  extra  Member  should 
be  taken  from  Wolverhampton. 

Mr.  FRANCIS  BUXTON  expressed  a 
hope  that  the  House  would  ratify  t^ 
decision  at  which  it  arrived  a  few  days 
ago.  He  should  be  compelled  to  Tote 
against  the  Government  if  they  insiated 
upon  carrying  the  Amendment  to  a  divi- 
sion. Even  under  this  Bill,  London  was 
very  much  under-represented,  and  if 
they  gave  one  more  Member  to  tke 
Metropolis  it  could  be  nothing  but  aa 
advantage. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  be  entiraly 
supported  the  view  advanced  by  the  ban. 
Member  for  Andover.  There  was  par^ 
feet  imanimity  among  the  inhabitants  of 
Westminster  that  adequate  repreeenta- 
tion  should  be  given  to  that  constitaeocj. 
Why,  he  asked,  should  Westminster  bs 
subjected  to  a  disability  because  it  ooa- 
tributed  so  largely  to  the  Rereniie? 
There  was  no  constituency  on 
taxation  fell  more  heavily  than  it 
upon  Westminster.  It  did  not 
to  him  to  be  their  duty  to  say  how  ji 
tice  should  be  done.  That  was 
for  the  Government  to  decide.  He 
mitted  that  the  right  hon.  G^tla^^a 
(Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  had  shown  ihs 
greatest  desire  to  do  justiceto  thedaims 
of  the  various  constituencies  thioo^hoat 
the  United  Kingdom.  But  he  oontendtd 
that  Westminster  had  a  popalataoa 
which,  according  to  all  the  prinrtptw 
laid  down  in  the  Bill,  entitled  it  to  nr 
Members,  and  he  trusted  the  Oowa- 
ment  would  recognize  its  daim.  H« 
was  no  party  to  any  attempt  to  obtain  a 
representation  of  one  set  of  views.  If 
they  reduced  the  number  of  MembsBs  «f 
the  House,  he  should  be  willing  that  the 
representation  of  Westminster  du»ld  ha 
reduced,  and  he  should  not  be  soitt  t^ 
see  that  change,  for  he  believed 
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were  too  many  Members  for  such  a  de- 
liberative Assembly.  But  Westminster 
bad  a  right  to  claim  ber  proper  share  of 
representation. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
that  there  was  a  unanimous  opinion  that 
Westminster  was  entitled  to  four  Mem- 
bers, and  it  would  be  a  dangerous  pre- 
cedent, after  the  decision  of  the  Com- 
mittee, if  they  now  departed  from  a 
proposal  solemnly  made  and  solemnly 
accepted.  He  thought  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Cbvernment  Board  had  signally  failed 
to  show  why  he  had  changed  his  mind 
in  regard  to  this  matter. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  91;  Noes 
171 :  Majority  80.— (Div.  List,  No.  142.) 

Question,  ''  That  the  word  *  three '  be 
there  inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  EDWARD  CLARKE  said,  he 
rose  to  move  an  Amendment  the  object  of 
which  was  to  remove  the  hamlet  of  Penge 
from  the  Schedule  as  part  of  the  new  bo- 
rough of  Camber  well  and  to  transfer  it  to 
the  Dorough  of  Lewisham.  The  Bill  as 
originally  drawn  made  Penge  a  part  of 
the  borough  of  Lewisham,  but  in  Com- 
mittee Penge  was  transferred  to  Cam- 
berwell.  The  inhabitants  of  Camber- 
well  were  much  opposed  to  the  change 
for  many  reasons.  The  addition  womd 
make  the  borough  a  most  unwieldly 
shape,  its  length  being  as  much  as  five 
and  a-half  miles.  Moreover,  Penge  was 
entirely  separated  from  Camberwell  by 
the  hiUB  upon  which  the  Crystal  Palace 
stood.  The  matter  had  been  strongly 
taken  up  by  various  bodies  in  Camber- 
well,  and  he  would  urge  the  House,  for 
the  sake  of  convenience  to  all  political 
Parties,  to  revert  to  the  original  arrange- 
ment. He  believed  that  every  change 
made  in  the  Bill  since  it  had  been  laid 
on  the  Table  had  been  a  mistake,  and  he 
should  be  glad  to  see  them  all  reversed 
by  a  single  vote  if  that  could  be  done. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  16, 
line  10,  to  leave  out  the  words  ''  and  the 
Hamlet  of  Penge."  —  {Mr.  Edward 
Clarke.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said, 
that  he  was  perfeotiy  impartial  on  this 


question  and  had  received  a  great  num- 
ber of  communications  on  both  sides. 
It  was  true  that  Camberwell  had  a 
strong  case  against  having  Penge  added 
to  it ;  but  Lewisham  had  just  as  strong 
a  one.  There  was  as  much  diflSculty 
of  connection  between  Lewisham  and 
Penge  as  between  Penge  and  Camber- 
well. The  original  principle  of  the  Bill 
was  in  the  Metropolis  to  take  parochial 
and  local  government  districts  as  boun- 
daries. Penge  was  put  in  Lewisham 
because  it  was  under  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  Lewisham  District  Board  of  Works. 
On  the  other  hand,  it  was  said  that,  al- 
though Penge  was  within  the  district  of 
the  Lewisham  Board  of  Works,  it  was 
an  altogether  separate  district,  and  was 
in  the  county  of  Surrey,  while  Lewis- 
ham was  in  Kent.  Penge  was  an  out- 
lying hamlet  of  the  parish  of  Battersea, 
which  was  a  long  way  from  it.  There 
was  one  consideration  which  weighed 
with  him  in  favour  of  the  Amendment 
now  in  the  Bill,  and  that  was  that  the 
present  arrangement  made  the  popu- 
lation of  these  boroughs  more  equal.  If 
Penge  were  added  to  Lewisham  it  would, 
make  the  population  of  the  latter  place 
very  high.  There  was  a  strong  local 
opinion  in  Lewisham  against  the  addi- 
tion of  Penge,  while  the  opinion  of  the 
Penge  people  was  in  favour  of  their 
transfer  to  Camberwell.  For  these  rea- 
sons he  was  inclined  to  support  the 
Amendment  made  in  Committee. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Schedule  agreed  to. 
Schedule  4  (New  boroughs). 

Mb.  DAVENPORT  said,  he  begged 
to  propose  an  Amendment,  the  efEect  of 
which  would  be  to  include  in  the  new 
borough  of  Hanley  all  such  parts  of  the 
present  borough  of  Stoke-upon-Trent  as 
fay  to  the  north  of  Hanley.  As  the 
Schedule  stood,  the  Local  Government 
district  of  Tunstall  was  excluded  from 
the  borough  of  Hanley. 

Amendment  proposed, 

Iq  Schedule  4,  page  16,  line  62,  to  leave  out 
the  words  "  and  is  not  included  in  the  Local 
Government    District    of    Tunstall."  —  {Mr. 
Davenport.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said, 
that  he  had  intended  to  make  the  change 

\^8ectmd  Night.'] 
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proposed  by  the  hon.  Member,  but  lie 
found  that  opinion  in  Hanley  and  Tun- 
stall  was  so  strong  against  it  that  he 
had  abandoned  his  intention. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  17,  after  Kne  16,  insert  as  a  separate 
paragraph, — "  Royal  University  of  Ireland. 
Two  Members." — (Dr.  Lyons.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sib  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  rose  to 
Order.  No  doubt,  it  was  a  fact  that 
some  ancient  Universities  by  prescrip- 
tion were  boroughs ;  but  he  would  like 
to  know  whether  it  was  in  Order  to 
move  this  clause  here  under  a  Schedule 
dealing  with  new  boroughs  ? 

Mr.  SPE AKEE  ruled  that  the  Amend- 
ment was  out  of  Order,  as  the  Eoyal 
University  was  not  a  borough. 

Db.  LYONS  said,  that  there  was  no 
place  in  the  Bill  where  Universities  were 
considered,  and  he  had,  therefore,  placed 
the  name  of  the  Boyal  University  down 
as  an  independent  constituency.  He 
was  told  by  the  Clerk  at  the  Table  that 
he  was  in  Order.  He  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  would  not  press  a  verbal 
objection  to  his  proposal. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  observed, 
that  even  if  the  name  of  the  Koyal  Uni- 
versity were  placed  in  the  Schedule  it 
would  require  a  clause  in  the  Bill  to 
give  any  effect  to  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Schedule  5  (Contents  and  boundaries 
of  boroughs  with  altered  boundaries). 

Sir  EAEDLEY  WILMOT  said,  he 
rose  to  propose  that  the  borough  of 
Warwick  should  bear  the  name  of 
**  Warwick — Leamington."  For  the 
last  10  or  20  years  Leamington  had  in- 
creased enormously  in  proportion  to 
Warwick,  and  he  did  not  think  that 
Warwick  would  be  at  all  the  worse  for 
having  its  younger  neighbour  next  to  it 
in  the  title  which  he  proposed.  The 
people  of  Leamington  attached  a  great 
deal  of  importance  to  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  22, 
line  23,  after  **  Warwick,"  insert  **  Lea- 
mington."— {Sir  Eardley  Wiltnot.) 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  that 
Leamington  was  the  more  important  part 
of  the  borough,  and,  therefore,  there  was 

Sir  Charks  W.  Dilke 


some  ground  for  adopting  the  double 
name ;  but  he  should  prefer  the  word 
**  and  "  between  the  two  words. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agr09i  U, 

Words  ''and  Leamington"  vutrid 
accordingly. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  20,  line  34,  after  the  word  ^  Fen- 
broke,"  to  insert  the  words  ''and  HaTeifoid- 
west." — (Mr,  Warton.) 

Question,  '^  That  those  words  be  then 
inserted,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Schedule,  as  amended,  agrssd  U, 

Schedule  6  (New  boroughs). 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  Schedule  6,  page  28,  after  line  13,  to  n 
the  words, — 

**  Finsbnry. 

Three  DivisionB.    One  Member  lor  eKk 

Diyiaion. 

Names  and  Contents  of  Diriskmi. 

No.  1.    The    Holbom    No.  2.    The 
Division.  DiyiAon. 


So  much  of  the  Hol- 
bom district  as  com- 
prises the  parishes  of — 

St.  Andrew,  Hol- 
bom, above  Bars 
and  St.  G^rge  the 
Martyr,  and 

Saffron  Hill,  Hatton 
Garden,  Ely  Place, 
and  Ely  Rents. 

The  St.  GQes'  Dis- 
trict: 

Gray's  Inn, 

FumivaVs  Inn, 

Staple  Inn, 

Lincoln's  Inn,  and 

Liberty  of  the  Rolls. 
—{Sir  CharUt  W,  Dilk$. 


The  parkh  of  St 
James  and  St 
John, 
welL 


No.  3.    The  Esit 
Diviflion. 

The  parishes  of— 
St  Luke,  MiddlflM; 
St  Sepulchze,  Mid- 
dlesex, 
Charter  Hoosa, 

mud 
GlasahoQse  Tsid." 


) 


Question  proposed,  "  That  those  worif 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  TOMMNSON  moved  to  omit  tb» 
district  of  Safiron  Hill,  Hatton  Gaite. 
Ely  Place,  and  Ely  Bents  fiom  t^ 
Holborn  Division,  to  include  it  in  tht 
district  of  St.  Luke's.  The  ahvatiflft 
would  to  some  extent  redress  the  dis- 
crepancy between  the  number  of  pops* 
lation  of  the  two  divisions. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  ssid  pro- 
posed Amendment,  to  leave  oot  tihs 
words  <'Safi&on  Hill,  Hatton  Gndsa. 
Ely  Place,  and  Ely  Bents."  —  ,JI'. 
Tomlineon,) 


J 
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Qaestion  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
proposed  Amendment." 

8iB  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
feared  that  the  Government  would  jeo- 
pardize the  arrangement  which  had  been 
come  to  if  he  accepted  the  Amendment 
at  Bo  late  a  stage  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  lewis  supported  the  Amend- 
ment, remarking  that  the  division  from 
which  it  was  proposed  to  take  the  dis- 
trict in  question  contained  now  60  per 
cent  more  population  than  the  division 
to  which  it  was  now  sought  to  attach  it. 

Mb.  W.  M.  TOERENS  said,  he  was 
opposed  to  the  Amendment. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question,  ''  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Another  Amendment  made. 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  wished 
to  propose  an  Amendment,  the  effect  of 
which  would  be  to  secure  the  return  of 
an  Irish  National  Member  for  the  Ex- 
change Division  of  Liverpool.  He 
thought  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would 
be  willing  to  accept  the  Amendment, 
and  he  would  appeal  to  the  House  to 
take  the  matters  into  its  own  hands  out 
of  the  hands  of  the  Leaders  on  both 
sides,  who  formed  the  so-called  compact, 
and,  if  he  made  out  a  good  case,  to 
decide  in  favour  of  his  proposal.  He 
made  two  alternative  proposals.  He 
wished  to  make  a  change  in  two  of  the 
divisions  of  Liverpool — ^namely,  the  Ex- 
change Division  and  the  Abercrombie 
Division.  There  was  a  small  triangular 
piece  of  the  Exchange  Division  which 
he  wished  to  have  included  in  the 
Abercrombie  Division,  as  well  as  the 
large  block  of  Lime  Street,  which  pro- 
jected into  the  Abercrombie  Division. 
The  alternative  proposal  was  that  the 
small  triangular  portion  should  still 
remain  in  the  Exchange  Division,  and 
that  the  only  portion  transferred  should 
be  tho  block  bounded  by  the  London 
Road  and  extending  into  the  Aber- 
crombie Division.  There  was  a  con- 
siderable and  uniustifiable  difference 
between  the  population  of  the  Aber- 
crombie Division  and  that  of  the  Ex- 
change Division,  and  if  his  proposal 
were  accepted,  this  disparity  would  be 
very  oonsiderably  modified.  The  changes 
he  proposed  would  also  make  the  divi- 


sions more  in  accordance  with  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  which  was  that 
persons  of  similar  pursuits  should,  as 
far  as  possible,  be  thrown  into  the  same 
divisions.  The  Exchange  Division  was 
a  working-class  division,  and  the  Aber- 
crombie Division  was  a  commercial 
division,  and  the  Exchange  itself  had 
actually  been  thrown  out  of  the  com- 
mercial division  into  the  working-class 
division.  He  had  a  conversation  with 
the  Liberal  Member  for  Liverpool,  who 
would  be  in  favour  of  transferring  the 
Exchange  and  one  or  two  streets  round 
it  into  the  commercial  division.  But  it 
would  be  obviously  too  small  a  change, 
and  if  a  change  were  at  all  desirable  it 
should  take  the  larger  form  which  he 
had  proposed.  He  thought  it  always 
best  to  discuss  proposals  of  this  kind  in 
a  perfectly  candid  spirit,  and  he  con- 
fessed that  one  of  his  reasohs  for  pro- 
posing the  change  was  that  it  would 
give  the  Irish  population  of  Liverpool  a 
better  chance  of  carrying  another  of  the 
divisions  of  the  City.  The  Scotland 
Ward  Division,  it  was  generally  ad- 
mitted, would  be  a  division  in  which  an 
Irish  National  candidate  would  be  almost 
certain  of  beating  all  comers,  and  if  his 
proposal  were  carried,  two  out  of  the 
nine  Members  of  Liverpool  would  be 
Irish  National  Members.  He  hoped 
that  the  time  was  long  since  past  when 
such  a  prospect  as  this  would  be  found 
alarming  or  irrational.  Every  respon- 
sible and  intelligent  politician  in  the 
House  knew  that  there  must  be  next 
Parliament  in  this  House  an  over- 
whelming majority  of  Irish  Representa- 
tives pledged  to  National  principles, 
and  supposing  that  there  were  80,  what 
possible  harm  could  it  be  to  have  the 
number  increased  to  81  by  an  Irish 
National  Member  sitting  for  an  English 
constituency?  Numerically  it  would 
make  no  difference,  but  morally  and 
politically  it  would  make  the  greatest 
difference,  and  he  ventured  to  say  would 
be  productive  of  the  greatest  benefit  to 
the  future  relations  between  England 
and  Ireland  and  between  the  Irish  and 
English  people  in  England.  Every  addi- 
tional opportunity  legitimately  afforded 
to  Irishmen  for  the  expression  of  their 
sentiments  in  that  House  was  an  en- 
couragement to  them  to  urge  their 
claims  and  to  seek  redress  of  their 
grievances  by  peaceful  and  Constitutional 
methods.    He  hoped  that  even  at  this 

[^Second  Night.'] 
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late  stage  of  the  Bill  the  Conservative 
Leader  would  give  the  benefit  of  his 
support  to  the  proposal.  He  thought 
he  might  say  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  would 
not  oppose  the  proposal  if  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  would  rise  in  his  plcuse 
and  say  he  had  no  objection  to  it ;  and 
he  would  strongly  impress  upon  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  that  he  should 
present  to  the  Irish  people  in  England, 
forming  2,000,000  of  its  population,  the 
agreeable  and  statesmanlike  prospect  of 
having  their  claims  as  strongly  advo> 
cated'by  Conservatives  as  by  Liberals 
in  that  House.  As  it  was,  even  allow- 
ing the  boundaries  to  remain  as  at 
present,  the  Irish  population  of  the 
Exchange  Division  would  have  a  very 
large  controlling  force  in  the  return  of 
a  Member  for  that  division.  No  Member 
could  be  returned  who  had  not  the 
support  of  the  Irish  population,  and  they 
would  have  the  Liberal  and  Conserva- 
tive candidate  both  fishing  for  the  Irish 
vote,  after  the  manner  of  a  Dutch 
auction.  The  hon.  Member  concluded 
by  moving  his  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  31,  column  2,  line  43,  after  the  words 
**  Lime  Street  Ward,"  to  insert  the  words 
''excepting  that  portion  bounded  by  a  line 
drawn  from  Moss  Street  through  London  Hoad 
and  William  Brown  Street  down  to  the  junction 
between  Byrom  Street  and  Old  Hay  market." — 
(Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  WHITLEY,  while  admitting  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Gal  way  had  stated 
his  case  very  fairly  and  moderately,  yet 
expressed  his  hope  that  the  Government 
would  not  accede  to  that  Amendment, 
which  involved  a  very  serious  alteration 
of  the  Bill.  The  Boundary  Commis- 
sioners had  very  fully  considered  those 
matters  on  the  spot ;  members  of  every 
Party  in  Liverpool,  including  the  Irish 
Nationalists,  had  attended  before  them, 
and  their  decisions  had  met  with  the 
approval  of  the  inhabitants  at  large, 
with  very  few  exceptions.  It  woiUd, 
therefore,  be  a  strong  thing  now  to 
upset  all  those  decisions.  This  Amend- 
ment, moreover,  would  not  only  disturb 
two  particular  divisions,  but  would  also 
have  a  very  considerable  effect  on  the 
other  divisions  of  the  city.  Under  these 
circumstances  he  hoped  the  House  would 
pause  before  they  accepted  a  proposal 

Mr.  r.  P.  O'Connor 


which  would  meet  with  the  disapproval 
of  the  inhabitants  of  Liverpool  g«ie- 
rally.  As  the  divisions  stood  the  Irifik 
Party  were  as  fully  represented  as  iheir 
numbers  warranted,  and  to  alter  the 
boundaries  so  as  to  give  the  Irish  Party 
an  overwhelming  majority  in  one  of  tlw 
wards  would  be  prejudicial  to  the  in- 
terests of  Liverpool,  and  would  meet 
with  the  condemnation  of  nine-tenths  of 
the  inhabitants  of  the  city. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  observed 
that  when  the  Bill  was  in  Committee  be 
had  promised  to  consider  this  matter,  if 
any  agreement  could  be  arrired  at 
When,  however,  he  had  begun  to  maks 
inquiries,  he  had  found  that  there  was 
no  general  agreement  of  political  Parties 
in  Liverpool  in  favour  of  the  propoaaL 
The  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Galway  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  had  been 
moderate,  and  put  the  ease  froia  his 
point  of  view  very  clearly,  and  he  was 
sure  it  was  appreciated.  He  (Sir  Cbailei 
W.  Dilke)  could  not  speak  with  asy 
local  knowledge  of  Liverpool,  and  be 
had  no  knowledge  of  the  changes  wbieb 
would  be  efifected  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's proposal.  As  far  as  he  coeld 
make  out,  one  of  his  proposals  woald 
increase  the  population  of  one  of  tbs 
divisions,  and  the  other  would  sligbth' 
diminish  it.  He  could  not  agree  with 
the  hon.  Member  as  to  details ;  bis  la^ 
of  local  knowledge  would  not  justifr 
him  in  attempting  to  do  so.  He,  bov* 
ever,  believed,  that  the  scheme  of  the 
Commissioners  had  met  with  gcnanl 
favour  in  Liverpool,  and  he  thoagbl 
that  the  Government  would  not  bt 
justified  in  altering  it. 

Mr.  HEALY  was  sorry  to  hear  tbal 
the  only  reason  of  the  Government  for 
opposing  this  Amendment  was  hmmk 
upon  the  opposition  of  the  Conserralhv 
Party  in  Liverpool.  The  Liberal  Pnty 
there  were  not  opposed  to  it;  tbor 
principal  organ  The  Daily  Fo9t  beiiu:  is 
favour  of  it.  So  far  as  he  could  gather, 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  no  objertioa 
himself  to  the  proposaL  He  itgiutirf 
very  much  that  the  ConaervatiTe  I^rtf 
desired  to  reduce  the  repreeentatkn  t£ 
2,000,000  of  the  Irish  population  to  om 
Member,  when  the  Protestant  laisorrty 
of  a  little  over  1,000,000  in  theNoftWs 
comer  of  Ireland  was  represented  by  as 
less  than  20  Members.  He  oonid  sot 
say  that  this  was  very  fair  pUy 
the  Catholics  of  EngUuid 
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at  the  hands  of  the  Conservative  Party 
after  they  had  jerrymandered  the  seats 
in  Ulster.  The  Irish  population  were 
fully  one-third  of  the  population  of 
Liverpool,  which  would  be  represented 
by  nine  Members  in  that  House.  It 
was  not  a  very  unreasonable  request 
that  they  made  of  the  Government  to 
accord  the  Catholics  of  Liverpool  two 
Members.  The  Conservative  Party 
were  the  advocates  of  denominational 
education,  and  under  ordinary  circum- 
stances the  Catholic  population  would 
be  at  one  with  them  upon  religious 
questions.  He,  therefore,  regretted 
very  much  to  see  that  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  acted  as  spokesman  for  the 
Conservative  Party  should  have  pre- 
vented the  Catholics  of  Great  Britain 
from  obtaining  an  additional  Member. 
He  reminded  the  Conservatives  that  the 
English  Catholic  nobility  had  always 
been  attached  to  the  Conservative  Party, 
and  were  some  of  the  most  bitter  oppo- 
nents of  Ireland.  The  single-Member 
system  had  worked  the  Irish  Party 
enormous  harm.  He  hoped  the  Con- 
servative Party  would  not  contribute  to 
the  further  estrangement  of  the  Irish 
and  Catholic  population  by  following 
the  Conservative  Member  for  Liverpool 
into  the  Lobby. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  said,  he 
should  have  been  very  glad  if  the  gene- 
ral concurrence  of  the  House  had  enabled 
the  Government  to  g^ve  way  and  consent 
to  the  change  proposed  in  the  divisions 
of  Liverpool.  For  his  part,  he  thought 
it  was  much  to  be  regretted  that  a  cer- 
tain number  of  Boman  Catholic  Mem- 
bers were  not  returned  by  English  con- 
stituencies ;  and  he  should  be  glad  to  see 
any  reasonable  arrangement  of  consti- 
tuencies made  by  which  that  object 
could  be  effected.  At  the  same  time,  he 
thought  that  hon.  Members  had  some- 
what exaggerated  the  numbers  of  the 
Irish  Boman  Catholic  population  of 
England  in  placing  it  at  2,000,000.  The 
last  Census  showed  the  number  of  Irish- 
bom  persons  living  in  England  to  be 
562,000. 

Mb.  HEALT  :  But  what  about  their 
QescendftntR  ? 

Me.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  did  not  think 
that,  even  making  allowance  for  them, 
the  figures  could  be  anything  like 
2,000,000.  Morever,  the  Irish  Eoman 
Catholics  were  spread  over  the  whole  of 
the  country,  and,  except  in  the  case  of  a 


few  towns,  were  in  nothing  like  large 
numbers  anywhere.  The  proportion  of  the 
Irish  to  the  English  in  any  district  was 
therefore  very  small.  Moreover,  hon. 
Members  had  understated  very  much 
the  Protestant  population  of  Ireland  in 
placing  it  only  at  1,000,000.  It  should 
be  recollected  also  that  it  bore  a  very 
different  proportion  to  the  Koman  Ca- 
tholic in  Ireland  to  that  in  which  the 
Boman  Catholic  stood  to  the  Protestant 
in  England.  Throughout  Ireland  the 
Protestants  formed  about  a  fourth  of  the 
population,  and  in  Ulster  were  in  a 
majority.  It  was  impossible  to  state 
exactly  what  electoral  power  the  Irish 
Eoman  Catholics  would  have  in  Eng- 
land; but  in  some  constituencies  they 
would  undoubtedly  have  considerable 
influence. 

Sir  E.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  observed, 
that  the  House  had  nothing  whatever 
to  do  with  the  question  of  whether 
Catholics  should  or  should  not  be  re- 
turned for  particular  portions  of  the 
constituency,  but  simply  as  to  whether 
the  Boundary  Commissioners,  looking 
at  the  Instructions  placed  before  them, 
were  right  in  the  divisions  which  they 
had  suggested  for  Liverpool.  The  way 
in  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Galway 
had  brought  forward  the  Motion  did 
him  great  credit;  but  from  his  know- 
ledge of  Liverpool  he  considered  the 
Commissioners  had  come  to  a  very 
sensible,  natural,  and  rational  division. 
He  believed  the  hon.  Member  for  Liver- 
pool (Mr.  Whitley),  who  had  just  spoken, 
represented  correctly  the  feeling  of  his 
constituents  when  he  said  nine-tenths 
of  the  inhabitfimts  were  averse  to  the 
proposed  change.  The  question  was 
not  a  Party  one,  and  he  should  be  sur- 
prised if  the  hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr. 
Samuel  Smith)  did  not  confirm  that 
statement. 

Mr.  SAMUEL  SMITH  said,  he  had 
taken  some  pains  to  ascertain  the  feel- 
ing of  the  inhabitants  of  Liverpool  on 
the  subject,  and  he  concurred  with  the 
remark  of  his  Colleague  that  the  feeling 
was  almost  unanimous  against  making 
any  changes  in  the  divisions  of  the  city 
proposed  by  the  Boundary  Commis- 
sioners. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  :  When  the 
hon.  Member  speaks  of  the  feeling  being 
unanimous,  he  does  not,  of  course,  in- 
clude the  Irish,  who  form  one-third  of 
the  population. 

[^Second  Nigkt,'] 
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Mr.  SAMUEL  SMITH  said,  no 
representations  had  reached  him,  and 
he  had  friendly  relations  with  a  large 
portion  of  the  Irish  population  of  Li- 
verpool, and  hoped  that  those  friendly 
relations  would  continue.  So  far  as 
he  could  see,  the  proposed  change 
would  require  a  practical  reconstitution 
of  the  whole  Parliamentary  borough. 
The  Amendment  would  necessitate  the 
division  of  several  wards ;  whereas  the 
scheme  of  the  Boundary  Oommissioners 
coincided  with  the  existing  wards,  and 
it  would  cause  great  confusion  to  break 
up  the  wards  in  the  manner  in  which 
the  hon.  Member  recommended.  Even 
if  the  Amendment  were  adopted,  it 
would  not  give  the  Irish  population  a 
majority  in  this  division.  As  the  wards 
were  constituted  in  the  Bill,  the  Irish 
would  number  about  one-fourth  of  the 
electors,  and  if  a  change  were  made 
as  proposed  the  Irish  electors  would 
not  exceed  one-third.  The  Irish  Party 
would  not  be  in  the  position  to  return  a 
Member  under  any  circumstances.  It 
had  been  charged  against  the  Protestant 
population  that  they  were  not  willing  to 
permit  Catholics  in  England  to  have  re- 

Eresentation ;  but  he  would  remind  the 
on.  Member  for  Monaghan  that  within 
the  last  day  or  two  the  first  steps  had 
been  taken  for  choosing  Liberal  candi- 
dates for  Liverpool,  and  he  believed 
there  was  every  probability  of  an  Irish 
Catholic  being  asked  to  contest  the 
Exchange  Ward.  So  far  as  he  was 
concerned,  he  was  entirely  in  favour  of 
the  just  representation  of  Catholics  in 
England. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  ,  said,  it  was,  no 
doubt,  thoughtful  of  the  Liberal  Party 
managers  to  run  a  Catholic  Liberal  in  a 
district  in  which  he  hoped  to  catch  some 
Catholic  votes.  Even  apart  from  Irish 
Nationalist  considerations,  but  on  the 
broadest  ground  of  English  common 
sense,  this  complaint  should  be  attended 
to.  But,  apparently,  the  bigotry  and 
prejudice  of  the  English  race,  and  that 
curious  mixture  of  qualities  which  made 
them  incapable  of  understanding  any 
other  race  in  the  world,  made  the  Go- 
vernment refuse  this  concession. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  re- 
gretted that  the  question  had  resolved 
itself  into  a  religious  one,  and  that 
an  understanding  upon  the  subject 
had  not  been  arrived  at  by  the  Front 
Opposition    Bench    and    the    Qovem- 


ment.  He  objected  to  pressure  bong 
brought  to  bear  upon  English  Mem- 
bers by  a  separation  being  brought 
about  between  the  English  and  the  Inah 
elements  in  the  great  constituencies.  He 
denied  that  there  was  any  desire  on  the 
part  of  Conservatives  to  deprive  any 
section  of  the  community  of  a  fair  share 
of  representation;  but  as  the  queetioa 
was  a  particular  one,  dealing  with  the 
peculiarities  of  one  special  constitaencj, 
and  not  one  of  genei^  principle,  he  fe^ 
bound,  in  case  of  a  division,  to  give  hii 
support  to  the  Government. 

Mr.  BIGGAIt  said,  it  was  a  remazk- 
able  fact  that  both  the  Members  of  tin 
Government  who  had  spoken  admitted 
that  the  Irish  Members  were  right  on 
the  merits  of  the  case;  but  stifi  they 
were  determined,  acting  on  undergroasd 
influences,  to  refuse  the  propoeal.  and,  to 
suit  the  exigencies  of  Party,  they  re- 
fused to  do  justice  to  the  Irishznen  of 
Liverpool.  It  was,  no  doubt,  a  devcr 
dodge  for  the  Liberal  manag^era  to  imt 
up  a  Catholic  Liberal  in  liverpool ;  but 
he  thought  in  doing  so  they  were  over- 
shooting the  mark.  Such  a  man  wooM 
be  either  a  political  renegade  or  an  anti- 
Irishman,  and  the  Irishmen  of  lirerpool 
would  have  nothing  to  do  with  him. 

It  being  now  a  quarter  belort 
Six  of  the  clock,  the  Debate  stood  ad- 
journed. 

Further  Proceeding  on  Consideratka 
of  the  Bill,  as  amended,  d^fgrr^i  till 
Monday  next. 


PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS   OF  THE 

HOUSE. 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  said,  thit 
he  desired  to  make  a  statement  toth* 
House  with  reference  to  the  oomw  <i 
Business.  He  had  already  informed  the 
House,  and  the  Attorney  General  hai 
likewise  done  eo,  that  the  BegistimtuiK 
Bills  were  extremely  pressing.  ThiJ 
were  even  more  pressing  for  the  mome&t 
than  the  Bedistribution  Bill,  and  th«r 
must  make  some  progress  with  regari 
to  them,  because  of  the  necessity  to  pro- 
ceed with  the  voting  lists.  The  dottef 
imposed  on  the  officers  in  conseqa«Dc« 
of  the  delay  which  had  taken  P^Me  wer* 
very  great.  Therefore,  on  Friday,  it 
was  proposed  to  go  forward  with  tb* 
Irish  Eegistration  Bill,  the  Scoldi  B£3 
being  plf^ed  second.  They  had  iatcfidsi 
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to  place  all  the  three  Bills  for  Friday ; 
bat  serious  and  very  natural  objections 
had  been  taken  to  setting  down  the 
English  measure  for  that  day. 

SibMICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  said, 
the  House  would  remember,  with  refer- 
ence to  the  question  of  transferring  the 
cost  of  preparing  the  voters'  lists  irom 
local  rates  to  Imperial  taxation,  that 
after  the  vote  which  was  given  the  other 
night  the  Prime  Minister  stated  that 
the  Gt>Temment  must  take  time  to  con- 
sider what  course  they  should  pursue, 
and  he  wished  to  ask  whether  that  point 
would  be  again  brought  up  during  the 
progress  of  the  Irish  Begistration  Bill 
through  Committee  ?  

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
did  not  think  the  point  would  be  raised 
in  Committee  on  the  Irish  Bill.  He 
thought  it  would  first  come  before  the 
House  in  Committee  on  the  English 
Bill,  if  raised  by  opponents  of  the  pre- 
sent system,  or  it  would  come  up  on  the 
Eeport  of  the  Irish  Bill. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH: 
Then  the  Oovemment  do  not  intend  to 
move  any  Amendment  which  would  have 
the  effect  of  reversing  the  decision  arrived 
at  the  other  evening  ? 

Sm  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  I  am 
not  aware  of  any  such  intention  on  the 
part  of  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland, 
or  of  the  Irish  authorities ;  and  I  think 
that  if  they  had  had  any  such  intention, 
I  should  have  heard  of  it. 

Mb.  PARNELL  asked  that  instruc- 
tions similar  to  those  in  the  English  Bill 
might  be  inserted  in  the  Irish  Registra- 
tion Bill ;  a]so,  if  it. would  be  convenient 
for  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke)  to  be  in  the  House  on  Friday, 
in  order  to  assist  the  Irish  officials 
during  the  discussion  of  the  Irish  Bill  ? 
He  was  sure  if  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
could  find  time  to  be  in  the  House,  the 
result  would  be  better  progress  and  much 
greater  harmony. 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  was  un- 
derstood to  say  that  it  would  not  be  in 
Order  for  him  to  discuss  that  question. 

CoLoifEL  NOLAN  wished  to  know 
when  the  English  Bill  would  come  on  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  That 
must  depend  to  some  extent  on  the  pro- 
gress made  with  the  Irish  Bill. 

Hoiue  acyoomed  at  five  minutes 
before  Six  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 

Thursday,  30^A  April,  1885. 


MINUTES.]  — Public  Bills—  FirBt  Reading 
—  Local  Authorities  (Expenses  of  Con- 
ferences) *  (93) ;  Local  GN)yeminent  Fro- 
visional  Orders  (Poor  Law)  (No.  6)  •  (94). 

Obmmittee  —  Report  —  Federal  Council  of  Aus- 
tralasia (69). 

Report^ CnmmiX  I^aw  Amendment*  (92). 

Third  Reading  —  Local  Government  (Ireland) 
Provisional  Orders  (Labourers  Act)  (No.  2)* 
(64);  Infants  (78),  and  jpofMi/. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— RUSSIA  AND  AFGHAN- 
ISTAN-RUSSIAN ADVANCE— OCCU- 
PATION OF  MARUCHAK. 

QUESTION. 

Eabl  DE  la  WARR:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  noble  Earl  the  Seoretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  a  Question  of  which 
I  have  given  him  private  Notice— Whe- 
ther there  is  any  truth  in  the  report  of 
the  occupation  of  Maruchak  by  the 
Russians,  and  also  of  a  further  advance 
towards  Herat  ? 

Eael  GRANVILLE :  My  Lords, 
Sir  Peter  Lumsden,  on  the  23rd  of  April 
telegraphed — 

"  Just  recoived  from  Governor  of  Herat  in- 
telligence that  Russians  have  advanced  a  post 
30  miles  south  of  Pul-i-Khisti  to  Maruchak,  on 
the  Murghab." 

On  the  25th  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  merely 
alludes  to  the  recent  occupation  of  Maru- 
chak. Her  Majesty's  Oovemment  are 
averse  to  giving  publicity  to  mere  re- 
ports ;  but  the  matter  was  so  important 
that  an  answer  was  given  yesterday  in 
the  House  of  Commons  with  regard  to 
the  information  which  had  thus  been 
received,  and  on  which  we  had  thought 
it  right  to  make  inquiries  at  St.  Peters- 
burg. The  Russian  Ambassador  in* 
formed  me  that  his  Oovemment  knew 
nothing  of  the  Russian  advance  to 
Maruchak.  Sir  Edward  Thornton,  to 
whom  I  had  addressed  inquiries,  replied 
on  the  29th  that  the  Russian  Minister  of 
Foreign  Affairs  said  that  he  could  state 
positively  that  no  Russian  troops  had 
advanced  to  Maruchak.  Sir  Peter  Lums- 
den, in  a  telegram  which  arrived  late 
yesterday  evening,  said  that  an  Afghan 
express  just  in  declared  the  report  of  a 
Russian  occupation  of  Maruchak  to  be 
quite  unfounded. 
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FEDERAL  COUNCIL  OF  AUSTRALASIA 

BILL.— (No.  69.) 

{The  Earl  of  Derby,) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
put  into  Committee,  read. 

Moved,  '*That  the  House  do  now  re- 
solve itself  into  Committee  on  the  said 
BiU."— (7%tf  Earl  of  Derby,) 

The  Eabl  of  CAENARVON  said, 
the  House  would  remember  the  general 
substance  of  the  discussion  which  took 
place  the  other  evening  on  this  Bill,  and 
that  the  question  at  issue  turned  upon 
the  adhesion  of  certain  Australian 
Colonies  to  the  31st  clause  of  the  Bill; 
but  since  the  second  reading  a  very 
important  Paper  had  been  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  House.  He  had  been 
criticized  in  a  public  paper  for  having 
said  that  the  Colony  of  New  South 
Wales  had  expressed  its  adhesion  to 
this  dlst  clause,  and  had  refused  to 
enter  the  Union  unless  it  were  retained. 
The  exact  position  was  that  neither  New 
South  Wales  nor  New  Zealand  had  ex- 
pressed any  formal  opinion  on  the  sub- 
ject. He  thought  that  it  was  imder- 
stood  that  if  that  clause  did  not  remain 
a  portion  of  the  Bill  there  was  no  pro- 
bability that  either  of  those  Colonies 
would  come  in.  There  was  another 
very  important  point  in  the  matter.  His 
statement  the  other  night  was  that 
there  were  four  Colonies  —  Victoria, 
Queensland,  South  Australia,  and  Tas- 
mania— ^in  favour  of  the  omission  of 
that  clause,  and  that  two  Colonies  — 
New  South  Wales  and  New  Zealand — 
were  in  favour  of  its  retention.  But 
from  the  Paper  to  which  he  had  alluded 
he  gathered  that  South  Australia  had 
expressed  an  opinion  in  favour  of  the 
retention  of  the  clause.  On  the  17th  of 
April  a  telegram  arrived  from  the  Go- 
vernor of  South  Australia  in  which  he 
said  the  Government  there  were  satis- 
fied with  the  Amendments  agreed  upon, 
one  of  which  Amendments  was  the  in- 
sertion of  this  particular  clause.  That 
was  a  very  important  matter,  beoause, 
in  the  first  place,  it  would  be  noticed 
that  instead  of  there  being  four  Colonies 
adverse  to  the  clause  and  two  favour- 
able to  it,  there  were  three  in  favour 
and  three  adverse  to  it ;  and,  secondly, 
in  the  30th  clause  of  the  Bill  it  was  ex- 
pressly provided  that  the  consent  of  four 


Colonies  should  be  required  in  order  to 
make  a  Confederation,  and  the  result 
would  be  that  no  confederation  under 
the  Bill  might  take  place,  whieii  was 
greatly  to  be  deplored.  The  predee 
position  of  the  Australian  Coloniee  was 
that  Yictoria,  Queensland,  and  Tas- 
mania were  all  in  favour  of  the  omlanoft 
of  this  clause,  and  New  South  Wake 
and  New  Zealand  required  to  give  the 
matter  more  consideration,  and,  in  fact, 
declined  to  express  any  formal  opinion. 
There  was,  he  thought,  on  all  aides  of 
the  House  a  desire  to  encourage  to  t^ 
utmost  and  to  facilitate  the  union  and 
federation  of  the  Colonies,  beliering  it 
to  be  highly  desirable  in  all  respects ; 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  the  difficohiet 
which  appeared  were  many,  the  deUcscy 
of  the  position  was  very  great,  and  it 
required  g^eat  delicacy  of  touch  in  order 
to  carry  the  matter  through  sucoeesfnUy. 
Therefore,  while  he  had  endeavotired  to 
correct  his  statement  of  the  other  night 
so  as  to  bring  it  in  accordance  with  the 
exact  and  precise  state  of  the  case,  bs 
still  adhereii  to  the  opinion  that  it  waa» 
on  the  whole,  best  to  retain  the  31rt 
clause  in  the  Bill,  as  leading  to  the  eos- 
summation  they  all  desii^ — namely, 
the  adoption  of  this  Federation. 

The  £arl  of  DERBY  said,  it  was 
quite  true  that  Yictoria,  Qneenslaad. 
and  Tasmania  were  against  the 
tion  of  the  clause,  that  South 
and  West  Australia  accepted  the  Bill  as 
it  stood,  and  that  New  South  Wales  and 
New  Zealand  had  not  yet  expreoaed  any 
definite  opinion. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  House  in  Ooat- 
mittee. 

Bill  reporUd  without  AmendiMBt; 
and  to  be  read  3'  To-morrtm. 

INFANTS  BILL.— (No.  78,) 

(Th4  Lord  FittOwrmU.) 

THTHT)  &EADIKQ. 

Bill  read  3^  (according  to  Order). 
On  Motion,  **  That  the  BiU  do  ymm !  ** 

Lord  NOBTON  said,  he  rose  to  mof 
an  Amendment  on  Sub-sectioii  2  sf 
Clause  3,  which  gave  a  mother  power  t» 
appoint  provisionally,  by  deed  or  wiSL 
a  guardian  or  guardians  to  act  jointh- 
with  the  father  after  her  death.  B« 
proposed  to  insert  the  following  Prs- 
viso: — 
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"  But  no  such  proTidonal  appointment  of  guar- 
dians to  act  with  the  infant's  father  shall  take 
effect  unless  confirmed  by  the  Court  upon 
endence  sufficient  in  its  judgment  to  prove  that 
the  father  is  unfit  to  he  the  sole  guardian." 

As  the  clause  stood,  a  mother  might 
appoint  guardians  to  act  with  the  father, 
unless  the  sanction  of  the  Court  should 
he  refused.  He  thought  it  better,  con- 
versely, that  such  appointment  should 
he  invalid  unless  confirmed  by  the  Court. 
Every  father  should  not  be  obliged  to 
void  a  formal  appointment  by  proving 
himself  fit  to  be  sole  guardian.  The 
hostile  guardian  should  be  made  to*show 
cause  for  his  appointment  at  all. 

Amendment  moved, 

In  line  25,  to  leave  out  from] "  infant "  to 
the  end  of  the  sub-section,  and  insert,  "  But 
no  such  provisional  appointment  of  guar- 
dians to  act  with  the  infant's  father  shall  take 
effect  unless  confirmed  |bv  the  Court  upon  evi- 
dence sufficient  in  its  judgment  to  prove  that 
the  father  is  unfit  to  be  &e  sole  guardian.*' — 
(Th$  lard  Norton.) 

Lord  FITZGERALD  said,  he  hoped 
their  Lordships  would  not  accept  the 
Amendment,  as  it  involved  an  essential 
inroad  on  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  which 
was  based  on  what  was  for  '*  the  wel- 
fare of  the  infant."  The  Amendment 
sought  to  substitute  ''the  moral  unfitness 
of  the  father."  A  dying  mother  anxious 
for  the  welfare  of  her  children  would 
naturally  wish  to  nominate  a  guardian 
to  act  with  the  father  if  she  knew  that 
the  latter  was  not  a  fit  person  to  whom 
alone  to  intrust  the  welfare  of  his  off- 
spring. If  the  Amendment  were  agreed. 
to,  a  guardian  so  nominated  would  not 
be  able  to  act  unless  a  Judge  should  be 
satisfied  that  the  father  was  absolutely 
unfit  to  fulfil  his  paternal  duties,  and 
this  condition  precedent  might  fail  to  be 
established  in  cases  where  it  would  yet 
be  of  the  greatest  importance  for  the 
welfare  of  tihe  children  that  the  mother's 
guardian  should  be  accepted  as  the 
father's  coadjutor.  It  might  be  greatly 
for  the  welfare  of  the  infant  that  the 
father  should  not  be  the  sole  guardian 
without  imputing  to  him  any  moral 
delinquenoy.         

Lord  INCHIQUIN  said,  he  should 
support  the  Amendment.  If  it  were  in- 
serted in  the  clause  the  principle  would 
be  recognized  that  the  father  was  the 
person  primarily  responsible  for  the 
welfare  of  his  children,  and  that  he  had 
a  right  to  be  their  sole  guardian  unless 


proved  before  a  Court  of  competent  juris- 
diction to  be  unfitted  to  exercise  the 
right.  If  this  principle  were  not  estab- 
lished in  the  Bill,  a  guardian  nomi- 
nated by  the  mother  would  in  almost 
every  case  be  confirmed  in  his  position 
by  the  Courts  of  Law  if  appeal  was  made 
to  them,  for  Judges  would  be  loth  to 
disregard  the  wishes  expressed  by  a 
mother  on  her  death-bed.  The  dual 
control  of  father  and  guardian  which  the 
clause  contemplated  would  work  well  in 
very  few  cases  indeed. 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOR  said,  that 
if  this  sub-section  of  the  clause  had  been 
omitted  an  important  class  of  oases  would 
have  been  left  wholly  unprovided  for. 
He  was  bound  to  admit  that  the  present 
Amendment  would  not  have  that  result ; 
but  the  reason  why  it  was  better  to  pro- 
vide for  that  class  of  cases  in  the  manner 
proposed  by  the  clause  might  be  stated 
very  shortly.  In  the  first  place,  it  was 
not  plain  how  the  Court  would  deal 
with  the  word  "unfit,"  and  whether  it 
might  not  lay  on  the  person  making 
the  application  a  burden  greater  than 
ought  to  be  done.  Secondly,  and  con- 
nected with  the  same  idea,  there  might  be 
circumstances  not  of  the  g^oss  character 
to  which  reference  had  been  made,  and 
not  necessarily  involving  moral  unfitness 
on  the  part  of  the  father,  which  might 
make  it  highly  desirable  and  almost 
necessary  for  the  welfare  of  the  infant 
that  a  guardian  should  be  associated 
with  him.  Suppose  there  was  a  father 
not  a  profligate  or  drunkard,  but  impe- 
cunious, hiding  here  and  there  to  avoid 
his  creditors,  and  imable  out  of  his  own 
means  to  provide  for  his  children.  In 
the  present  state  of  the  law  with  regard 
to  the  property  of  married  women  that 
case  was  much  more  likely  to  occur  than 
before.  The  mother  might  have  to  pro- 
vide out  of  her  own  means  for  the  main- 
tenance of  the  children,  and  at  her  death 
might  dispose  of  those  means  for  that 
purpose  and  desire  to  appoint  a  guar- 
dian to  act  with  the  father.  He  was 
not  at  all  sure  that  the  Court  would  say 
that  such  a  case  came  under  the  meaning 
of  the  word  "  unfit."  But  he  was  quite 
sure  that  the  Court  would  say  that  it 
was  desirable  that  the  guardian,  if  a  fit 
and  proper  person  had  been  appointed 
by  the  mother,  should  in  such  a  case  be 
associated  with  the  father.      

Thb  Marquess  op  SALISBURY  said, 
he  felt  that  in  discussing  this  question 
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they  were  likely  to  fall  into  a  fallacy  if 
they  were  to  imagine  that  it  was  pos- 
sible in  the  majority  of  cases  for  the 
guardian  to  act  with  the  father.  He 
would  be  appointed  against  what  the 
father  conceived  to  be  his  rights,  and 
would  be  received  as  an  invader  in  the 
house.  The  children  would  be  sub- 
jected to  what  had  been  called,  with 
reference  to  political  events,  **  dual  con- 
trol," and  to  all  the  evils  attributed  to 
that  form  of  government.  On  every 
point  the'two  influences  Jwould  struggle. 
If  there  was  a  question  of  religion  they 
would  have  the  father  teaching  Pro- 
testanism  and  the  guardian  Boman 
Catholicism,  or  vice  vsrsd,  or  the  father 
teaching  Low  Church  doctrines  and  the 
guardian  High  Church  doctrines,  with 
the  effect  not  that  the  child  would  take 
its  choice,  but  that  he  would  learn  to 
disbelieve  both.  Again,  with  regard  to 
morals.  One  view  of  life  would  be  pre- 
sented by  the  father,  another  by  the 
guardian,  and  the  child  would  not  ad- 
here to  one  or  the  other,  but  would 
take  the  negative  result,  and  treat  the 
question  of  morals  as  unimportant.  The 
noble  and  learned  Lord  told  the  House 
that ''  unfitness  "  was  a  thing  very  diffi- 
cult of  proof,  and,  therefore,  the  father 
was  to  be  ousted  of  his  rights,  not  upon 
proof,  but  upon  suspicion.  Then  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  on  the  Wool- 
sack spoke  of  the  uncertainty  of  con- 
struction to  which  words  would  be  ex- 
posed. That  was  true.  The  Court 
often  applied  to  words  a  very  different 
construction  from  what  ndght  have  been 
intended  by  their  author.  Lord  Cairns 
passed  one  of  the  most  important 
measures  with  respect  to  real  property 
which  had  been  passed  for  many  years. 
That  measure  was  brought  before  the 
Court  in  a  case  which  had  attracted 
general  attention,  and  Lord  Cairns  told 
him  that  the  decision  at  which  the  Court 
had  arrived  in  that  very  carefully-drafted 
Act  of  Parliament  was  the  reverse  of 
what  was  intended.  When  the  noble 
and  learned  Earl  told  the  House  that 
the  interpretation  of  the  word  "unfit" 
would  occasion  very  great  difficulty, 
would  not  the  interpretation  of  the  word 
**  desirable  "  also  be  difficult  ?  He  was 
old-fashioned  enough  to  believe  that  by 
the  law  of  Nature  and  the  law  of  God 
the  father  was  the  person  who  ought  to 
have  the  care  of  his  child,  and  mat  to 
disestablish  the  father  altogether  of  his 

The  Marquesi  of  SdUehwry 


rights  and  to  say  that  the  Judge  shovld 
act  solely  with  reference  to  his  own  view 
of  ^the  welfare  of  the  infant  would  be  to 
disregard  rights  held  sacred  from  the 
beginning  of  our  polity,  and  resting  on 
far  deeper  foundations  than  jomA  ci 
those  which  we  deemedfirmlyegtabhrfied. 
He  hoped  that  the  Amendment,  whick 
had  been  drawn  in  a  spirit  of  com- 
promise, would  be  accepted  by  tiie 
House. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Hooee) 
iffithdraum. 

Amendment  moved. 

In  subsection  (2.),  line  25,  to  leave  oat  fna 
(<<  death  ")  to  (*'  in^t ")  in  line  26,  and  iaaot 
(*<  if  it  be  shown  to  the  satisfaction  of  tlw  cost 
that  the  father  is  for  any  reason  unfitted  to  k 
the  sole  gnardian  of  his  children.") — (nu  JM 
Inehiquin.) 

On  question,  That  the  words  propoiei 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Bin? 
Their  Lordships  divided: — Contents 53; 
Not-Contents  69  :  Majority  16. 

Clause  5  (Court  may  make  orders  ai 
to  custody). 

Earl  BEAXTCHAMP  thought  tint 
Clause  5  ought  to  be  caiefally  ooea- 
dered,  as  it  g^ve  the  Court  an  iiiilifflit«4 
power  respecting  the  management  d 
children,  even  in  the  lifetime  of  tbt 
father.  As  the  clause  stood,  a  qoaziel- 
some  or  vindictive  wife  might  tan  pio- 
ceedings  against  her  husband  with  if- 
spect  to  the  children,  and  heavy  eoiti 
might  be  incurred.  How  were  tho« 
costs  to  be  borne  ?  The  dame  woaU 
be  productive  of  much  miachi^  tad 
tend  to  promote  matrimonial  difimnwk 
unless  it  were  safeguarded  as  Lari 
Cairns  had  proposed  to  safeguard  it 
He  would,  therefore,  move  aa  an  Amend- 
ment the  introduction  of  words  limitiif 
the  operation  of  the  dauae  to 
when  the  husband  and  wife  were 
rated  either  by  decree  of  the  Couxt 
by  deed.  Their  Lordships  had 
on  this  question  last  week  ;  but  he 
take  the  sense  of  the  Houae 
the  subject. 


Moved  to   insert    at    beginning   of 
(« Where  the  father  or  mother  of  aar 
are  living  separate  under  a  eepantioci  hw  4tti 
or  decree  of  the  comt,  or  oukerwisa.**^,^!^ 

LoBD  FITZGERALD  said,  he  p^ 
jeoted  to  the  Amendment  on  pcindfi*. 
It  was  not  necessary  that  there  Am 
be  a  quarrel  betwe«i  husband  and  wiS* 
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for  tlie  interventioii  of  the  Court  to  be 
invoked.  There  might  be  reasonable 
differences  of  opinion,  not  inconsistent 
with  amicable  relations  between  the 
partie9,  which  could  only  be  satisfactorily 
aettled  by  the  Court.  The  Amendment 
was  not  only  contrary  to  the  spirit  of 
the  law  of  the  Church,  but  was  also 
against  the  policy  of  the  law,  which  did 
not  encourage,  and,  indeed,  for  a  long 
time  did  not  recognize,  separation  of 
husband  and  wife;  and  it  was  a  hard 
thiDg  to  impose  as  a  condition  precedent 
to  the  grant  of  relief  in  such  cases  to  a 
wife  that  she  should  leave  her  home  and 

children.  

LoBD  BEAMWELL  said,  he  was 
surprised  at  the  arguments  of  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend.  The  clause  was  a 
mischievous  one  as  it  stood.  There  might 
be  nothing  wrong  in  the  husband's  con- 
duct ;  yet,  because  his  wife  entertained 
different  views  from  him  as  to  the  bring- 
ing up  of  the  children,  or  had  a  trifling 
difference  with  him,  which  good  sense 
and  good  temper  would  have  got  over, 
a  permanent  quarrel  was  to  be  estab- 
Hsaed  between  them,  and  the  man  was  to 
be  subjected  to  the  annoyance  and  ex- 
pense of  legal  proceedings.  There  was  no 
justification  for  interfering  with  the  pre- 
sent law.  No  doubt,  there  were  Peti- 
tions in  favour  of  this  clause ;  but,  as 
he  had  often  said,  it  was  the  discon- 
tented who  petitioned,  and  though  those 
who  were  satisfied  with  the  existing 
law  might  be  the  overwhelming  ma- 
jority, they  were  not  heard  of.  He  had 
asked  the  opinion  of  a  learned  Judge  who 
had  thought  and  written  as  much  about 
our  laws  as  any  man,  and  his  learned 
friend  said — ''  If  two  men  ride  on  one 
horse  one  must  ride  in  front."  He  de- 
clared that  rather  than  pass  the  clause  in 
its  present  form  he  would  hand  over  to 
the  mother  the  whole  government  of  the 
house  and  children.  He  did  not  intend 
to  say  anything  uncivil  of  women,  or  to 
suggest  tnat  they  were  particularly  prone 
to  mischief ;  but  undoubtedly  this  clause 
would  give  a  wife  great  power  of  worry- 
ing her  husband.  He  might  not  only 
have  to  pay  his  own  costs  in  proceedings 
which  she  instituted,  but  probably  the 
costs  of  his  wife,  for  counsel  and  soli- 
citors were  in  divorce  proceedings  re- 
earded  as  "necessaries,"  for  which  the 
husband  was  liable.  This  would  really 
add  another  to  the  terrors  of  matri- 
mony. 

YOL.  CXJXOVn.    [thibd  sbbibs.] 


Lord  BRABOURNE  said,  that  it  was 
his  duty  to  make  an  earnest  appeal  to 
their  Lordships  not  to  accept  this  Amend- 
ment, which  those  who  promoted  this 
measure  considered  well-nigh  fatal  to 
it.  Of  this  the  House  might  be  assured, 
since  he  (Lord  Brabourne)  had  received 
many  letters  and  communications  to  that 
effect  from  different  parts  of  the  country. 
He  would  respectfully  entreat  their  Lord- 
ships not  to  consider  the  question  now 
before  them  as  if  it  was  one  affecting 
only  or  principally  the  class  to  which 
they  themselves  belonged.  In  that  class 
the  clause  might,  indeed,  not  be  re- 
quired, and  the  Amendment  might  be 
innocuous.  But  in  the  poorer  ranks  of 
life  such  cases  as  the  following  some- 
times had  to  his  knowledge  occurred. 
A  husband  would  leave  his  wife  either 
to  get  work  elsewhere,  or  to  go  on  what 
was  known  as  **a  drunken  spree." 
During  his  absence  the  wife  supported 
the  children  by  her  hard-won  earnings. 
Then  the  husband  would  return,  and  it  was 
more  than  doubtful  whether  the  couple 
could  in  a  legal  point  of  view  be  held  to 
have  been  living  **  separately."  As  the 
law  now  stood,  the  husband  could  use  the 
threat  of  removing  the  children  from  the 
custody  of  the  mother  to  some  place  or 
person  disapproved  by  her,  as  a  means 
of  extorting  from  her  money  to  squander 
upon  himself.  By  this  clause  as  it 
stood,  the  wife  could  in  such  a  case 
apply  to  the  Court  for  an  order  as  to  the 
custody  of  the  children.  The  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Earl  would  enact 
that  before  she  could  so  apply  she 
must  separate  from  her  husband.  But 
she  might  not  wish  to  do  this,  and  might 
still  cherish  a  hope  to  reclaim  him.  He 
(Lord  Brabourne)  would  leave  the  two 
noble  and  learned  Lords  who  had  spoken 
to  discuss  the  question  of  costs.  To  his 
mind,  there  was  a  higher  question  in- 
volved ;  here  was  a  remedy  which  it  was 
admitted  on  all  sides  that  the  wife 
should  have,  and  he  protested  against 
its  being  made  a  precedent  condition 
that  she  should  separate  from  her  hus- 
band. It  was  all  very  well  to  talk  of  a 
"  dual  control ; "  but  all  the  legislation 
of  late  years  upon  these  subjects  had 
been  in  the  direction  of  elevating  the 
status  of  the  woman,  and  giving  her 
some  share  in  the  direction  of  her 
children  and  household ;  and  having  pre- 
sented many  Petitions  from  wives  and 
mothers  who  took  a  deep  interest  in  this 

2  N 


1091 


Criminal  Law 


Amendment  BiU. 


I09i 


question,  on  their  behalf  and  in  their 
names  he  earnestly  asked  the  House  to 
reject  the  Amendment. 

On  Question?  Their  Lordships  di- 
vided .-—Contents  85  ;  Not-Contents  69  : 
Majority  34. 


Lord  DENMAN,  in  moving,  as  an 
Amendment,  after  Clause  5,  to  insert 
the  following  new  clause : — 

"  In  case  of  the  conduct  of  any  father  making 
it  wrong  for  him  to  have  the  custody  of  his 
infant  children  or  child,  and  if  his  wife,  their 
mother,  should  have  a  separate  household,  she, 
by  the  order  of  the  Probate  and  Divorce  Court 
or  other  court  of  the  High  Court  of  Justice,  or 
of  the  nearest  county  court,  shall  have  all  the 
rights  which  other  householders  possess,  or  may 
in  future  possess,  at  every  election  of  Members 
of  Parliament  and  at  all  other  elections,*' 

said,  he  could  not  expect  their  Lord- 
ships to  admit  a  disfranchising  clause  in 
the  Bill ;  hut  as  on  December  4.  1884, 
he  alluded  to  the  case  of  **  The  King  v. 
Greenhill,"  1836,  referred  to  by  his 
lamented  Predecessor  on  July  28,  1839, 
he  wished  to  show  that  some  married 
women  ought  to  have  votes. 

Amendment  negatived. 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Frrz- 
GBEALD,  the  following  new  Clause  was 
inserted : — 

*•  In  England  and  Ireland  the  High  Court  of 
Justice,  in  any  division  thereof,  and  in  Scot- 
land either  division  of  the  Court  of  Session, 
may,  in  their  discretion,  on  being  satisfied  that 
it  is  for  the  welfare  of  the  infant,  remove  from 
Ids  oflBlce  any  testamentary  guardian,  or  any 
guardian  appointed  or  acting  by  virtue  of  this 
Act,  and  may  also,  if  they  shall  deem  it  to  be 
for  the  welfare  of  the  infant,  appoint  another 
guardian  in  place  of  the  guardian  so  removed." 

Amendment  moved, 

After  Clause  10,  to  insert  as  a  new  clause— 
("  Nothing  in  this  Act  shall  prejudice  the  sole 
authority  of  the  father,  as  now  recognized  by 
law,  in  the  matter  of  the  religious  education  of 
his  children.")— (TAtf  Lord  Braye,) 

LoED  FITZGERALD  said,  he  hoped 
the  noble  Lord  would  not  press  the 
Amendment,  as  he  thought  it  would  be 
introducing  into  the  measure  a  danger- 
ous element.  It  was  a  well-settled 
principle,  and  he  hoped  it  would  not  be 
shaken,  that  the  children  should  be 
brought  up  in  the  religion  of  their 
father.  There  was  nothing  at  all  in 
the  Bill  to  derogate  from  that,  and  he 
thought  the  Amendment  entirely  un- 
necessary. 

Lord  Brahoume 


{LOEDS} 

LoBii  STANLEY  of  ALDEBLEY 
said,  if  the  framers  of  the  Bill  had  no 
intention  of  altering  the  existing  state  <tt 
the  law,  why  should  they  hesitate  to  affirm 
it  by  this  Amendment  ?  The  tendency 
of  the  Bill  appeared  to  be  of  an  opposito 
nature,  and  to  leave  it  to  a  County  Coort 
to  decide  what  was  most  for  the  welfir* 
of  a  child  ;  and  this  might  include  the 
religious  bringing  up  of  a  child. 

On  Question?  Their  Lordships  fr 
^jVfoj  ..—Contents  7;  Not-Contenta  56: 
Majority  49. 

Clause  disagreed  to. 

Motion,  "That  the  Bill  do  pMi»" 
agreed  to ;  Bill  pa%Md  accordingly,  iid 
sent  to  the  Commons. 


CRIMINAL  LAW  AMENDMENT  BILL 
(  Th$  Earl  of  BaUumtU.) 
(no.  92.)      KEFOBT. 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order). 

Clause  2  (Procuring  woman  to  be  t 
common  prostitute  or  to  enter  abro^)- 

The  Eakl  of  DALHOUSIE  mo?^ 
an  Amendment  to  the  clause,  eo  ••  to 
make  the  offence  of  procuration  puniifc- 
able  under  the  clause  in  all  cases.  Ai 
the  provision  stood,  the  offence  »•• 
limited  to  cases  in  which  the  womia  « 
girl,  with  respect  to  whom  the  cnm^ 
should  be  committed,  was  under  Jl 
years  of  age. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  1,  lino  1* 
and  11,  to  leave  out  (**  under  twertr- 
one  years  of  age.") — {T%s  E&rl  ^  W- 
AotMf>.) 

Amendment  agreed  to  ;  words  left  «rf 
accordingly. 

LoBD  ABEBDABE  moved  to  xM«t 

the  following  clause  after  Olaute  5:— 

"  Where,  in  caae  of  any  charge  va^  *• 
Act,  anv  girl  under  16  yean  appears  to  lji*« 
solicited  tiie  offence,  sadi  toliciuuoa  ityP  ■* 
deemed  an  offence,  and  on  conTictiaa  thg"» 
the  Court  may  require  such  girl  to  find  »c«rit* 
for  good  behaviour,  or  sentence  her  to  te  ** 
to  a  certified  reformatory  aohool  or  nA  «l^ 
certified  institution  as  may  hereafter  bt  ^ 
vided  for  the  reception  of  such  jaTcnik  ^ 
fenders." 

It  had,  he  said,  as  their  Lordships  &>**• 
been  proved  before  a  Select  Ooow^^ 
that  there  had  been  cases  in  which  |v* 
had  been  enticed  abroad  for  imat^*^ 
purposes.  It  had  been  also  piored  tktf 
a  considerable  amount  of  jutheQ*  i** 
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morality  existed  in  this  country,  for  the 
cure  of  which  some  provision  ought  to 
be  made.  But  there  were  none  of  their 
Lordships  prepared  for  the  revelations 
made  before  the  Committee.  A  short 
paragraph  of  their  Beport  stated  that 
the  evidence  proved  beyond  doubt  that 
juvenile  prostitution,  upon  an  enormous 
scale,  was  increasing  in  England,  and 
especially  in  London.  It  also  said  that 
the  Oommittee  were  unable  adequately 
to  express  their  sense  of  the  magnitude, 
both  ina  moral  andphysical  point  of  view, 
of  the  evils  thus  brought  to  light.  The 
object  of  his  Amendment  was  to  suggest 
the  application  to  those  miserable  chil- 
dren of  that  system  of  reformatory 
treatment  which  had  obtained  such  suc- 
cess in  the  case  of  juvenile  thieves.  He 
thought  the  proper  way  of  dealing  with 
this  subject  would  be  by  a  Bill ;  but  he 
was  anxious  to  take  this  opportunity  of 
bringing  it  before  the  House,  if  only  by 
way  of  suggestion.  He  hoped  his  noble 
Friend  would  give  an  assurance  that  the 
question  should  be  dealt  with.  Such  an 
assurance  would  be  satisfactory  to  the 
House  and  to  the  country. 

Amendment  moved, 

After  Clause  5,  insert  as  a  new  clause  : — 
"  Where,  in  case  of  any  charge  under  this  Act, 
or  any  charge  of  indecent  assault,  any  girl 
under  the  age  of  fifteen  years  appears  to  have 
•olidted  an  offence  under  this  Act,  or  an  in- 
decent assault,  such  solicitation  shall  be  deemed 
an  offence,  and,  on  conviction  thereof,  the  court 
may  require  such  girl  to  find  securities  for  good 
beliayiour,  or  sentence  her  to  be  sent  to  a  certi- 
fied home  within  the  meaning  of  this  Act." — 
{Tht  Lord  Jb$rdare.) 

The  Earl  of  DALHOUSIE  said,  that 
the  noble  Lord  himself  did  not  consider 
the  clause  was  drawn  in  such  a  shape 
that  the  Government  could  consent  to 
its  insertion  in  the  Bill.  He  need  not, 
therefore,  enter  into  any  criticism  of  its 
wording.  He  would  only  say  that  his 
noble  Friend  had  called  attention  to  a 
most  grave  subject,  with  regard  to  which 
a  very  important  recommendation  had 
been  made  by  a  Committee  of  their 
Lordships'  House.  There  was  nothing 
in  this  Bill  to  carry  out  that  recommen- 
dation. It  was  not  thought  advisable 
to  introduce  into  so  short  a  Bill  a  matter 
for  which  such  elaborate  and  complicated 
provisions  would  be  required,  as  the 
establishment  of  these  homes  would 
involve.  But  he  would  bring  to  the 
notice  of  the  Secretary  of  State  what 
bad  been  said  by  his  noble  Friend, 


Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  House) 
toithdrawn. 

Bill  to  be  read  3*  To-morrow. 

EGYPT  (MILITARY  EXPEDITION)— 

THE  EXPEDITION  UP  THE  NILE. 

QUESTION.      OBSERVATIONS. 

Viscount  HAEDINGE  rose  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  "War, 
Whether  he  could  give  the  House  any 
information  with  respect  to  the  present 
transport  arrangements  for  conveying 
clothiug  and  stores  to  the  troops  on  the 
Nile  ?  His  noble  Friend,  he  was  sure, 
felt  that  the  comfort  and  welfare  of  the 
troops  on  the  Nile  was  a  matter  well 
worthy  of  his  attention.  He  had  heard 
from  sources  on  which  he  could  rely 
that  the  troops  were  in  a  very  bad  state 
as  regarded  their  clothing.  In  some 
cases  the  clothing  was  all  but  falling  off 
the  backs  of  the  men,  and  the  troops 
were  in  an  equally  bad  condition  with 
regard  to  boots.  Officers  seemed  to 
suffer  alike  with  the  men.  So  far  as  he 
was  aware,  no  fresh  clothing  had  reached 
them  yet ;  and  he  should  like  to  know 
what  prospect  there  was  of  the  troops 
getting  the  necessary  stores  ?  No  doubt 
the  transport  difficulties  were  very  great, 
for  he  was  quite  aware  of  the  great  loss 
of  camels  which  the  Army  in  the  Soudan 
had  sustained.  In  the  march  from 
Gubat  to  Korti  the  loss  of  camels  was 
enormous,  and  it  would  appear  that 
there  had  been  no  margin  left  for  casual- 
ties in  this  respect.  He  had  heard  that 
the  stores  of  clothing  had  not  got  be- 
yond Assouan,  and  he  should  be  glad 
to  be  informed  that  his  information  was 
incorrect.  He  hoped  his  noble  Friend 
would  be  able  to  say  what  the  present 
and  future  transport  arrangements  were, 
and  whether  the  troops  were  to  wait  for 
the  rising  of  the  Nile  before  they  ob- 
tained fresh  clothing.  He  might  be 
told  that  all  these  matters  were  left  to 
the  General  commanding,  but  the  War 
Office  was  ultimately  responsible;  and 
they  should  know  accurately  and  be  able 
to  impart  such  information,  where  the 
stores  actually  were,  and  what  prospect 
there  was  of  these  stores  reaching  the 
regiments.  Large  sums  of  money  had 
been  subscribed  in  this  country  for  the 
purchase  of  stores ;  but  these  would  be 
useless  if  they  did  not  reach  their  desti- 
nation. If  the  health  of  the  troops  was 
to  be  secured,  there  should  not  only  be 
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sent  out  comforts  of  every  description, 
but  books  and  newspapers  were  in- 
valuable to  men  who  were  cooped  up  all 
day  in  straw  huts,  and  who,  after  the 
excitement  of  a  campaign,  were  so  liable 
to  sickness.  It  was  stated  that  four 
weeks  ago  our  men  were  entirely  desti- 
tute of  clothing  and  other  necessaries. 

The   Earl    of  MORLEY   said,   he 
was  not  at  all  surprised  that  the  noble 
Lord  should  have  asked  this  Question ; 
and  he  could  assure  him  that  anything 
which    conduced    either   to    the    good 
health  or  to  the  comfort  of  the  troops 
in  the  Soudan  occupied  the  serious  and 
earnest  attention  of  the  authorities  who 
had  to  supply  their  needs.    With  regard 
to     transport,    the   position  was   this. 
They  knew  generally  that  certain  means 
existed  of  conveying  various  articles  to 
the  troops ;  but  those  means  were  en- 
tirely in  the  hands  of  the  General  who 
commanded  the  lines  of  communication 
and  the  commanding  officers.  They,  and 
they  alone,  determined  what  were  the 
particular  articles  which  were  most  in  de- 
mand ;  and  the  orders  of  those  officers, 
who  were  perfectly  acquainted  with  the 
most  pressing  demands  of  the  troops, 
must  regulate  what  articles  were  sent 
out.    The  noble  Lord  was  quite  wrong 
in  stating  that  the  clothing  had    not 
got    beyond  Assouan.    The    stores    of 
clothing  and  boots  in  Egypt  were  enor- 
mous, and  there  had  been  for  a  long 
time  considerable  stores  at  Wady  Haifa. 
In    the    last  detailed  Report  he    ob- 
served that  a  steamer  was  now  plying 
above  Dongola,  and  had  started  more 
than  four  weeks  ago  with  a  large  supply 
of  clothing  and  necessaries  required  by 
the  troops ;  and  a  distinguished  officer, 
who   had  recently  returned  from   the 
upper  regions  of  the  Nile,  had  informed 
him  that  at  the  time  he  left  the  General 
in  command  of  the  communications  had 
stopped   all  supplies  except  those  re- 
quired for  pressing  needs,   and  those 
were    forwarded    without    delay.      He 
trusted  that  by  this  time  the  clothes 
and  boots  had  reached  the  men  who  re- 
quired them.    Ho  might  mention  that 
since  the  time  referred  to  by  the  noble 
Lord  some  of  the  ^troops  had  descended 
the  Nile,  and  had,  no  doubt,  met  the 
supplies  half  wav.    He  could  assure  him 
that  the  difficulties  of  transport  were 
very  great  indeed,  and  that  the  greatest 
efforts  had  been  made  to  keep  up  the 
lines  of  communication  by  steamers  and 

Viscount  HarHnge 


boats,  and  where  these  were  not  avail- 
able by  camels.  Everything  that  could 
possibly  be  done  had  been  done  to  keep 
the  troops  supplied  with  what  was 
necessary  for  their  health  and  comfort. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  CAPE  COLONY- 
CAPE  TOWN  AND  SIMON'S   BAY 
RAILWAY. 
QUESTION.      OBSEBVATIOirS. 

Viscount  SLDMOUTH  rose    to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
Whether    Her    Majesty's    Gk>Tenuiteiit 
has  undertaken  or  intends   to   under- 
take the  completion  of  the  railroad  be- 
tween Cape  Town  and  Simon's  Bay  and 
the  Cape  of  Good  Hope  ?    The  value  of 
this  railway,  he  submitted,  had   beoi 
pointed  out  by  various  Military  Autiko- 
rities ;  and  it  was  entirely  upon  militair, 
and  not  upon  commercial,  grounds  tbe 
undertaking  should  be  completed.    The 
communications  by  sea  from  Simon's  Bay 
to  Table  Bay  were  very  long.     If  tlw 
line  of  railroad  were  completed  it  woald 
be  possible  to  establish  barracks  half- 
way,  and  the  troops  could  be  moved 
backwards  and  forwards,  and  it  would 
be  a  good  line  of  defence.     He  under- 
stood that  the  Government  propoeed  to 
expend  £90,000  upon  the  iortificatioM 
at  Simon's  Bay ;  but  the  works  of  de- 
fence there  would  be  absolutely  usekts 
unless  they  had  the  means  of  convejisg 
troops  to  Simon's  Bay  by  railway.    TW 
only  assistance  asked  in  the  matter  wss 
a  sum  of  £50,000  for  the  constnictianof 
six  miles  of  railway.     He  hoped  tbe 
noble    Earl  would    take    the  qaestios 
seriously    into  consideration,    as   fros 
the  best  information  he  could  obttis 
our  defences  were  in  a  most  impnfcct 
condition. 

Lord  CHELMSFORD  said,  that  W 
had  gone  closely  into  the  question  of  tli# 
defences  of  these  two  places,  both  vitk 
good  maps  and  also  by  having  persoasUr 
ridden  over  the  gp^und ;  and  he  hftd  eomt 
to  the  conclusion  that  it  was  abeolotelj 
impossible  to  separate  the  defences  d 
Simon's  Bay  from  those  of  Table  Bst. 
The  two  must  be  considered  as  part  of 
one  defence,  and  it  was  absolutely  s«om- 
sary  that  the  railway  should  be  cos- 
pleted.    He  was  glad  to  find  that  Vk 
opinion  was  corroborated  by  thst  of 
the    noble    and    gallant    Lord    .Lori 
Napier  of  Magdala). 

I'HB  Earl  of  DERBY  said,  be  £i 
not  think  the  noble  Lord  would 
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Tenure  (Scotland)*  [147];  Parliamentary 
Elections  (Corrupt  Practices)  •  [148]. 

Second  JReading — Local  Government  Provisional 
Orders  (Poor  Law)  (No.  4)  •  [116];  Metro- 
politan Streets  Act  (1867)  Extension  [137]; 
Medical  Act  (1858)  Amendment  [130],  debate 
adjourned. 

Committee — Report — Barristers  Admission  (Ire- 
land)* [95-144]. 

Committee —  Report —  Third  Reading — Industrial 
Schools  (Ireland)  *  [96],  and  passed. 

Third  Reading — Oyster  and  Mussel  Fisheries 
Provisional  Order  *  [124],  and  passed. 
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him  to  enter  into  controversy  on  the 
subject.  He  believed  the  noble  Lord's 
statement  of  facts  was  quite  accurate, 
and  he  was  very  willing  to  defer  to  the 
high  authority  of  the  noble  and  gallant 
Lord  opposite.  There  was  no  doubt  that 
it  was  very  desirable  to  connect  these 
two  places.  But  the  question  was — who 
was  to  make  the  railway,  and  who  was 
to  bear  the  expense  ?  Within  the  last 
few  days  he  had  received  a  communica- 
tion from  the  Agent  General  of  the 
Cape  Colony  conveying  a  proposal  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  of  that 
Colony,  which  he  intended  immediately 
to  refer  to  a  small  Departmental  Com- 
mittee appointed  by  the  Colonial  and 
War  Offices  and  the  Admiralty.  The 
subject  would  be  at  once  taken  into  con- 
sideration. He  had  not  seen  the  de- 
tails of  the  proposal,  and  could  not, 
therefore,  express  an  opinion  upon  it ; 
but  he  was  quite  sure  that  whatever  de- 
cision was  arrived  at  that  commimication 
would  not  be  lost  sight  of. 

The  Earl  of  CAENAEVON  said, 
that  it  was  extremely  difficult  to  discuss 
these  questions  openly,  because  so  many 
military  considerations  were  involved. 
He  quite  agreed  with  the  noble  and 
gallant  Lord  behind  him  as  to  the  great 
necessity  of  completing  this  railway. 
He  was  glad  that  the  Colonial  Secretary 
had  undertaken  to  examine  the  subject ; 
but  ho  was  disposed  to  regret  that  it  was 
to  be  referred  to  a  Departmental  Com- 
mittee, and  that  reference  would  involve 
a  loss  of  precious  time.  No  further  facts 
could  be  ascertained,  and  there  did  not 
seem  to  be  two  opinions  on  the  subject. 
The  railway  ought  to  have  been  taken 
in  hand  long  ago ;  and  he,  with  other 
noble  Lords,  had  on  several  occasions 
urged  the  importance  of  this  and  other 
similar  undertakings  at  a  time  when 
they  might  have  been  prosecuted  more 
effectively,  and  at  a  less  expense  than 
waJ9  possible  now.  He  urged  with  all 
the  force  in  his  power  that  there  should 
be  no  unnecessary  delay  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  in  taking  action  in  the 
matter. 

ViscoxTNT  SIDMOUTH  wished  to  add 
that  means  should  be  taken  for  the  con- 
veyance of  torpedoes  from  one  port  to 
the  other. 


Hoofe  adjoomed  at  a  quarter  past 

Seven  o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a 

quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


PROVISIONAL  ORBERS  BILL. 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT    PROVISIONAL 
.    ORDERS  (POOR  LAW)  (No.  4) 
BILL— [Bill  116.] 

{Mr,  George  Russell^  Sir  Charles  W,  Dilke,) 
SECOND  READING.     [aDJOTTBNED  DEBATE.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  adjourned 
debate  on  Question  [23rd  April],  **  That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  tim^." 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed, 

Mr.  GEORGE  RUSSELL  said,  it 
would  be  recollected  by  the  House  in 
reference  to  this  matter  that  there  was 
considerable  opposition  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House  the  last  time  the  Bill  was 
under  consideration.  The  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  had  carefully  considered 
the  question  with  regard  to  that  part  of 
the  Bill  relating  to  the  parish  of  St. 
Benedict,  Cambridge  ;  and  they  did  not 
feel  disposed  in  view  of  the  opposition 
that  had  arisen  to  press  their  original 
suggestion.  At  the  same  time,  in  regard 
to  the  Amendment  given  Notice  of  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Cam- 
bridgeshire (Mr.  Bulwer),  it  did  not  ap- 
pear that  aoompromise  would  be  arranged 
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oountj  inspectoTB'  offices  ia  contra' 
tioQ  of  the  circular  ;  whether  thirty 
conetables  were  examined  at  the  d 
last  November,  with  a  view  to  the 
pointment  of  the  most  suitable  t<i 
clerks  to  county  inspectors ;  who  i 
mined  and  valued  the  papers  of  the  ■ 
didates ;  were  the  candidates  infor 
of  the  result  of  the  examination  ;  ho 
the  fact  explained  that  every  one  of 
competing  constables  eiace  appoii 
clerk  to  a  county  inspector  ia  a  - 
testant ;  and,  whether,  uotvithstanc 
the  circular  of  the  12th  of  October, 
continuing  eerseant  clerks,  the  ] 
testant  constable  clerks  who  since 
tained  the  rank  of  sergeant  are 
mitted  still  to  hold  the  clerkshipG  ? 

Me.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERM^ 
The  Inspector  General  informs  me 
'  he  found  it  necessary  to  make  the  oi 
referred  to  for  disciplinary  and  o' 
reasons.  Exceptions  were  made  in  f 
cases  where  the  duties  were  of  gre 
importance  ;  and  of  eight  sergeants 
tained  in  these  ciroumstancee  six 
Homan  Cathoiics.  In  consequence 
the  order  seven  sergeants  had  to  re 
to  ordinary  duty.  Five  of  these  v 
Boman  Catholics  and  two  were  ] 
testants.  Of  these  seven,  two  Boi 
Catholics  and  two  Protestants  have  t 
since  re-appointed  to  vacancies, 
Sergeant  Bratton  is  one  of  these.  ' 
examination  referred  to  was  most  c, 
fully  conducted,  and  the  candidates  ' 
were  unsuccessful  were  so  iofore 
The  men  who  took  the  first  two  pli 
were  Human  Catholics  and  received 
first  appointments.  Out  of  eight 
pointments  made  three  were  Sa\ 
Catholics.  Two  assistant  clerks,  s  1 
teetant  and  a  Boman  Catholic,  h 
attained  the  rank  of  sergeant  since 
issue  of  the  order,  and  both  have  \ 
required  to  revert  to  ordinary  duty. 
give  these  details  with  the  view 
shoeing  the  absolute  want  of  fout 
tioD  for  the  alleg'ations  of  partiality 
the  score  of  religion ;  but  I  must  aj 
point  out  the^un desirability  of  Quest: 
of  this  kind  in  reference  to  a  discipli 
force  in  which  promotions  are  made 
the  ground  of  merit  alone. 

POOR   LAW  (IRELAND)— AMALGAl 
TION  OP  NEWPORT  AND  WBSTP( 
POOB  LAW  UNIONS. 
Ur.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Sa 

tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ircla 
i>.  Sexlon 
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ther  it  be  true  that  the  purohase-monej 
for  two  acres  additional  land  to  Holy- 
wood  Cemetery,  and  the  cost  of  enclosing 
it  by  a  wall  and  gate,  was  paid  out  of 
that  rate ;  whether  it  be  true  that,  after 
the  Board  of  Guardians  had  paid 
£428  16f.  Zd.  for  that  purpose,  the 
Local  Government  Board  in  November 
of  the  same  year  handed  over  the  ceme- 
tery to  the  Holywood  Town  Commis- 
aioners  as  the  Burial  Board,  without 
securing  the  repayment  of  any  part  of 
the  aforesaid  money ;  whether  it  be  true 
that,  although  the  county  Antrim  is  se- 
parated from  the  said  cemetery  by  Bel- 
fast Lough  and  the  borough  of  Belfast, 
and  can  derive  no  benefit  from  it,  that 
the  ratepayers  have  been  compelled  to 
pay  about  £250  of  the  entire  cost  of  ex- 
tensions; and,  whether  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  wiU  direct  their  auditor 
to  inquire  into  and  make  a  report  on 
this  subiect  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEBMAN : 
The  circumstances  detailed  in  this  Ques- 
tion have  been  the  subject  of  a  corre- 
spondence which  appears  to  disclose  a 
case  for  a  further  inquiry,  and  the  Local 
Government  Board  will  proceed  to  make 
it. 

KOYAL    IRISH   CONSTABULARY— SUB- 
CONSTABLE  M'CORMIOK. 

Mb.  BIGGAB  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  a  sub-constable  of  police  named 
M'Cormick,  now  on  duty  in  Magheraf  elt, 
was  removed  from  Coleraine  and  reduced 
from  the  rank  of  sergeant  for  a  criminal 
offence ;  whether  M'Cormick  was  crimi- 
nally prosecuted  for  the  foregoing 
offence ;  whether  other  misconduct  is 
alleged  against  him ;  and,  what  course 
will  be  taken  in  his  case  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEBMAN : 
Constable  M'Cormick  was  never  removed 
or  reduced  in  rank  for  a  criminal  offence, 
nor  was  he  ever  charged  with  such  an 
offence.  He  was  onoe  guilty  of  conduct 
which  was  held  to  amount  to  a  construc- 
tive assault,  for  which  he  was  removed 
from  charge  and  seriously  cautioned. 

NAVY  (SHIPS,  &c.)-MANUFACTURE  OF 

GUNS. 

Mb.  CHABLES  PALMEB  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  Whether 
any  action  has  been  taken  to  carry  out 
the  recommendation  of  the  Committee 
on  the  building  and  repairing  of  Her 


Majesty's  ships,  viz.,  that  the  entire  re- 
sponsibility of  the  manufacture  of  guns 
for  the  Navy  should  rest  with  the  Ad- 
miralty, and  be  quite  separate  from  the 
War  Department;  and,  whether  the 
only  reasons  for  not  carrying  out  those 
recommendations  are  questions  of  book- 
keeping between  the  two  Departments  ? 
SiK  THOMAS  BBASSEY  :  No  action 
has  yet  been  taken.  Many  important 
questions,  in  addition  to  that  of  book- 
keeping, must  be  considered  before  any 
change  is  made.  We  shall  not  certainly 
lose  sight  of  the  recommendations  of  the 
Committee. 

LAW    AND     POLICE    (METROPOLIS)— 
WANDSWORTH  POLICE   COURT. 

Sir  TBEVOB  LAWBENOE  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether  the  magistrates  sit- 
ting in  the  Wandsworth  Police  Court, 
Mr.  Paget  and  Mr.  Shiel,  have  written 
to  him  to  say  that,  in  their  opinion,  the 
existing  state  of  the  Court  is  ''  a  dis- 
grace to  the  Metropolis,  and  calculated 
to  bring  the  administration  of  the  Law 
into  contempt;"  and,  whether  he  can 
now  state  the  nature  of  the  arrangements 
which  have  been  made  for  the  removal 
of  the  Court  to  more  commodious  pre- 
mises? 

Sir  WILLIA.M  HABCOUBT,  in 
reply,  said,  that  the  Treasury  had  sanc- 
tioned the  expenditure  of  certain  sums 
on  the  Police  Court  in  question ;  and  he 
had  requested  the  First  Commissioner 
of  Works  to  take  the  matter  in  hand, 
and  see  what  was  best  to  be^done. 

ROYAL   IRISH    CONSTABULARY  -  AS- 
SISTANT CLERKS   TO   COUNTY 
INSPECTORS. 

Mr.  SEXTON  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  a  circular  was  issued  on  the 
12th  of  October  last  by  the  Inspector 
General  of  the  Boyal  Irish  Constabu- 
lary, putting  an  end  to  the  arrangement 
by  which  the  offices  of  assistant  clerks 
to  county  inspectors  were  occupied  by 
sergeants  of  the  force  ;  whether  all  the 
sergeants  deprived  of  office  by  the  cir- 
cular, except  one.  Sergeant  Bratton, 
were  Catholics;  and  whether  Sergeant 
Bratton  has  since  been  appointed  Chief 
Clerk  at  Atblone;  whether  there  were 
any  Catholics,  and,  if  so,  how  many, 
among  the  sergeants,  about  ten  in  num- 
ber,  who  have  been  retained  in   the 
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county  inspectors'  oflSces  in  contraven- 
tion of  the  circular ;  whether  thirty-six 
constables  were  examined  at  the  depot 
last  November,  with  a  view  to  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  most  suitable  to  be 
clerks  to  county  inspectors;  who  exa- 
mined and  valued  the  papers  of  the  can- 
didates ;  were  the  candidates  informed 
of  the  result  of  the  examination  ;  how  is 
the  fact  explained  that  every  one  of  the 
competing  constables  since  appointed 
clerk  to  a  county  inspector  is  a  Pro- 
testant ;  and,  whether,  not«7ithstanding 
the  circular  of  the  12th  of  October,  dis- 
continuing sergeant  clerks,  the  Pro- 
testant constable  clerks  who  since  at- 
tained the  rank  of  sergeant  are  per- 
mitted still  to  hold  the  clerkships  ? 

Me.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN  : 
The  Inspector  General  informs  me  that 
'  he  found  it  necessary  to  make  the  order 
referred  to  for  disciplinary  and  other 
reasons.  Exceptions  were  made  in  some 
cases  where  the  duties  were  of  greater 
importance ;  and  of  eight  sergeants  re- 
tained in  these  circumstances  six  are 
Boman  Catholics.  In  consequence  of 
the  order  seven  sergeants  had  to  revert 
to  ordinary  duty.  Five  of  these  were 
Roman  Catholics  and  two  were  Pro- 
testants. Of  these  seven,  two  Boman 
Catholics  and  two  Protestants  have  been 
since  re-appointed  to  vacancies,  and 
Sergeant  Bratton  is  one  of  these.  The 
examination  referred  to  was  most  care- 
fully conducted,  and  the  candidates  who 
were  unsuccessful  were  so  informed. 
The  men  who  took  the  first  two  places 
were  Boman  Catholics  and  received  the 
first  appointments.  Out  of  eight  ap- 
pointments made  three  were  Boman 
Catholics.  Two  assistant  clerks,  a  Pro- 
testant and  a  Boman  Catholic,  have 
attained  the  rank  of  sergeant  since  the 
issue  of  the  order,  and  both  have  been 
required  to  revert  to  ordinary  duty.  I 
give  these  details  with  the  view  of 
showing  the  absolute  want  of  founda- 
tion for  the  allegations  of  partiality  on 
the  score  of  religion ;  but  I  must  again 
point  out  the^undesirability  of  Questions 
of  this  kind  in  reference  to  a  disciplined 
force  in  which  promotions  are  made  on 
the  ground  of  merit  alone. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)  — AMALGAMA. 
TION  OF  NEWPORT  AND  WESTPORT 
POOR  LAW  UNIONS. 

Mr.  SEXTON  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 

Mr,  Sexton 


with  reference  to  a  project  to  anudga* 
mate  the  Newport  with  the  Westpoxt 
Poor  Law  Union,  What  effect  has  beea 
produced  upon  the  Local  GovemmeBt 
Board  by  a  unanimous  resolution  of  tiw 
Westport  Board,  adopted  on  the  19& 
ultimo,  condemning  the  project  of  amal- 
gamation, pointing  out  tiiat  it  woold  al- 
most double  the  average  rate  of  the 
Westport  Union ;  that  there  would  be  a 
distance  of  over  forty  miles  between  aona 
of  the  districts  in  the  new  Union  aiiddM 
Workhouse,  and  that  it  would  be  ioh 
possible  to  collect  the  rates,  and  acaitdty 
possible  even  to  procure  collecton;  whi- 
ther the  Local  Government  have  tah 
sidered  and  framed  any  altemativB 
schemes  of  amalgamation  or  alteratioa 
of  Unions  by  which  the  needs  of  tW 
poor  may  be  more  adequately  met,  lad 
the  pressure  of  the  poor  rate  be  man 
equally  distributed  than  bj  the  acbciM 
projected ;  what  steps  have  been  taka 
to  ascertain  the  opinions  of  the  rate- 
payers and  others  affected;  and,  wh^ 
ther,  having  regard  to  the  pressure  of 
the  general  question  of  Union  amalg»- 
mation  in  Ireland,  the  Local  Qoven- 
ment  Board  will  suspend  any  sdiemt 
confined  to  individual  Unions  until  tbi 
general  question  has  been  considered? 
Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN: 
The  Local  Government  Board  have  tke 
resolution  of  the  Westport  Qoardiaaf  at 
present  under  consideration,  and  kope 
soon  to  address  them  on  the  subject  laa 
not  aware  of  any  alternative  achesMi 
being  under  consideration.  Opporttmitr 
was  given  of  expressing  their  views  to  aE 
parties  interested  at  the  inquiry  whkk 
was  held,  of  which  notice  was  in^^  ^ 
all  the  Unions  adjoining  Newpdt 
There  is  no  general  question  of  amslgt- 
mation  of  Unions  in  Ireland  under  ces- 
sideration  that  would  make  it  advisable 
to  suspend  action  in  any  particular  €•«• 

LAW  AND  POLICE— WAXDEBISG 
LUNATICS. 

Mb.  W.  J.  COBBET  asked  the  Seoe^ 
tary  of  State  for  the  Home  DepartiMat 
If  his  attention  has  been  called  to  sefei*! 
cases  recently  reported,  in  which  work- 
house authorities  refused  to  reeetvev  ev« 
temporarily  and  pending  inquiry,  vsa- 
dering  insane  persons  for  whom  reraf- 
tion  orders  were  duly  made  by  pa's* 
magistrates ;  whether,  in  oonsequsBct  ef 
such  refusal,  these  unfortunate  Ii 
had  to  be  kept  for  a  considenibie 
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in  the  police  cells,  wliere  no  proper  ac- 
eommodation  existSi  at  great  inconveni- 
ence to  the  police  and  serious  risk  to 
themselves;  whether  the  Lunacy  Com- 
missioners have  taken  any  notice  of  these 
cases,  or  offered  any  suggestion  as  to 
the  best  method  of  dealing  with  them ; 
and,  whether  he  will  give  peremptory 
orders  in  the  proper  quarter  to  arrange 
for  the  immediate  reception  of  insane 
persons  presented  under  the  order  of  a 
police  magistrate,  until  they  can  be  exa- 
mined and  their  cases  properly  dealt 
with? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT,  in 
reply,  said,  that  he  had  answered  a 
Question  on  that  subject  put  to  him  the 
other  day ;  and  he  had  then  stated  that, 
in  his  opinion,  the  proper  place  for  these 
unfortunate  persons  was  neither  a  police 
cell  nor  a  prison,  but  in  a  workhouse. 
But  great  difficulties  had  been  raised  by 
workhouse  authorities  in  regard  to  the 
subject ;  and  he,  therefore,  would  pro- 
pose in  the  Lunacy  Bill  now  before  the 
House  of  Lords  to  introduce  some  clause 
to  clear  up  the  matter. 

POOB  LAW  (IRELAND)~8ALARIES  OF 
TEACHERS  IN  WORKHOUSES. 

Mb.  W.  J.  CORBET  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, in  reference  to  workhouse  teachers, 
What  is  the  average  salary  of  workhouse 
teachers  in  Ireland ;  what  is  the  value 
of  the  weekly  rations  allowed  them ; 
what  has  been  the  average  increase  of 
salary  to  workhouse  teachers  during  the 
past  ten  years;  what  compensation,  if 
any,  has  been  given  to  workhouse  teachers 
for  gratuities  withdrawn  by  the  Com- 
missioners of  National  Education  upon 
the  passing  of  the  Act  of  1875  ;  what  is 
the  average  length  of  service  of  a  work- 
house teacher;  is  the  whole  of  a  work- 
house teacher's  time  devoted  to  the  care 
of  the  children  in  charge  and  to  the  dis- 
charge of  other  workhouse  duties ;  and, 
is  it  true  that,  for  several  years  past, 
the  salaries  of  workhouse  teachers  have 
been  paid  from  the  Consolidated  Fund 
and  not  from  Poor  Rates  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  :  I 
have  not  had  time  to  obtain  the  infor- 
mation asked  for. 

FISHERY  PIERS  AND  HARBOURS  (IRE- 
LAND)-UNION  HALL  PIER,  CO.  CORK. 

CoLovEL  COLTHURST  asked  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury,  When  the  pier 


at  Union  Hall,   county  Cork,  will  be 
commenced  ? 

Mr.  HIBBERT  :  This  pier  is  one  of 
those  included  in  the  complete  scheme 
of  the  Fishery  Piers  and  Harbours 
Commissioners  which  has  just  been 
sanctioned.  The  necessary  formal  steps 
and  the  preparation  of  contract  draw- 
ings will  be  proceeded  with  as  soon  as 
possible ;  but  some  little  time  must  ne- 
cessarily elapse  before  the  actual  com- 
mencement of  the  work. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  (IRELAND)— CRIMINAL 
LUNATIC  ASYLUM,  DUBLIN— ESCAPE 
OF  PATIENTS. 

Mb.  W.  J.  CORBET  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Is  it  true  that  the  residents  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  the  Criminal  Lunatic 
Asylum  near  Dublin  lately  memoralised 
the  GK)yemment  on  the  subject  of  the 
escape  of  patients,  stating  that  they 
were  afraid  to  live  in  the  locality  in  con- 
sequence ;  whether  a  considerable  force 
of  constabulary  has  consequently  been 
placed  on  duty  there  day  and  night; 
whether  escapes  have  mtdtiplied  under 
the  present  management ;  and,  whether 
he  will  lay  the  report  of  the  inquiry 
held  into  the  matter  in  January  last 
upon  the  Table  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
There  has  no  such  remonstrance  been 
received  from  the  residents  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  the  Asylum.  Constabulary 
have  been  employed  to  guard  the  Asy- 
lum during  certain  structural  altera- 
tions, with  the  view  of  securing  the  safe 
custody  of  the  inmates.  Some  escapes, 
unfortunately,  occurred  before  the  police 
were  sent ;  but  none  have  happened 
since.  A  Departmental  Committee  has 
recently  made  a  Report  on  the  Asylum ; 
but  Reports  of  this  character  are  always 
regarded  as  confidential. 

RAILWAY  AND  CANAL  TRAFFIC  REGU- 
LATION ACT— RAILWAY  RATES. 

Mb.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  asked  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether, 
since  the  Railway  Commission  has  full 
powers  to  deal  with  preferential  rates  to 
Foreign  goods,  the  Board  of  Trade  will 
exercise  the  powers  imposed  by  the  3rd 
section  of  the  Traffic  Act,  1854,  and  in- 
struct the  Attorney  General  to  take  pro- 
ceedings before  the  Railway  Commis- 
sioners to  enforce  the  provisions  of  the 
Traffic  Act  ? 
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Mr.  chamberlain  The  section 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  merely 
authorizes  the  Board  of  Trade  to  certify 
to  the  Attorney  General  in  case  of  a  vio- 
lation or  contravention  of  the  Act  of  1854, 
and  upon  this  certificate  it  is  lawful  for 
the  Attorney  General  to  apply  to  the 
Court.  The  Act  of  1854  has,  however, 
been  amended  by  the  Begpilation  of 
Railways  Act,  1873.  The  Act  of  1873 
permits  a  complaint  of  a  contravention 
of  Section  2  of  the  Act  of  1854  to  be 
made,  not  only  by  a  person  aggrieved, 
but  by  any  person  appointed  by  the 
Board  of  Trade,  or  by  a  Municipal  or 
Public  Corporation,  if  furnished  with  a 
certificate  from  the  Board  of  Trade. 
Local  Authorities  have  availed  them- 
selves of  this  power ;  and  it  appears  to 
me  that  any  allegation  of  preferential 
rates  would  be  more  properly  and  more 
efifectually  brought  under  the  notice  of 
the  Commissioners  by  such  Local  Autho- 
rity than  by  the  Board  of  Trade. 

I       ARMY— BILLETING   AT   DOWN- 

PATRICK. 

Mb.  sexton  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  he  is  aware  that 
the  Catholic  clergy  of  Downpatriok 
stroDgly  object  to  the  arrangement  by 
which  one  hundred  and  ninety  men, 
recruits  of  the  5th  battalion  Eoyal  Irish 
Hifles,  now  billeted  upon  the  licensed 
vintners  of  the  town,  are  lodged  in  a 
number  of  houses,  some  of  them  not 
certified  lodging  houses,  and  as  to  the 
BufiBlciency  of  the  sleeping  accommoda- 
tion of  which  there  is  considerable  doubt ; 
whether  there  is  a  number  of  unoccupied 
houses  in  the  town,  one  of  them  large 
enough  to  accommodate  eighty  men; 
whether  the  Government  lately  paid 
£1,000  for  the  tenant  right  of  a  piece  of 
land  adjacent  to  the  town,  to  be  occupied 
by  the  whole  battalion  when  it  assembles; 
and,  whether  for  economy,  and  for  other 
reasons,  the  Oovemment,  instead  of  con- 
tinuing to  pay  id,  a-night  for  each  man, 
will  make  use  for  their  accommodation 
of  the  ground  it  has  bought,  or  of  the 
unoccupied  houses  ? 

Mb.  BEAND  :  I  have  made  inquiries 
of  the  General  Officer  Commanding  at 
Belfast,  with  the  following  result : — No 
complaints  have  been  made  by  the  Catho- 
lic clergy.  The  billeting  arrangements 
are  satisfactory.  There  is  not  sufficient 
accommodation  in  unoccupied  houses  in 
DowDpatrick  for  190  men,  nor  is  there 


any  single  unoccupied  house  which  would 
accommodate  80  men.  There  is  a  camp- 
ing ground  at  Downpatrick,  and  after 
to-day  it  will  be  used.  It  is  not  cus- 
tomary to  encamp  troops  at  an  earlier 
date  than  the  1st  of  May. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— 
MONAGHAN    LICENSING  SESSIONS. 

Lord  ARTHUR  HILL  asked  Mr. 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  Whether 
it  is  the  case  that,  at  the  late  Quarter 
Sessions  in  Monaghan,  a  man  named 
Murray  applied  for  a  transfer  of  a  licence, 
which  was  refused  by  the  County  Court 
Judge,  and  the  house  shut  up ;  whe* 
ther,  notwithstanding  such  refusal,  the 
magistrates  at  the  following  Petty  Ses- 
sions granted  a  protection  order  for  the 
same  house  to  a  man  named  Rafferty, 
although  it  was  proved  at  the  Quarter 
Sessions  that  Rafferty  had  sold  to 
Murray;  and,  whether  the  Petty  Ses- 
sions Court  has  the  legal  right  to  re- 
open a  public-house,  closed  by  order  of 
the  Quarter  Sessions  Court ;  and  what 
steps  the  Government  propose  to  take  in 
the  matter  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker):  I  am  in- 
formed that  the  reason  for  the  refusal 
mentioned  in  the  first  paragpraph  was, 
that  Rafferty  had  not  himself  got  a 
licence,  and,  therefore,  had  no  right  to 
sell  drink.  Rafferty,  however,  had 
bought  the  h'censed  house  for  a  man 
named  M'Nally,  and  Rafferty  should 
have  been  the  person  to  have  applied  at 
the  Quarter  Sessions.  Rafferty  has  since 
obtained  under  Section  12  of  the  licens- 
ing Act  of  1874  a  protection  order,  and 
an  application  for  a  transfer  can  be  made 
in  proper  form  and  the  mistake  rectified. 
There  are  no  special  circumstances,  and 
I  do  not  think  any  illegality  has  been 
committed. 

PARLIAMENT— PALACE  OF  WESTMIN- 
STER—VENTILATION OF  THE 
HOUSES  OF  PARLIAMENT. 
Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT  asked  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
"Whether  any  of  the  recommendations  of 
the  Select  Committee  which    inquired 
last  Session  into  the  ventilation  of  the 
House  have  been  carried  out ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  proposes  to  move  the  re-appoint- 
ment of  the  Committee,  in  accordance 
with    the    suggestion    made    in    their 
Report  ? 
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Me.  HERBEET  GLADSTONE :  Ac- 
cording  to  the  recommendation  of  the 
Select  Committee,  the  Local  Authority  has 
closed  the  ventilation  gratings  of  the 
sewer  in  the  roadway  to  the  west  of 
Westminster  Hall.  In  accordance  also 
with  the  suggestion  of  the  Committee, 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  directed  Major  Tulloch  to  inspect 
and  report  on  the  sewerage  arrange- 
ments of  the  Houses  of  Parliament. 
Major  Tulloch,  who  prohably  had  not 
safficient  time  at  his  disposal  to  make  an 
exhaustive  examination,  advised  that 
certain  alterations  should  be  made.  The 
expediency  of  these  proposals  was 
doubted  by  the  officers  responsible  for 
the  drainage  system ;  and  a  protracted 
and  complete  examination,  accompanied 
by  numerous  and  careful  experiments  on 
the  movement  of  the  air  in  the  main 
sewer,  under  the  personal  superintend- 
ence of  Mr.  Prim,  has  confirmed  the 
doubt.  Sir  Bobert  Rawlinson,  the  Chief 
Engineering  Inspector  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  has,  on  behalf  of  his 
Board,  made  an  additional  Eeport,  which 
does  not  bear  out  the  opinions  expressed 
by  Major  Tulloch.  A  complete  Eeport, 
containing  a  detailed  account  of  all  the 
experimental  data  which  have  been  ob- 
tained, will  very  shortly  be  completed. 
I  may  add  that,  so  far  as  the  drainage 
system  of  the  Houses  of  Parliament  is 
concerned,  the  results  ofthe  inquiries  are 
extremely  re-assuring.  It  does  not  at 
present  appear  that  there  is  any  reason 
for  the  re -appointment  of  the  Select 
Committee. 

CENTRAL   ASIA— AFGHANISTAN— EN- 
OAGEMENTS  WITH  THE  AMEER. 

Mb.  FRANCIS  BUXTON  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
When  the  pledge  was  first  given,  to  the 
present  Ameer  of  Afghanistan,  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  be  respon- 
sible for  the  integrity  of  Afghan 
territory,  whether  such  a  policy  was 
supported  both  by  the  late  and  the  pre- 
sent Government ;  and,  in  what  docu- 
ment or  documents  any  such  pledge  is 
to  be  found  ? 

Mr.  J.  K.  CROSS  :  The  engagement 
to  the  Ameer  was  as  follows : — 

**Tour  Higlmess  has  requested  that  the 
▼iewa  and  intention!  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment  with  regard  to  the  position  of  the  ruler 
at  Cabal  in  illation  to  foreign  Powers  should 
be  placed  on  record  for  your  Highness*s  infor- 


mation. The  Viceroy  and  Governor  (General 
in  Council  authorizes  me  to  declare  to  you  that 
since  the  British  Government  admit  no  right  of 
interference  by  foreign  Powers  within  Afghan- 
istan, and  since  both  Russia  and  Persia  are 
pledged  to  abstain  from  all  interference  with 
the  aSSTairs  of  Afghanistan,  it  is  plain  that  your 
Highness  can  have  no  political  relations  with 
any  foreign  Power  except  with  the  British 
Government.  If  any  foreign  Power  should 
attempt  to  interfere  in  Afghanistan,  and  if 
such  interference  should  lead  to  unprovoked 
aggression  on  the  dominions  of  your  Highness, 
in  that  event  the  British  Government  would  be 
prepared  to  aid  you  to  such  extent  and  in  such 
manner  as  may  appear  to  the  British  Govern- 
ment necessary  in  repelling  it ;  provided  that 
your  Highness  follows  unreservedly  the  advice 
of  the  British  Gt>vemment  in  regard  to  your 
external  relations." 

This  engagement  was  given  in  a  letter 
from  Sir  Lepel  Griffin  to  Abdurrahman 
Khan  on  the  1st  of  August,  1880,  and 
was  renewed  in  the  same  terms  in  two 
letters  from  the  Viceroy  to  the  Ameer 
of  the  22nd  of  February  and  16th  of 
June,  1883.  The  first  of  these  letters 
is  printed  in  Afghanistan,  No.  1,  of 
1881,  page  40  ;  the  two  latter  in  Central 
Asia,  No.  1,  1884,  pages  72  and  85.  As 
regards  the  policy  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment, on  which  I  would  rather  not  ex- 
press an  opinion  in  answer  to  a  Question, 
particulars  will  be  found  in  the  various 
Papers  presented  to  Parliament  on  the 
subject  of  Afghanistan  while  they  were 
in  Office. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENEY:  Have 
the  Government  got  the  Ameer's  an- 
swer ? 

Mb.  J.  K.  CEOSS  :  The  answer  of  the 
Ameer  was  contained  in  the  same  Paper 
as  the  first  three  letters. 

Mb.  ARTHUB  O'CONNOR:  Had 
the  Ameer  at  that  time  been  recognized 
by  the  whole  of  Afghanistan  ? 

Mb.  J.  K.  CROSS  :  He  had  been  re- 
cognized by  the  British  Government. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  :  I  wish  to  ask, 
whether  Sir  Lepel  Griffin's  letter  of 
June  14,  1880,  did  not  contain  the  fol- 
lowing passage,  with  these  reserva- 
tions : — 

'^The  British  Government  are  willing  you 
should  establish  one  Afghanistan,  inclu<Ung 
Herat,  the  possession  of  which  cannot  be  gua- 
ranteed to  you,  though  the  Government  are 
not  disposed  to  hinder  any  measures  yon  may 
take  to  obtain  possession  of  it." 

Mb.  J.  K.  CROSS  :  I  think  it  would 
be  convenient  if  my  hon.  Friend  will 
give  Notice  of  a  Question  of  that 
kind. 
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FISHERIES  (IRELAND)-THE  SHANNON 
SALMON  FISHERY. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  (for  Colonel  King- 
Habman)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If 
he  will  give  a  Betum  of  the  number 
of  fixed  and  movable  engines  for  the 
capture  of  salmon  in  the  tidal  portions 
of  the  Hiver  Shannon,  each  descrip- 
tion of  net  separately ;  the  locality 
in  which  those  nets  are  fished ;  the 
names  of  the  owners  of  same;  and 
the  amount  of  licence  paid  for  each 
class  of  net  or  engine ;  ana,  of  the  num- 
ber of  fixed  engines  that  were  in  exist- 
ence in  the  lower  waters  (tidal)  prior 
to  the  Act  of  1863 ;  how  many  of  those 
engines  were  abolished  by  that  Act; 
and  the  number  of  same  that  have  sub- 
sequently been  reinstated  by  the  In- 
spectors of  Irish  Fisheries  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
was  understood  to  say  that  he  had  written 
to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  on  the 
subject. 

POST  OFFICE   (IRELAND)  — POST- 

MASTER  OF  MOUNTFIELD 

POST  OFFICE. 

Mr.  BIGOAB  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  Whether  sub-constable  Thomas 
Donnelly  stationed  at  Carrickmore, 
county  Tyrone,  has  purchased  a  farm 
in  the  locality  and  applied  for  the 
mastership  of  Mountfield  Post  Office, 
he  being  still  a  member  of  the  Boyal 
Irish  Constabulary  ? 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  In  reply 
to  the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to  say  tnat 
the  nomination  for  this  office  does  not 
rest  with  me,  but  with  the  Patronage 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury.  I  can  inform 
the  hon.  Member  that  the  noble  Lord 
has  not  yet  made  any  appointment  to 
the  office,  and,  I  believe,  does  not  con- 
template giving  it  to  the  officer  to  whom 
the  hon.  Member  refers. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)-ELECTION  OF 
GUARDIANS  —  CARMEEN  DIVISION, 
COOTEHILL  UNION— THE  INQUIRY. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  it  is  a  fact  that  the  clerk  of  Cootehill 
Union  made  the  following  statement  in 
his  letter  to  the  Local  Government 
Board,  No.  14,683—84,  in  answer  to 
the  allegations  made  against  him  by 
Mr.  Owen  M^Cabe,  candidate,  and  Rev. 


F.  M'Kenna,  P.P.  his  nominator,  pan- 
graph  1 1 ; 

<'Thi8  property''  (Carmeen)  <'u  heU  ii 
trust  by  the  persons  named  '*  (Most  Rer.  Dr. 
Donnelly,  &c)  **  who  lodged  separate  lUlcsati 
of  claim  on  a  valuation  of  £119,  on  vbick  I 
allowed  four  votes,  &c. ;  '* 

if  it  is  a  fact  that  the  derk  confirmed 
the  above  statement,  with  25  othen,  hj 
solemn  oath  at  the  subsequent  Inqviij, 
July  8th,  1884,  before  Mr.  Armsfroef, 
Local  Government  Board  Inspector;  if 
it  is  a  fact  that  the  clerk  did  not  illov 
any  property  votes  on  the  said  property 
of  Carmeen,  for  which  the  Ker.  F 
M'Kenna,  P.P.  Latton,  was  proxj,  tad 
at  whose  residence  the  voting  pi^  w 
left,  inasmuch  as  the  clerk  alleged,  ti 
the  counting  of  votes,  that  the  property 
voting  papers  of  the  townland  of  littst 
were  missing,  and  could  not  be  pio- 
duced ;  that  the  clerk  swore  at  tb«  ia- 
quiry,  8th  July,  he  could  not  find  tk 
property  voting  papers  of  the  townkcd 
of  Latton  at  the  counting  of  votes,  td 
of  course  did  not  allow  them ;  thtt  tb 
fact  that  the  clerk  did  not  allov  nj 
property  votes  for  Carmeen  is  notonov. 
having  occurred  in  the  board  roonis 
the  presence  of  all  interested,  andiwon 
to  at  a  public  inquiry,  and  is  in  tfai 
knowledge  of  the  Local  GovensMt 
Board ;  and,  if  it  is  a  fact  tbit  ^^ 
Owen  M'Cabe  and  Rev.  F.  M'&us* 
P.P.  have  again  and  again  directed  ie 
a  special  manner  the  attention  of  tk 
Local  Qovernment  Board  to  the  coBt;^ 
dictory  swearing  of  the  de^  in  ^ 
matter  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL. BANNERMiX 
The  matter  referred  to  in  this  Qoeici* 
has  already  been  the  subject  of  a  Q^ 
tion  asked  by  the  hon.  If  embff  ^ 
Louth.  I  must  refer  the  hon.  Mi«^ 
to  an  answer  given  on  the  24thof  ip> 
1884. 

EGYPT  (AFFAIRS  OF   THE  SOUIUy- 
THE  MILITARY  sriTATIOS. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CBOSS  tthi 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  V^ 
ther,  since  the  cessation  of  sccmkv- 
tilities,  any  communications  hsvf  ^ 
received  from  Lord  Wolaelsj  «^ 
Evelyn  Baring  as  to  the  extwtof  v 
influence  or  power  of  the  Hshdi  ii^ 
Soudan,  and  more  particular^  is  ^ 
part  of  the  country  north  of  Kinti;  *^ 
if  so,  whether  there  is  any  obj«^*^ 
laying  them  upon  the  xabk  cf  ■* 
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House ;  and,  whether,  as  further  offen- 
sive operations  are  not  at  present  con- 
templated, there  is  now  any  objection 
to  at  once  removing  so  many  of  the 
troops  at  or  about  Suakin  as  are  not 
required  for  the  protection  of  that  place 
and  its  immediate  neighbourhood  into 
some  healthier  and  more  convenient 
quarters,  where  they  would  be  equally 
available  for  active  service  elsewhere  in 
case  of  need  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
Since  the  Gbvernment  decided  to  review 
their  policy  with  regard  to  the  Soudan, 
we  have  been  in  communication  both 
with  Sir  Evelyn  Baring  and  with  Lord 
Wolseley  upon  the  whole  subject;  and 
fiome  of  the  despatches  and  telegrams 
received  from  them  can  certainly  be 
said  to  touch  upon  the  subject  referred 
to  in  the  first  part  of  the  Question.  These 
communications,  however,  cannot  be 
said  to  be  complete,  and  some  of  them 
are  of  an  extremely  confidential  cha- 
racter. I  doubt  very  much  whether  it 
IB  possible  at  present  to  lay  on  the 
Table  Papers  which  would  add  ma- 
terially to  the  information  in  possession 
of  the  House.  I  shall,  of  course,  from 
time  to  time  revise  the  Correspondence 
which  has  taken  place,  with  a  view  to 
seeing  whether  further  information  can 
be  laid  on  the  Table.  With  regard  to 
the  latter  part  of  the  Question,  Lord 
Wolseley  has  just  left  Cairo  for  Suakin, 
with  a  view  to  report  upon  the  military 
situation  there.  Until  we  have  received 
that  Beport  it  will  not  be  possible  to 
say  what  number  of  troops  may  be  re- 
moved from  that  place.  Although  I 
have  no  reason  for  thinking  that  the 
health  of  the  troops  is  endangered,  it  is 
probable  that  some  portion  of  them  will 
be  removed. 

Sib  WALTEE  B.  BARTTELOT: 
May  I  ask  what  steps  the  Qovernment 
propose  to  take  to  protect  the  friendly 
tribes  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Suakin 
and  the  friendly  tribes  on  the  Nile, 
particularly  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
I>ongola  ? 

Thb  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON: 
These  questions  are  both  included  in  the 
subjects  on  which  we  are  in  communi- 
cation with  Lord  Wolseley.  Until  we 
have  received  further  Reports  upon 
them,  and  until  we  have  arrived  at 
a  more  definite  conclusion  as  to  the 
whole  policy  in  the  Soudan,  I  do 
not  think  an  answeir  can  be  given  to 


the  Question  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  :  Does  the  Govern- 
ment understand  that  the  presence  of 
a  British  Army  is  necessary  for  the  pro- 
tection of  the  friendly  tribes  ;  and  if  it  is 
necessary  will  a  British  Army  be  re- 
tained there  ? 

[No  reply.] 

THE   PAPAL    SEE -DIPLOMATIC  COM- 
MUNICATIONS WITH  THE  VATICAN- 
MR.  ERRINGTON. 

Mr.  W.  J.  COBBET  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
With  reference  to  the  following  state- 
ment in  The  Times  of  the  28th  April : — 

'^  Our  Correspondent  in  Rome  informs  ns 
that,  if  the  Vatican  proceed,  and  persists  in 
nominating  Dr.  Walsh  rather  than  Br.  Don- 
nelly, who  is  patronised  by  the  English  Go- 
vernment, Mr.  Errington,  who  is  officially  in- 
trusted with  the  duty  of  settling  with  the  Holy 
See  ecclesiastical  questions  connected  with  Eng- 
land, will  immediately  leave  Rome ;  " 

whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  a 
Copy  of  the  instructions  of  Government 
to  Mr.  Errington;  and,  whether  his 
withdrawal  from  Bome  would  be  fol- 
lowed by  the  declaration  usual  in  such 
cases  r 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURIOE  : 
No  instructions  have  been  given  to  Mr. 
Errington,  so  it  is  not  in  my  power  to 
lay  them  on  the  Table  of  the  Honse. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  I  wish  to  ask  the 
noble  Lord,  having  regard  to  the  as- 
surances given  by  the  Prime  Minister, 
and  by  the  noble  Lord  himself  in  1883, 
that  a  record  would  be  made  from  time 
to  time,  and  kept  in  the  Foreign  Office, 
of  Mr.  Errington's  proceedings,  whether 
there  is  any  objection  to  laying  on  the 
Table  the  record  of  1883  of  Mr.  Erring- 
ton's  visit  to  Home  ?  Also  whether  the 
present  visit  is  the  subject  of  official 
record;  and  whether  any  Member  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  is  in  com- 
munication with  Mr.  Errington  in  re- 
spect to  the  vacant  Archbishopric  of 
DubHn  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURIOE : 
The  understanding  given  in  1883  was 
that  a  record  would  be  kept  for  the 
information  of  successive  Secretaries 
of  State.  I  stated,  in  reply  to  a  Ques- 
tion on  June  11,  1883 — 

"  Ko  Department  of  the  Foreign  0£Sce  will  be 
charged  with  making  and  keeping  the  record  of 
any  correspondence  with  Mr.  Errington.    The 
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record  of  it  will  eventoallf  be  placed  in  the 
archives  of  the  Office  for  the  information  of 
successive  Secretaries  of  State."— (3  Hansard, 
[280]  219.) 

Mr.  sexton  :  Would  there  be  any 
objection  to  laying  that  record,  or  any 
portion  of  it,  on  the  Table  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
Yes,  Sir.  I  have  no  power  at  all  to  un- 
dertake to  lay  any  portion  of  these 
communications  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Is  the  present  visit  of 
Mr.  Errington  to  Home  the  subject  of  a 
similar  record  ?       

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE ;  If 
the  hon.  Member  desires  to  ask  me  any 
farther  Questions,  he  had  much  better 
place  them  on  the  Paper.  He  can  see 
from  my  answer  that  no  department  of 
the  Foreign  Office  is  charged  with  keep- 
ing this  record ;  and  as  I  only  represent 
the  Foreign  Office  in  the  House,  I  am 
not  in  a  position  to  reply  to  the  Question 
of  the  hon.  Member,  at  least  now. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  I  shall  ask  to-morrow 
whether  the  visit  of  Mr.  Errington  to 
Home  is  being  made  the  subject  of  a 
record? 

Mr.  HEALY  :  Might  I  ask  the  noble 
Lord  whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  continue  Mr.  Errington 
as  Ambassador  to  Bome  after  the  next 
General  Election  ? 

[No  reply.] 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING— SALE  OF  THE 
"  KLNFAUNS  CASTLE  "  TO  EUSSIA. 

Mr.  COLERIDGE  KENNAED  asked 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
Whether  the  steamship  JSjinfaun$  CasUs 
is  now  the  property  of  the  Bussian  Go- 
vernment, and  is  being  fitted  out  for 
warlike  purposes ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he 
will  inform  the  House  from  whose  and 
to  what  name  the  said  ship  was  trans- 
ferred, and  the  date  of  the  transaction  ? 

Mr.  CHAMBEELAIN:  I  am  not 
aware  whether  or  not  the  Ktnfauns  Cattle 
is  actually  the  property  of  the  Bussian 
Government ;  but  she  was  purchased  on 
behalf  of  the  Bussian  Yolnnteer  Fleet 
Society.  Nor  am  I  able  to  say  whether 
she  is  being  fitted  out  for  warlike  pur- 
poses. I  am  informed  that  before  she 
left  England  she  was  fitted  up  for  the 
accommodation  of  a  large  number  of 
men,  to  carry  emigrants  to  the  Amoor 
and  tea  from  China  to  Odessa.  The 
KinfawM  CmmUs  belonged  to  the  Castle 
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Mail  Company,  and  the  negotiatiott  lor 
the  sale  began  in  November,  1883,  and 
were  concluded  shortly  afterwards.  T^ 
registered  managing  owner  at  the  tiiM 
of  the  sale  was  Sir  Donald  Cuirie,  wlio 
transferred  her  on  behalf  of  the  Gisda 
Company.  No  record  is  kept  of  tiifl 
names  of  purchasers  in  the  case  <d  tw- 
sels  sold  to  a  foreign  flag.  She  kft^ 
country  early  in  1884. 


PRISONS  (IRELAND)  —  iOLKEOnr 
FEMALE  PRISON. 

Mr.  MABUM  asked  the  Chi^  SacR- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  IreUii 
Whether  his  attention  has  beoidirectsi 
to  the  dissatisfaction  existing  amotgrt 
the  magistracy  and  general  puUk  d 
Kilkenny  county  and  city  by  reaaoa  of 
the  absence  of  a  female  prison  in  O- 
kenny,  during  the  last  three  jmUt 
whereby  females  remanded  or  commTttrf 
for  perhaps  trivial  offences  or  d^u^ 
in  the  north  portion  of  the  eountj,  nt 
sent,  under  police  escort,  some  sixtett 
miles  by  road,  possiblj  in  indflowit 
weather,  and  twenty  miles  per  laiL  to 
the  gaol  of  Tullamore,  in  King's  Comtj, 
and  likewise  females  in  the  sooth,  vaAs 
similar  circumstances,  are  sent  to  Wtter- 
ford  Gkol,  a  distance  of  soma  tkixtr 
miles ;  and,  whether  the  Oovomiat 
is  prepared  to  recommend  to  the  priioa 
authorities  the  advisability  of  n-<*- 
tablishing  a  prison  for  females  h  ^ 
city  of  Kilkenny  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL- BANNEBMAK: 

The  Government  have  recerred  no  «»• 
plaints  of  the  abolition,  of  the  pdffi- 
which  followed  upon  the  doong  ^ 
Spike  Island.  In  view  of  the  ftrosc 
recommendation  of  the  recent  Boiv 
Commission  that  the  prisons  in  Irew 
should  be  further  concentrated,  I  iSbmA 
say  there  is  little  prospect  of  a  Ua^ 
prison  being  re-established  at  KilkoiJ* 
but  the  future  status  of  the  prtaoa  a 
that  City  forms  part  of  the  geaertlq*** 
tion  which  is  now  under  considenti^ 

PARLIAMENT— ADMISSI05  OF 
STRANGERS  TO  THE  HOUSE- WK 
NEW  REGULATIOya 

Sm  H.  DBUMMOND  WOLFF  i*^ 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  Wi- 
ther steps  will  be  taken  to  sapfden^ 
the  staff  of  this  House  to  soppfy^ 
place  of  the  Committee  Cleric  bo*^'^ 
pointed  to  assist  the  Speaker'tSeai^ 
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in  carrying  out  the  new  Begulations  for 
the  admission  of  strangers  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QITEB  (Mr.  Childees)  :  In  reply  to  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ports- 
mouth, I  have  to  say  that  I  am  one 
of  the  Commissioners  for  the  regula- 
tion of  the  salaries,  emoluments,  and 
retiring  allowances  of  the  officers  of  the 
House,  and  that  if  Mr.  Speaker  should 
bring  before  us  any  proposal  as  to  the 
staff  of  the  House  it  shall  have  my 
most  careful  attention.  It  is  not  for  me 
to  initiate  proposals  of  this  character. 


PARLIAMENT— PALACE  OF 
WESTMINSTER- WESTMINSTER  HALL 
(RESTORATION). 

Mr.  CAUSTON  asked  the  junior  Mem- 
ber  for  Leeds,  now  that  the  Committee 
on  plans  for  the  restoration  of  West- 
minster Hall  has  agreed  to  its  Eeport, 
If  he  will  comply  with  the  request  re- 
oenily  made  to  him,  that,  in  order  to 
enable  Members  to  judge  of  the  effect 
of  the  West  side  of  Westminster  Hall 
were  the  works  to  be  carried  out  there 
to  be  limited  to  restoring  the  buttresses 
and  flying  buttresses,  he  will,  before  the 
House  is  asked  to  decide  upon  the  ques- 
tion of  restoration,  give  instructions  to 
have  the  painted  screens  in  the  two  cen- 
tral bays  removed,  and  the  flying  but- 
trees  flanking  them  temporarily  finished 
in  eimilar  style  to  the  pinnacles  now  ex- 
posed to  view ;  whether  ample  time  will 
DO  g^ven  to  honourable  Members  to  con- 
sider the  Evidence  and  Beport  of  the 
Committee  before  the  House  is  called 
upon  to  decide  the  matter ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  will  undertake  that  the  discus- 
sion in  Committee  shall  come  on  at  a 
convenient  hour  and  after  full  notice  ? 

MB.HERBEET  GLADSTONE: 
There  will  be  no  objection  to  leaving 
one  of  the  canvas  pinnacles  after  remov- 
ing the  painted  screens  in  the  central 
bays,  so  that  hon.  Members  may  see 
the  effect  of  the  proposal  of  my  hon. 
Friend.  It  would  be  useless  to  make 
an  imitation  flying  buttress,  as  the  ma- 
sonry of  the  original  flying  buttresses 
themselves  will  not  be  sdtered.  Ample 
time  will  be  given  to  hon.  Members  to 
eontider  the  evidence  after  it  is  pub- 
lished. The  discussion  will  be  taken  in 
Committee  of  Supply  on  the  Vote  for 
the  Houses  of  Parliament,  which,  being 
in  Class  I.,  wiU  have  precedence  and 
vrill  be  taken  first. 


TRAMWAYS  AND  PUBLIC  COMPANIES 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  1883— THE  MIGRA- 
TION CLAUSE. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  the  Government  has  any  in- 
formation as  to  the  reasons  of  the  failure 
of  the  Migration  Clause  of  the  Tram- 
ways Act ;  if  Government  has  granted 
any  sums  of  money,  and,  if  so,  how 
much,  and  to  whom,  for  the  purposes  of 
the  Migration  Clause;  how  has  this 
money  been  employed;  and,  if  the  failure 
is  due  to  defective  legislation,  whe- 
ther Government  will  take  any  steps  to 
remove  this  cause  of  failure  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  :  I 
have  no  information  on  this  subject. 
The  Act  does  not  place  the  initiative  in 
the  hands  of  the  Government,  and,  as  I 
said  before,  we  have  received  no  appli- 
cation for  grants. 

POST  OFFICE— FOLKESTONE  POST 

OFFICE. 

Sir  EDWAED  WATKIN  asked  the 
Postmaster  General,  Whether  the  con- 
tract for  building  a  new  Post  Office  at 
Folkestone  has  been  given  to  a  con- 
tractor at  Bristol ;  whether  he  will  lay 
upon  the  Table  the  names  of  the  various 
contractors  tendering,  with  the  amounts 
of  their  tenders ;  and,  if  he  will  also 
state  whether  the  contract  is  for  a 
'*  lump  sum,"  or  may  involve  "extras?" 

Mr.  HEEBEET  GLADSTONE :  The 
contractors  are  Messrs.  Howell  and  Son, 
of  Bristol  and  London.  Tenders  were 
invited  in  the  usual  way  by  advertise- 
ment, and  1 8  were  received.  Following 
the  usual  course,  the  lowest  tender  was 
accepted.  The  Department  does  not 
deem  it  advisable  to  lay  on  the  Table 
the  names  of  the  unsuccessful  contrac- 
tors, with  the  amounts  of  their  tenders ; 
but  I  shall  be  glad  to  give  them  to  the 
hon.  Baronet.  The  contract  is  for  a 
lump  sum ;  but  it  is  quite  impossible  to 
say  whether  any  extras  will  arise. 

CENTRAL  ASIA-RUSSIA  AND  AFGHAN- 
ISTAN—REPORTED ENGAGEMENT. 

Me.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  any  information  as  to  the  re- 
ported engagement  between  the  Bussians 
and  Afglutns ;  and,  whether  the  Afghan 
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forces  still  hold  Bala,  Murghab,  and 
KhuSlik  ? 

'  Lord  EDMOND  FTTZMAURIOE  : 
No,  Sir ;  we  have  no  information  as  to 
the  reported  engagement.  The  Afghans 
still  hold  Bala,  Murghab,  and  Khushk. 

EGYPT  (MILITARY  EXPEDITION)— THE 

NEW  SOUTH  WALES  CONTIN- 

GENT. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  If  it 
is  true  that  the  New  South  Wales  Mi- 
nistry had  no  legal  authority  to  send  a 
contingent  of  armed  men  to  carry  on 
hostile  operations  in  that  part  of  the 
Ottoman  Empire  called  the  Soudan  ? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY :  No  doubt 
the  Act  establishing  the  Colonial  Forces 
in  question  did  not  contain  any  provision 
for  their  employment  in  foreign  coun- 
tries; but  the  New  South  Wales  Go- 
vernment did  not  hesitate  to  take  the 
responsibility  involved  in  promptly  de- 
spatching the  Contingent  to  the  Soudan, 
and  then  applied  without  delay  to  the 
Legislature  to  confirm  their  action,  which 
it  did  fully  and  readily.  I  should  like 
to  quote,  as  part  of  my  answer,  the 
striking  words  of  Mr.  Dalley,  the  acting 
Colonial  Secretary  of  New  South  Wales, 
who  replied  as  follows  to  strictures  made 
on  the  Administration,  for  their  initia- 
tory and  independent  action : — 

"  We  prefer,  thank  God,  slight  constitutional 
improprieties  to  the  abandonment  of  duty,  the 
neglect  of  great  opportunities,  and  we  prefer  the 
glory  of  giving  a  noble  example." 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  :  Will  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  in- 
form the  House  what  is  the  international 
position  of  armed  men,  so  raised  with- 
out Constitutional  authority,  employed 
against  any  foreign  Government  ? 

Mr.  MACFAELANE:  Have  the 
Australian  Contingent  volunteered  for 
service  in  India  if  required  ? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY :  Yes,  Sir ; 
they  have. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  asked 
whether  the  despatch  of  troops  from 
New  South  Wales  was  not  subjected  to 
adverse  criticism  in  the  Assembly ;  and, 
how  many  Members  declared  by  their 
votes  that  it  was  unwise  and  unjust? 
[^  Cries  of  **  Do  not  answer  !  "] 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY:  I  am 
unable,  without  Notice,  to  answer  that 
Question. 

Mr,  Ashmsad'Bartlett 


EDUCATION  (SCOTLAND)— THE  SECBE- 
TARY  FOR  SCOTLAND. 

Mr.  DALRYMPLE  asked  the  8ec»- 
tary  of  State  for  the  Home  Departmot, 
Whether  he  would  be  disposed  to  con- 
vene a  meetiug  of  Scotch  Members  for 
the  purpose  of  ascertaining  their  viewt 
as  to  the  question  of  placing  edoettifia 
in  Scotland  under  the  charge  of  a  Se- 
cretary for  Scotland,  so  that,  if  opinioM 
appear  to  be  sharply  dirided.  or  dectdedlj 
adverse  to  the  proposal,  the  Secretary  £« 
Scotland  Bill  may  be  liberated  to  fin- 
ther  and  more  rapid  progress  throogb 
Parliament  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour),  who  replied  to  the  Questioa, 
said,  they  should  be  glad  to  leani  from 
the  hon.  Members  from  Scotland  wlie* 
ther  there  was  any  prevalent  desire  ia 
such  a  meeting. 

POOR    LAW— PRESCOT    (LAKCASHIIKi 
UNION— MR.  DUNN. 

Mr.  BIOGAR  asked  the  PresidaBt  d 
the  Local  Government  Board,  Hat  bt 
seen  the  report  that  it  is  proposed  bj 
certain  guardians  in  .the  Preseot  (Lis- 
cashire)  Union  to  g^ve  the  appotntflMot 
of  rate  collector  to  Mr.  John  KitciM* 
on  condition  that  he  allow  Mr.  Bvu. 
who  has  been  recently  dismissed  for 
embezzlement,  £50  a-jear  out  of  bk 
salary ;  and,  whether  he  approrei  of 
such  an  arrangement ;  and,  if  not  vb«- 
ther  he  will  use  his  influence  to  £»• 
courage  that  or  any  similar  am8|^ 
ment? 

Mr.  GEORGE  RUSSELL :  The  obIj 
information  which  at  present  we  liiw 
received  from  the  Guardians  with  regv4 
to  the  officer  referred  to  is  that  Kr- 
Dunn  has  resigned.  We  will  make  it- 
quiry  of  the  Guardians  on  the  sobjeit 

REGISTRATION  OF  VOTERS  (IREU5^ 

BILL. 

Mr.  BRODRIGK  asked  Mr.  Cte- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  it « 
his  intention  to  include,  in  the  fisaaoii 
proposals  of  the  year,  any  ofaarg*  ^ 
the  cost  of  the  Registration  of  Yottn* 
Ireland,  in  accordance  with  the  v* 
given  in  a  Committee  of  the  «h4» 
House  on  Friday  last;  uid.  vhithir 
such  charge  will  also  provide  fot  tk» 
cost  of  the  Registcatioii  of  Yoltf*i> 
Great  Britain  ? 
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The  chancellor  of  theEXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Childerb)  :  In  reply  to  my 
hon.  Friend,  I  have  to  say  that  it  would 
be  altogether  premature  that  I  should 
state  now  what  course  we  propose  to 
take  in  consequence  of  the  division  in 
the  Committee  on  the  Irish  Registra- 
tion Bill.  We  proceed  with  the  Com- 
mittee to-morrow. 

CORPORATION    OP    LONDON    TOWER 
BRIDGE  BILL. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  Whether  the  pro- 
moters of  the  Corporation  of  London 
Tower  Bridge  Bill  have  yet  submitted 
any,  and  what,  revised  plans ;  and,  whe- 
ther they  have  yet  applied  for  and  ob- 
tained sanction  for  the  interference  with 
the  precincts  of  the  Tower  of  London, 
as  shown  by  the  deposited  plan  and  sec- 
tion, to  which  exception  was  taken  by 
the  War  Office  ? 

Mb.  brand  :  The  Corporation  have 
submitted  revised  plans,  which  have  so 
far  removed  the  objection  previously 
taken  in  the  matter  of  interference  with 
the  Tower  precincts  that  the  War 
Office  has  withdrawn  dissent  on  the 
understanding  that  the  designs  are  sub- 
mitted for  its  approval  and  that  of  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works. 

ARMY  (ORDNANCE  DEPARMENT)— 
DEFECTIVE  CARTRIDGES. 

Oaptaik  ATLMER  asked  the  Sur- 
veyor General  of  the  Ordnance,  What 
was  the  date  of  the  receipt  of  Lord 
Wolseley's  report  on  the  Martini-Henry 
rifle  cartridges ;  and,  whether,  previous 
to  such  report,  any  unfavourable  re- 
ports on  the  Boxer  cartridge  had  been 
received  by  the  Department  from  offi- 
cers commanding  troops  in  the  field; 
and,  if  so,  from  whom  and  when  ? 

Mb.  brand  said,  that  two  commu- 
nications had  been  received  from  Lord 
Wolseley,  one  of  which  was  received 
on  the  21  St.  He  had  not  had  time  to 
search  the  records  for  such  Reports  as 
had  been  sent  in  to  the  War  Office  since 
tlie  introduction  of  the  Boxer  cartridge  ; 
but,  in  any  case,  such  Reports  were  con- 
fidential. 

Lord  EUSTACE  CECIL  inquired 
whether  there  was  any  objection  to  lay 
the  Reports  upon  the  Table  ? 

Mb.  brand  said,  that  he  was  not 
able  to  comply  with  the  request. 

VOL.  OOXOVII.    [thibd  sbbies.J 


LAW  AND  JUSTICE    (IRELAND)— THE 
BARBAVILLA  PRISONERS. 

Me.  CALLAN  asked  Mr.  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland,  Whether,  in  view 
of  the  Notice  of  Motion  standing  first 
on  the  Notice  Paper  for  Tuesday  next, 
to  call  attention  to  the  continued  unjust 
incarceration  of  the  prisoners  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Barbavilla,  &c.  cases  in 
Ireland,  he  will  supply  the  Crown 
printed  report  of  the  trial  of  the  Bar- 
bavilla  case  in  the  Library  for  the  con- 
venieuce  of  Members  ? 

Thb  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker),  who  was 
very  inaudible,  was  understood  to  state 
that  there  was  no  Crown  printed  Re- 
ports of  the  trials  in  the  Barbavilla 
cases.  There  was  a  manuscript  Report 
of  the  first  trial ;  but  the  evidence  at  the 
trial  on  which  the  conviction  was  ob- 
tained was  not,  in  many  respects,  the 
same. 

Mb.  CALLAN  asked,  whether  the 
manuscript  would  be  placed  in  the 
Library  for  the  convenience  of  Mem- 
bers? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walkkb)  :  No,  Sir; 
I  will  not  place  it  there. 

CENTRAL     ASIA— AFGHANISTAN-  EN- 
GAGEMENTS WITH  THE  AMEER. 

Mb.  JOHN  MORLEY  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  By  what  instru- 
ments or  other  records  our  obligations 
to  the  Ameer  of  Afghanistan  are,  in  the 
view  of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  de- 
fined; whether  these  obligations  have 
been  modified  during  the  recent  con- 
ferences at  Rawul  Pindi ;  and,  whether 
the  Ameer's  own  wishes  would  operate 
as  a  release  from  all  or  any  of  them  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  In  answer  to  an 
earlier  Question,  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  has  already 
read  to  the  House  what  is  in  point  of 
fact  the  principal,  I  may  say  the  only, 
documentary  evidence  in  our  possession 
that  is  producible.  It  explains  suffi- 
ciently the  basis  of  the  relations  be- 
tween the  Ameer  of  Afghanistan  and  the 
British  Government.  But  I  think  it 
may  be  well  to  add  that  these  relations, 
although  not  previously  expressed  in 
documentary  evidence  now  at  our  com- 
mand)  yet  are  to  be  inferred,  to  a  cer- 
tain extent,  from  the  transactions  that 
have  taken  place.    There  is  a  Return 
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before  the  House,  published  some  con- 
siderable time  ago,  in  1882,  which  gives 
an  account  of  the  aid  supplied  to  the 
Ameers  of  Afghanistan  at  different 
periods ;  there  is  some  to  Dost  Mahomed 
in  1856  and  1857;  and  to  Shore  AH  in 
1868-9  were  given  various  items  of  arms 
and  ammunition,  and  12  lakhs  of  rupees. 
In  1870  there  was  a  further  provision  of 
arms  and  ammunition,  and  a  further 
grant  of  money.  In  1872  a  further  pro- 
vision of  arms  and  ammunition  was 
given ;  and  in  1873  both  arms  and  am- 
munition and  money.  Of  course,  my 
hon.  Friend  will  perceive  that  these 
were  not  isolated  and  accidental  acts, 
but  that  they  were  acts  expressive  of  a 
certain  policy  and  of  certain  obb'gations 
voluntarily  undertaken  by  the  British- 
Indian  Government.  With  regard  to 
the  second  part  of  the  Question,  no 
modification  whatever  has  taken  place 
in  these  obligations.  With  regard  to 
the  third  part  of  the  Question,  the 
Ameer  is  on  the  footing  of  an  ally, 
though  a  protected  ally ;  and  naturally 
my  hon.  iViend  will  understand  that  the 
Ameer's  own  wishes  would  form  a  very 
material  element  in  the  consideration 
of  any  question  that  might  arise. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  asked,  whe- 
ther there  was  any  truth  in  the  state- 
ment in  The  Indian  Statesman  to  the 
effect  that  the  Ameer  had  been  com- 
pelled to  come  to  the  Conference  at 
Kawul  Findi  by  threats  that  if  he  re- 
fused to  do  so  Ayoub  Khan  would  be 
put  in  his  place  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  No,  Sir;  cer- 
tainly  not.  That  statement  is  new  to 
me.  It  is  so  entirely  at  variance  with 
all  my  knowledge  and  my  firm  and  un- 
hesitating belief  that  I  cannot  for  a  mo- 
ment scruple  to  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman 
to  consider  it  as  a  statement  made  in 
error. 

Mb.  JOHN  MOELEY  asked,  whe- 
ther these  earlier  gifts  to  the  Ameer 
were  not  accompanied  by  an  express 
warning  that  they  involved  no  obliga- 
tions on  our  part  with  respect  to  them  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  should  not  like 
to  make  a  declaration  reaching  so  far 
back  as  these  transactions ;  but  certainly 
they  were  expressive  of  a  policy — a  con- 
ditional policy,  it  is  true,  but  a  policy 
which  would  have  a  binding  effect  on  a 
great  State. 

Mb.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  inquired 
whether,  in  the  undertaking,  there  was 

Mr.  GladeUme 


not  an  express  reservation  with  regard 
to  Herat,  which  the  British  Gk>vernment 
declined  to  secure  or  guarantee  to  the 
Ameer. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  That  passage,  I 
believe,  was  read  to  the  House. 

CIVIL  SERVICE  (PARLIAMENTARY  CAN- 
DIDATURE)—MR.  W.  JOHNSTON, 
INSPECTOR  OF  FISHERIES. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  If  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  public  letter  written  by  Mr. 
Wm.  Johnston,  Inspector  of  Fisheries, 
to  the  Orange  Grand  Master,  which  ap- 
peared in  The  Belfast  Newe  Letter — 

"  Expressing  his  readiness,  if  called  upon,  to 
contest  one  of  the  divisions  of  Belfast  at  the 
General  Election ; " 

is  he  aware  that  this  official  admits  the 
authorship  of  the  following  letter  in  The 
Belfast  Evening  Telegraph — 

*'  The  12th  of  July  is  being  prepared  for  aU 
over  Ulster.  In  view  of  the  approaching  Gene- 
ral Election  it  will  he  of  unusual  importance. 
On  that  occasion  I  hope  to  take  my  place  with 
my  Orange  hrethren.  No  more  loyal  addresses 
will  be  presented  to  the  Prince  and  Princess  of 
Wales  than  the  Orange  ones,  and  I  hope  to  be 
able  hereafter  to  give  emphasis  to  them  when  I 
am  Member  for  South  Belfast ; '' 

will  he  explain  on  what  principle  the 
Government  consider  that  such  declara- 
tions by  a  Civil  Servant  of  his  intention 
to  seek  a  seat  in  Parliament  do  not  con- 
stitute a  breach  of  the  Treasuiy  Eule  of 
November  12th  1884  (since  made  an 
Order  in  Council),  which  requires  that 
any  Civil  Servant  who,  by  an  election 
address  or  ''in  any  other  manner,  an- 
nounces himself  as  a  candidate,''  should 
resign  his  position  under  the  Grown ;  is 
it  the  fact  that  Mr.  Johnston,  who 
threatens  next  12th  July  "to  take  my 
place  with  my  Orange  brethren,"  is  the 
same  official  whose  repeated  political 
speeches  compelled  the  Irish  Executive 
to  exact  from  him  a  promise  in  writing 
that  he  would  never  again  interfere  in 
politics  while  a  public  servant;  and,  what 
course  the  Government  will  take  under 
all  the  circumstances  of  this  case  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  am  afraid  1 
cannot  assist  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber very  much  with  regard  to  this  matter. 
The  Question  seems  to  have  been  put  to 
me  under  a  very  natural  misapprehen- 
sion. As  the  hon.  Member  is  aware,  it  is 
the  duty  of  the  Treasury  departmentally 
to  take  cognizance  of  matters  with  regard 
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to  the  Public  Service,  and  to  promote 
proper  regulations  with  respect  to  it. 
One  of  the  matters  which  came  under 
the  notice  of  the  Treasury  was  with  re- 
ference to  the  candidature  for  seats  in 
Parliament  of  gentlemen  in  any  Public 
Office.  This  matter  was  considered,  and 
an  Order  in  Council  was  made  on  the 
subject  which  remained  binding  on  the 
conduct  of  the  different  Departments  of 
the  State.  The  Treasury  had,  howerer, 
no  right  to  interfere  in  a  matter  of  this 
kind  with  the  discretion  of  other  De- 
partments. 

Mb.  HEALY:  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  kindly  state  to  whom  the 
Question  should  be  addressed  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  must  certainly 
ut  the  responsibility  upon   my  right 

on.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman). 

Mb.  HEALY:  I  will  then  address 
the  Question  to  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
The  Question  which  appears  in  the  name 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  looks 
like  one  which  I  answered  before.  The 
circumstances  of  the  case  are  engaging 
the  attention  of  the  Irish  Government. 

Mb.  HEALY :  I  would  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  will  an- 
swer this  passage — [6Wm  of  **0h!" 
ojirf  **  Order !  "]  I  must  ask  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  have  a  little  patience.  I  would 
ask,  is  it  a  fact  that  Mr.  Johnston  is  the 
same  official  whose  repeated  political 
speeches  compelled  the  Irish  Executive 
to  exact  from  him  a  promise  in  writing 
that  he  would  never  again  interfere  in 
politics  while  a  public  servant  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
Mr.  Johnston's  written  undertaking,  as 
well  as  the  whole  matter  of  his  edleged 
candidature,  is  being  examined  into  and 
considered  by  the  Irish  Government. 

EGYPT   (EVENTS    IN   THE  SOUDAN)— 
THE  DEFENCE  OF  KHARTOUM- 
GENERAL  GORDON. 
Mb.  A8HMEAD-BARTLETT  asked 
the  Krst  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther, in  view  of  the  long  and  heroic  de- 
fence of  Khartoum  by  its  inhabitants 
under  General  Gt)rdon,  he  will  lay  be- 
fore Parliament  the  evidence  on  which 
he  grounded  the   statement    made  by 
him — 

**We  have  no  reason  to  suppose  that  any 
reiy  considerable  body  ever  attached  them- 


selves to  him,  and  we  have  no  reason  to  suppose 
that  the  general  population  of  Khartoum — 
though  I  have  no  doubt  that  some  of  his  im- 
mediate adherents  may — have  suffered  in  con- 
sequence of  what  has  taken  place  ;" 

and,  whether  he  can  also  give  any  evi- 
dence in  disproof  of  the  repeated  state- 
ments of  survivors  of  the  garrison  and 
others,  to  the  effect  that  thousands  of 
the  loyal  inhabitants  of  Khartoum  were 
massacred  by  the  Mahdi's  forces,  and 
that  the  women  and  children  who  sur- 
vived were  sold  into  slavery  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  I  think  this 
Question  refers  exclusively  to  a  matter 
which,  when  I  made  a  speech  on  the 
subject,  I  described  as  matter  of  argu- 
ment and  opinion.  I  have  stated  my 
opinion,  and  the  hon.  Member  can  state 
his ;  but  it  appears  to  me  that  to  enter 
into  the  subject  in  reply  to  a  Question 
would  really  be  to  introduce  purely  de- 
batable matter  into  this  department  of 
our  Business. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BAETLETT  said, 
that  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  as  First 
Minister  of  the  Crown,  had  made  a  state- 
ment of  this  sort  considerably  derogating 
from  the  services  of  General  Gordon, 
he  would  ask  him  whether  he  would  lay 
on  the  Table  of  the  House  Papers  in 
support  of  his  statement  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  I  entirely  differ 
from  the  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  the  pre- 
amble of  his  Question ;  and  as  to  his  re- 
quest I  cannot  comply  with  it. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— THE  AFGHAN  BOUN- 
DARY COMMISSION— SIR  PETER 
LUMSDEN. 

Mb.  O'KELLY  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  a  paragraph  in  The 
Indian  Statesman  of  the  7th  April  1885, 
which  states — 

"  The  prospects  of  a  peaceful  settlement  with 
Russia  would  be  hopeful,  but  for  the  prosti- 
tution of  Sir  Peter  Lumsden*s  Mission  to  open 
intrigue,  by  lavish  bribery  with  the  tribes ; " 

and,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  asked  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  for  any 
explanation  of  the  alleged  intrigues  of 
the  Mission  with  the  Turkoman  tribes, 
against  the  Russian  Government  in 
Central  Asia  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  I  am  not  aware 
there  have  been  any  intrigues  of  any 
sort  between  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  and  the 
Turkomans ;  and,  that  being  so,  the  Ques- 
tion has  no  bearing. 
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CENTRAL  ASIA— KTJSSI A  AND  AFGHAN- 

ISTAN— RUSSIAN  ADVANCE-OCCU- 

PATION  OF  MARUCHAK. 

Sm  STAJ'FOED  NORTHCOTE  in- 
quired, Whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  any  further  intelligence  to 
communicate  to  the  House  with  reference 
to  the  negotiations  with  Hussia  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  There  is  only 
this  declaration  which  it  is  my  duty  to 
make,  that  the  supposition  of  an  ad- 
vance of  the  Russian  Forces  to  Maru- 
chak  is  erroneous.  We  have  a  telegram 
from  Sir  Peter  Lumsden,  dated  27th 
April,  in  which  he  uses  these  words — 

"  Afghan  express  just  in.  Declares  report  of 
Russian  occupation  of  Maruchak  quite  un- 
founded.'* 


SUPPLY  — THE  VOTE  OF  CREDIT- 
PERSONAL  EXPLANATION  (MR. 
GLADSTONE). 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  With  the  per- 
mission of  the  House,  I  wish  to  make 
a  personal  explanation  which  I  hope 
may  not  he  without  convenience  to  the 
House.  It  has  reference  to  words  which 
fell  ^m  me  on  Monday  night.  It 
was  part  of  my  duty  on  Monday  night, 
as  I  helieve,  and  as  I  think  it  will  he 
generally  felt,  in  relation  to  the  de- 
mands made  upon  us  for  information 
upon  the  suhject  under  discussion,  to 
refer  to  precedents  afforded  hy  former 
Votes  of  Credit.  It  had  heen  my  full 
intention  to  refer  to  these  precedents  in 
a  manner  purely  defensive  and  formal, 
and  raising  no  subject  of  contention  ; 
but  I  was  led  by  circumstances,  to 
which  I  need  not  refer,  to  introduce 
into  a  portion  of  my  speech  some 
references  which  were  of  a  highly 
polemical  and  controversial  character 
with  regard  to  the  proceedings  under 
the  Vote  of  Credit  of  1878.  What  I 
wish  to  say  in  the  frankest  manner  is, 
first  of  all,  that  it  was  a  suggestion  to 
me  from  ^e  course  of  the  debate,  and 
£rom  circumstances  which  had  happened 
at  the  moment — ^it  was  no  part  of  my 
intention  with  which  I  had  determined 
upon  the  statement  I  was  to  make 
to  the  House.  It  was  what  is  called 
an  unpremeditated  suggestion,  upon 
which  I  acted  on  the  spur  of  the  mo- 
ment. I  wish  further  to  say  that  I  very 
much  regret  it.  I  look  back  upon  the 
whole  of  the  circumstances,  upon  the 
patriotic  and  forbearing  conduct  of  all 


sections  of  the  House  upon  that 
sion,  to  which  I  attach  the  highest 
value,  and  I  feel  that  these  words  of 
mine  might  have  had  a  tendency  to 
cause  a  descent  from  the  higher  g;iovBd 
of  the  matters  which  we  have  had  under 
consideration  to  a  lower  grounds  and 
might  have  had  a  tendency — nay,  had  a 
tendency,  I  will  say,  to  revive  a  oott- 
troversy  which  is  bygone,  which  be- 
longs to  the  last  Parliament,  which  noae 
of  us  would  desire  to  revive,  and  the 
revival  of  which  in  connection  with  the 
higher  subject  is  undoubtedly  not  for 
the  public  advantage.  I  wish  to  make 
this  statement  in  the  frankest  manner, 
and  without  waiting  for  any  criticism  on 
that  portion  of  my  speech ;  but  I  may 
just  add  only  this  one  word — that  it  may 
be  my  duty  possibly  to  print  in  a  oar- 
rected  form  that  speech,  and,  if  I  do  so, 
I  shall  certainly  append  to  it  this  ex- 
pression. 

SiE  STAFFORD  NOBTHCOTE:  Ian 
sure,  however  irregular  it  may  be  for  me 
to  say  a  word  after  what  has  fallen 
the  Prime  Minister,  the  House  will 
don  me  expressing  my  own  great 
faction  and  the  feeling  of  others 
me  at  the  manner  in  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  spoken  of  what 
occurred  the  other  night.  It  is  obvioas 
that  the  words  which  fell  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  were  unpremeditated  t» 
a  certain  extent,  and  certainly  they  vsf« 
words  which  were  very  much  to  be  re- 
gretted. I  can  only  say  that  we  shooU 
have  felt  it  to  be  our  duty  decidedly  ts 
challenge  the  statement  of  facts  and  tht 
inferences  drawn  by  the  right  hoa.  Gea- 
tleman;  but  with  regard  to  the  intr^ 
dttction  of  such  matter  into  the  di: 
we  did  feel  that  it  was  painf  id  to  na, 
were  anxious  to  support  the 
in  the  main,  that  we  should  hare  kai 
matter  of  that  sort  introduced,  and  I  sa 
gratified  to  find  that  the  right  hon.  6«a* 
tleman  has  of  his  own  acootiL  vpi*- 
taneously  and  without  waitine  Cor  ax; 
challenge  from  us,  expressed  his  rsgrtf 
for  having  introduced  words  not 
aary  to  lus  argument,  and  i 
with  the  spirit  of  his  speeeh. 


PAELIAMENT— BUSINESS  OF  THE 

HOUSE. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  BnoADHcasT, 
Mb.  GLADSTONE  said :  It  is  not  a 
tended  to  proceed  with  the  Seats  Bi£  < 
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Friday.  It  has  become  a  matter  of 
urgency  to  make  progress  with  the  Re- 
gistration Bills,  and  it  is  intended  to 
take  the  Irish  Bill  to-morrow  as  the  first 
Order. 

Mr.  Serjeant  SIMON  asked  if  the 
Seats  Bill  would  be  proceeded  with  on 
Monday  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  It  wHl  depend 
on  the  progress  made  and  the  degree  of 
urgency  as  to  the  Registration  Bill  whe- 
ther the  Seats  Bill  will  be  taken  on  Mon- 
day. 

EGYPT—SEIZURE  OP  THE  «'  BOSPHORE 

EGYPTIEN." 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  noble 
Lord  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  If  he  could  give  the 
details  of  the  settlement  with  regard  to 
Ths  Bo$phor$  Egypiien  incident;  and 
whether  it  was  true  that  the  office  of  that 
paper  was  to  be  reopened,  and  that  the 
Egyptian  Government  had  apologized 
for  their  proceedings  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE  : 
I  have  already  stated  that  the  incident 
is  practically  closed ;  but  the  arrange- 
ment has  not  yet  assumed  the  final  form 
which  would  enable  me  to  make  any 
official  statement  to  the  House.  But 
the  Papers  will  be  laid  on  the  Table. 

ORDERS  OF  TEE  DA  Y. 


WAYS    AND    MEANS— FINANCIAL 
STATEMENT.-COMMITTEE. 

Ways  and  Meahs — comidered  in  Com- 
mittee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childers),  in  rising  to  move 
the  1st  Resolution,  said:  Sir  Arthur 
Otway,  I  will  commence  by  asking  the 
Committee  to  forgive  me  if,  on  this  occa- 
sion, I  do  not  g^ve  them  as  many  figures 
in  comparison  of  details  as  it  has  been 
generally  the  custom  of  my  Predecessors 
to  give.  I  shall  have  a  long  Statement 
to  make  to  the  Committee,  and  I  would, 
therefore,  as  far  as  I  can,  shorten  those 
parts  of  it  which  hon.  Members  will  be 
able  to  obtain  for  themselves  from  the 
Papers  which  are  now  in  their  hands. 

I  will  first  carryback  the  Committee  to 
the  Statement  which  I  made  on  the  17th 


November  last,  when  I  asked  the  House 
to  give  us  additional  Ways  and  Means 
in  connection  with  the  military  opera- 
tions which  had  been  undertaken  in  the 
Soudan.  Igave,  onthatoccasion,theresult 
up  to  that  time  of  the  Budget  Estimates 
of  Revenue  and  Expenditure,  including 
certain  additional  Estimates  connected 
with  the  Civil  Service  voted  after  the 
Budget,  but  excluding  special  War 
Votes;  and  I  stated  that  the  surplus, 
so  corrected,  might  be  taken  at  £106,000. 
But  I  said  that  the  House  had  also 

Eassed  a  Vote  of  Credit  for  £300,000,  and 
ad  later  voted  £1,324,000,  in  the  shape 
of  additional  Naval  and  Military  Esti- 
mates for  the  Soudan  Expedition,  and 
£725,000  for  the  Bechuanaland  Expedi- 
tion, so  that,  altogether,  there  had  been 
an  approved  expenditure  of  £2,349,000 
beyond  the  Budget  Estimate.  Allowing 
for  some  improvement  in  the  Revenue, 
I  calculated  the  deficit  roughly  at 
£2,000,000 ;  which  we  proposed  to  meet 
by  an  additional  Income  Tax  of  \d,  in 
the  pound,  producing  £1,200,000  in  the 
last  financial  year,  and  £720,000  in  the 
present  financial  year. 

I  was  pressed,  on  that  occasion,  on  two 
points.  I  was  asked,  in  the  first  place, 
whether  £2,349,000  would,  in  my  opi- 
nion, probably  suffice  for  the  expenditure 
in  connection  with  the  Nile  Expedition 
and  Bechuanaland,  and  I  was  also  asked 
for  further  information  as  to  the  pro- 
bable improvement  in  the  Revenue 
for  1884-5.  With  reference  to  the 
first,  I  stated  that  there  had  been 
very  extravagant  rumours  in  the  Press 
as  to  the  expenditure  then  going  on; 
but  I  estimated  that  the  amount  named 
by  my  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  (the  Marquess  of  Harting- 
ton)  and  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty  (Sir  Thomas 
Brassey),  and  voted  by  this  House, 
would  be  sufficient.  As  to  the  second 
question,  I  stated  that  I  must  decline  to 
name  any  particular  figure,  but  that  I 
thought  we  might  look  for  a  reasonable 
and  a  fair  improvement. 

And  now,  Sir  Arthur  Otway,  the  Com- 
tidittee  will  be  glad  to  know  what  is  the 
outcome  of  the  Revenue  and  the  Expen- 
diture for  1884-5.  In  the  first  place,  the 
expenditure  on  the  Nile  Expedition  and 
in  Bechuanaland  has  not  exceeded,  but 
has  fallen  short  of,  the  Vote  taken  last 
year.     On  the  other  hand,  two  circum- 


1131         Wai/8  and  Means--  { COMMONS }         Financial  StatemenL  1 1 32 


stances  have  largely  disturbed  my  anti- 
cipations. Three  months  after  I  spoke 
Khartoum  was  betrayed,  and  the  Expe- 
dition to  Suakin  was  in  consequence 
ordered.  That  was  one  source  of  very 
large  expenditure,  affecting  the  Estimate 
I  had  made  in  November ;  and  the  other 
disturbing  cause  was  the  great  delay  in 
settling  Egyptian  finance,  and  in  the  con- 
sequent issue  of  the  loan  out  of  which  a 
large  amount  of  money  due  to  the  English 
Treasury  would  be  paid.  This,  we  had  in 
November  no  reason  to  doubt,  would  come 
into  the  Exchequer  during  the  course  of 
the  last  financial  year.  The  amount  so 
due  was,  in  all,  no  less  than  £544,000, 
and  consisted  of  £340,000  for  the  Army  of 
Occupation,  and  £200,000,  a-year's  inte- 
rest on  the  Suez  Canal  shares.  On  the 
other  hand,  as  against  these  disappoint- 
ments, the  Eevenue  has  come  in  much 
better  than  we  could  have  expected ;  and 
this,  I  may  say,  ismainly  due  to  the  energy 
and  efficiency  of  the  officers  of  the  In- 
land Eevenue  Department,  but  partly  to 
the  fact  that  before  the  end  of  the  finan- 
cial year  large  payments  were  made  at 
the  Custom  Houses  in  anticipation  that 
increased  rates  of  duty  would  be  im- 
posed on  certain  articles.  The  actual 
deficit  for  the  year  1884-5,  the  detail 
of  which  I  shall  give  in  a  few 
minutes,  was  £1,050,000;  and  if  we 
add  to  this  the  amount  of  the  estimated 
Bevenue  paid  in  anticipation  of  in- 
creased duties,  say  about  £300,000, 
we  may  take  the  corrected  deficit  of  last 
year  at  £1,350,000.  But  the  sum  due 
from  Egypt,  the  payment  of  which  has 
been  postponed  to  this  year,  was 
£544,000,  and  the  actual  expenditure  in 
connection  with  the  Suakin  Expedi- 
tion was  £964,000,  giving  a  total  of 
£1,508,000.  Therefore,  but  for  the  be- 
trayal of  Khartoum  and  the  consequent 
Expedition  to  Suakin,  and  for  the  delay 
in  the  payment  of  the  money  due  from 
Egypt,  my  nominal  surplus  for  the  year 
would  have  been  £458,000,  and  the  real 
surplus,  allowing  for  the  £300,000  paid 
in  anticipation  of  increased  duties,  would 
have  been  £158,000.  The  Committee 
will,  of  course,  recognize  that  I  could  not 
possibly,  in  the  month  of  November, 
have  based  any  Estimate  upon  the  be- 
trayal of  Khartoum,  which  did  not  occur 
until  the  following  January,  or  upon 
the  postponement  of  the  Egyptian  pay- 
ments, which  we  then  fully  expected  to 
receive  before  the  end  of  March ;   and 
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that,  therefore,  it  would  have  been  abso- 
lutely impossible  for  me  to  have  asked 
then,  on  these  accounts,  for  additional 
taxation  in  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means.  It  will  be,  I  repeat,  satisfae- 
tory  to  the  Committee  to  see  that,  but  for 
the  unforeseen  circumstances  to  whidi  I 
have  alluded,  we  should  haYe  had  ia 
1884-5  a  nominal  surplus  of  £458,000, 
and  a  real  surplus  of  £158,000. 

From  these  generalconsiderational  wiO 
now  pass  to  the  salient  features  of  th* 
Expenditure  and  the  Kevenue  of  ISM-^. 
In  comparing  both  with  those  of  18S5-4 
there  is  one  item  which  I  must  careliiDj 
eliminate — namely,  the  Indian  Home 
Charges,  which  we  now,  wisely  I  think, 
omit  from  both  sides  of  the  aocovat, 
I  will  take,  first,  the  permanent  ^latft 
for  the  Debt,  which  was  £28,884,000; 
being  somewhat  less  than  that  of  188VI 
by  £90,000,  but  the  same  as  my  Esti- 
mate. The  interest  on  local  loans  vai 
£465,000 ;  less  than  that  of  1883-4  by 
£13,000,  and  less  than  my  Estimate  by 
£60,000.     The  interest  on  the  ~ 


quer  Bonds  connected  with  tbe    Sofls 
Canal  share    purchase  was  £200,000, 
the  same  as  that  of  last  year  and  tbt 
same  as  my  Estimate;  and  the  otiMr 
charges  on  the  Consolidated  Fnnd  w«r« 
£1,479,000;  less  than  those  of  1883-4 
by  £1 1 1,000,  and  less  than  my  Tlnrimitg 
by  £  i  6, 000.     On  the  items  which  I  haia 
named  nothing   calls    for    obserratiaa 
except  in  relation  to  the  Debt  charge,  as 
to  which  I  will  give  the  Committee  socm 
information  fur&ier  on  in  my  Statemeat 
The  Supply  Services  give  the  foilov* 
ing  results.     The  Army  expenditoxe,  ii 
eluding  the  Vote  of  Credit  for  the 
of  General  Cordon  and  all  Sapplsmca- 
tary  charges,  amounted  to  £18,956,000, 
exceeding    the    Budget   Estiinate    hf 
£3.024,000    and    the    expenditnte  sf 
1883-4    by  £3,045,000.     Of   the  MdL 
£292,500  was  voted  to  make   good  tiU 
Egyptian  contribution,  so  that  the  ait 
actual  excess  over  the  1883-4  d 
was     £2,753,000.      The     Navy 
£11,427,000,    being    more     than 
Budget  Estimate  by  £615,000,  and 
than    the    expenditure    of    1883-4    bj 
£698,000.     Of  the  total,  £52.000  w« 
due  to  the  necessary  Vote  to  make  gool 
the  part  of  the  Egyptian  oontrib^i« 
credited  to  Naval  Votes,   m^V^^g  tbi 
actual  Navy  charge  £646,000  in  emv 
of  that  in  1883-4.    The  grant  to  Ib& 
for  the  Afghan  War   was    £2iO,OW. 


tW 
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which  was  the  same  as  the  Budget  Esti- 
mate, but  less  than  that  of  the  previous 
year  by  £750,000.  The  Civil  Service 
expenditure  was  £17,562,000;  more 
than  the  Budget  Estimate  by  £318,000, 
and  more  than  the  expenditure  of  1883-4 
by  £380,000.  Of  this  increase  of 
£318,000  over  the  Budget  Estimate,  al- 
most the  whole,  or  £282,000,  was  due 
to  additional  expenditure,  under  Class 
lY.,  for  educational  purposes.  The 
Oustoms  and  Inland  Bevenue  expendi- 
ture amounted  to  £2,745,000,  being 
more  than  the  Budget  Estimate  by 
£11,000,  and  less  than  the  expenditure 
of  1883-4  by  £27,000.  The  Post  Office 
expenditure  was  £4,666,000,  being  more 
than  the  actual  expenditure  of  the  year 
before  by  £159,000.  The  expenditure 
on  the  Telegraph  Service  was£l, 73 1,000, 
being  more  than  the  expenditure  of 
1883-4  by  £24,000.  The  expenditure  on 
the  Packet  Service  was  £729,000,  being 
more  than  the  actual  expenditure  of  the 
previous  year  by  £8,000.  Thus  the  total 
JBxpenditure  for  the  last  year,  1884-5, 
was  £89,093,000,  being  more  than  the 
Budget  Estimate,  which  wa8£85,292,000, 
by  £3,801,000,  and  exceeding  the  Ex- 
penditure of  the  previous  year — which 
was  £85,770,000— by  £3.323,000. 

Now,  I  pass  to  the  Eevenue  of  last 
year.  TheCustomsproduced£20,321,000; 
but  of  this,  as  I  have  said  before,  some 
J&300,000  was  due  to  acceleration  of 
payment  in  consequence  of  anticipations 
of  fresh  duties  being  imposed,  leaving 
the  real  Eevenue  about£20,021,000.  The 
Excise  produced  £26,600,000,  the  two 
together  producing  £46,621,000.  My 
Estimate  for  those  two  heads  of  receipt 
was  £46,628,000,  the  Eeceipt  for  the 
previous  year  having  been  £46,653,000, 
including,  however,  an  additional  amount 
for  Bailway  Duty  to  the  extent  of 
£355,000.  As  in  previous  years,  I 
will  now  give  the  Eeceipts  of  those  two 
Departments,  elimiDating  from  each 
the  amount  received  for  spirits,  and 
then  the  amount  of  the  Spirit  Duties 
under  the  two  Departments  taken  toge- 
ther. The  amount  of  the  Customs'  re- 
ceipts, corrected  as  to  anticipated  pay- 
ments and  less  the  amount  of  the 
Spirit  Duty,  was  £15,713,000,  my  Esti- 
mate having  been  £15,650,000,  and 
the  produce  of  the  previous  year*  hav- 
ing been  £15,440,000.  The  Excise 
also,  eliminating  Spirits,  produced 
£12,613,000,  my  Estimate  having  been 


£12,478,000,  and  the  produce  of  the 
previous  year,  including  the  additional 
Eailway  Duty  of  £355,000,  having  been 
£12,825,000.  Under  the  head  of  Spirits, 
the  duties  collected  during  the  past 
year  by  the  two  Departments  amounted 
to  £18,295,000,  the  Budget  Estimate 
having  been  £18,500,000,  and  the  pro- 
duce of  the  previous  year  having  been 
£18,436,000.  I  may,  therefore,  fairly 
sum  up  the  general  result  of  these  figures, 
in  connection  with  the  Customs  and  Ex- 
cise receipts,  as  follows.  They  show  a 
slow  and  continued  falling-oS  in  the 
duties  from  spirits,  and,  I  may  add,  a 
slight  fall  in  those  derived  from  wine ; 
they  show  a  continued  slow  rise  in  the 
other  chief  duties ;  and,  as  I  am  bound 
to  state,  for  the  credit  of  the  gentlemen 
concerned,  they  show  a  great  accuracy 
in  the  forecast  of  the  Bevenue  Depart- 
ments. I  may  add,  in  passing,  that  they 
also  show  a  specially  satisfactory  pro- 
gress under  two  heads,  those  of  tea  and 
tobacco,  both  of  which  are,  in  a  large 
degree,  indicative  of  the  progressive 
well-being  of  the  nation. 

I  now  go  from  these  great  branches 
of  Eevenue  to  the  Beceipt  from  Stamps. 
Stamps  produced  £11,925,000,  being 
more  than  the  Budget  Estimate  — 
which  was  £11,490,000— by  £435,000, 
and  more»than  the  amount  they  produced 
in  1883-4— which  was  £11,620,000— by 
£305,000.  This  increase  is  due  to  the 
special  steps  taken  last  year  to  bring  in 
outstanding  amounts  due  for  Legacy  and 
Succession  Duties,  a  successful  effort  hav- 
ing been  made  to  reduce  these  outstand- 
ings to  the  extent  of  about  £400, 000.  The 
Land  Tax  produced  £1,065,000,  and 
House  Duty  £1,885,000,  the  amount  of 
the  latter  tax  rising  very  slowly,  as  it 
has  been  doing  for  some  time.  The 
Income  Tax  at  ^d,  in  the  pound  pro- 
duced £12,000,000,  my  Estimate  having 
been  £11,250,000,  which  it  exceeded, 
therefore  by  £750,000.  The  amount  of 
the  receipt  from  this  tax  at  5<^.,  with 
some  remains  of  the  6^(/.  tax,  was  in  the 
previous  year  £  1 0, 7 1 8, 000.  The  causes 
of  this  great  increase  in  the  production  of 
this  tax  are  very  easy  to  explain.  In  the 
first  place,  a  larger  amount  than  we  ex- 
pected had  been  left  over  from  the  previous 
year  1883-4,  so  that  the  original  Estimate 
formed  from  previous  experience  turned 
out  to  be  too  low  to  the  extent  of  nearly 
£200,000 ;  and,  in  the  second  place,  we 
have  got  more  than  we  expected  out  of 
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the  additional  Id.  imposed  in  the  month 
of  November ;  the  Act  itself  not  having 
passed,  in  fact,  until  the  month  of  De- 
cember. We  had  at  that  time  to  guide 
us  only  one  precedent  of  an  addition  to 
the  Income  Tax  so  late  in  the  year; 
and  that  was  the  additional  Id.  im- 
posed by  the  late  Mr.  Ward  Hunt  in 
1867-8,  which  produced  far  less  than  he 
expected.  Fortunately,  however,  the 
Inland  Bevenue  Department  were  able 
to  overcome  the  greater  part  of  the  diffi- 
culties which,  having  oidy  this  one  pre- 
cedent before  them,  they  anticipated. 
But  the  principal  cause  of  the  great  in- 
crease over  my  Estimate  was  the  acti- 
vity of  the  Department,  not  that  they 
got  in  a  larger  amount,  but  that  they 
got  it  in  earlier.  I  may  add  to  this  that  a 
good  many  collections  have  lately  fallen 
in.  Now,  I  will  ask  the  House  to  put  to- 
gether the  Beceipts  from  taxation  which 
I  have  just  enumerated.  They  will  find 
that  the  total  is  £73,796,000.  My 
Estimate  had  been  £72,303,000,  and 
the  Beceipts  of  the  previous  year  were 
£71,886,000. 

Now,  Sir,  I  pass  to  the  Bevenue  which 
is  not  in  the  nature  of  taxation. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BABTTELOT : 
What  about  the  Beer  Duty  ? 

TheCHANCELLOB  of  the  EXOHE- 
QUEB  (Mr.  Childbrs):  Myhon.  and 
gallant  Friend  will  hear  more  of  that 
before  I  have  done.  The  Post  Office  pro- 
duced £7,905,000.  That  is  £5,000  more 
than  the  Estimate,  and  £175,000  more 
than  the  Beceipt  of  the  preceding 
year.  The  Telegraph  Service  produced 
£1,760,000,  or  £40,000  less  than  the 
Estimate,  and  £15,000  more  than  it  pro- 
duced last  year.  The  Crown  Lands  pro- 
duced £380,000,  which  was  the  same  as 
the  Estimate,  and  the  same  as  the  Be- 
ceipt of  last  year.  The  Miscellaneous 
Bevenue  was  £3,175,000,  or  £5,000 
more  than  the  Estimate,  and  £68,000 
below  the  Beceipt  of  last  year.  I  have 
corrected,  as  I  said  I  would,  the  item  of 
Miscellaneous  Bevenue  by  omitting  the 
Beceipt  for  Indian  Home  Charges. 
There  is  one  branch  of  the  Non-Tax 
Bevenue  on  which  I  wish  to  make  a  re- 
mark —  namely,  the  interest  on  ad- 
vances, which  produced  £1,027,000,  or 
less  than  the  Estimate  by  £153,000,  and 
less  than  the  Beceipt  of  the  previous 
year  by  £169,000.  Most  of  the  items 
making  up  this  total  were  slightly 
better,   and  the  decrease  was  due  en- 
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tirely  to  one  of  them  —  namelj,  di» 
non-payment  by  the  l^yptian  Goram- 
ment  of  the  interest  on  the  Simb 
Canal  Loan,  amounting  to  £199,000. 
The  total  Beceipts  not  connected  vitk 
taxation  amount^  to  £  14,247,000, 
was  somewhat  under  the  Estimate, 
very  nearly  the  Beceipt  of  the 
year,  £14,294,000.  Adding  this  to  tfas 
Beceipt  from  Taxes,  we  have  for  the  jeftr 
1884-5  a  total  Bevenue  of  £88,043,110, 
and  a  total  Expenditure  of  £89,093,88^ 
showing  a  deficit  of  £1,049,773,  or,  prac- 
tically, £1,050,000. 

At  this  point  of  the  Financial  State- 
ment it  is  usual  for  the  OhaneeQoroC 
the  Exchequer  to  give  the  Committse 
some  information  on  the  subject  of  tke 
National  Debt.  In  the  last  two  jaan^ 
there  have  been  two  very  imp(»taBt 
operations  in  connection  with  the  Dabc 
In  1883-4  we  converted  a  large  aiiKMai 
of  Funded  Debt  into  Terminate  As- 
nuities,  and  in  1884-5  we  converted  a 
large  amount  of  Three  per  Cent  Fuidad 
Debt  into  Two-and-Three-quartera  aai 
Two-and-a-Half  per  Cent  Stock.  The 
details  of  these  conversions  have  beea 
already  laid  upon  the  Table.  On  tkt 
31st  of  March,  1880,  the  Funded  Debt 
stood  at  £710,476,000;  on  the  Slat  of 
March,  1884,  it  stood  at  £640, 631, OM; 
and  it  has  been  reduced  thia  year  ta 
£640,182,000.  The  Funded  Debt  baa 
therefore  been  reduced  since  Maitk, 
1880,  by  £70,294,000,  and  duriag  tha 
last  year  by  £449,000.  But  the  coa- 
version  which  was  made  last  year  ioto 
Two-and-a-Half  and  Two-and-Thiee- 
Quarters  per  Cents  nominally  iacraawd 
the  capital  of  the  Funded  Debt ;  and  dbt 
Committee,  therefore,  may  be  curkMw  to 
know  what  the  reduction  in  the  Faadtd 
Debt  would  have  been  if  the  Three  pff 
Cents  were  valued  at  par,  the  Two-aaii- 
Three-Quarters  per  Cents  at  two  per  caat 
less  than  par,  and  the  Two-and-A-Half 
per  Cents  at  8  per  cent  leea  t^a 
par.  On  that  basis,  the  redoctkis  d 
the  Funded  Debt  since  1880  would  W 
£72,712,244,  and  last  year  it  wmUW 
£2,080,587 ;  and  it  should  be  raam- 
bered  that  this  calculation  indiidea  tit 
conversion  some  years  ago  of  £7,760.M 
Exchequer  Bonds  into  £8,600,000  Goa- 
sols  and  Two-and-a-Half  per  OsntStacft. 

But  we  have  not  only  to  do  widi  tfct 
Funded  Debt.  We  have  to  oooapue  tfct 
Unfunded  Debt  and  theTwnuBabia  A»- 
unities,  and  also  to  tnJce  into 
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the  loans  we  have  made  and  the  state  of 
our  balances.  During  last  year  the  Un- 
funded Debt  was  reduced  by  £77,000. 
The  value  of  Terminable  Annuities,  cal- 
culated on  the  principle  proposed  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
City  of  London  (Mr.  Hubbard),  of  taking 
them  in  Consols  at  par,  is  £5,514,000  less 
than  it  was  last  year.  To  this  must  be 
added  the  actual  reduction  in  the  Funded 
Debt  of  £449,000,  and  a  small  diminu- 
tion of  other  liabilities  to  the  extent  of 
£26,000,  making  altogether  £6,066,000. 
On  the  other  hand,  we  must  deduct  the 
diminution  in  the  balances,  which  were 
less  by  £639,000,  and  the  diminution  in 
the  amount  of  the  loans  recoverable, 
estimated  at  £480,000,  making  together 
£1, 1 19,000.  The  net  diminution  of  the 
Debt  last  year  therefore  amounted  to 
£4,947,000  ;  or,  if  it  were  corrected  with 
respect  to  Two-and-Three-Quarters  and 
Two-and-a-Half  Stock,  in  the  way  which 
I  have  just  described,  the  diminution  of 
the  Debt  last  year  would  have  been 
£6,579,000,  and  the  diminution  in  the 
five  years  from  March,  1880,  to  March, 
1885,  would  have  been  £32,404,000. 

Here,  perhaps,  I  may  say,  in  passing, 
that  we  have  now  paid  off  the  whole  of 
the WarOhargesbequeathed  to  us  by  the 
late  Government — namely,  £7,850,000, 
and  all  but  £250,000  of  the  £5,000,000 
vhich  we  ourselves  recommended  should 
he  ffranted  to  India  on  account  of  the 
Afghan  War ;  the  two  sums  together 
amounting  to  £12,600,000  in  the  five 
years,  or  rather  more  than  £2,500,000 
a-year. 

And  now,  Sir,  I  will  pass  from  the 
year  1884-5,  and  the  movement  of  the 
Debt  in  that  year,  to  the  present  year, 
1885-6.  I  will  take  first  the  estimated 
Expenditure,  comparing  it  with  the  Esti- 
mates of  last  year,  and  giving  the  result. 
The  permanent  charge  of  Debt  we  put 
down  at  £28,037,000  —  less  than  the 
Budget  Estimate  of  lastyear  by  £847,000. 
Of  that  sum  £800,000  is  due  to  the 
falling  in  of  what  are  called  the  Busso- 
Turkish  and  Afghan  War  Annuities, 
constructed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  in 
1880,  and  £47,000  is  due  to  the  saving 
from  the  conversion  into  the  Two-and- 
a-Half  and  Two-and-Three-Quarters  per 
Cents.  The  interest  on  local  loans  we  esti^ 
mate  at  £552,000,  and  the  interest  on  the 
Sue£Canal  Bonds  at  £200, 000.  The  other 
charges  on  the  Consolidated  Fund  we 


take  at  £1,760,000 — greater  than  last 
year's  Estimate  by  £265,000,  and 
greater  than  last  year's  Expenditure  by 
£281,000.  This  increase  is  partly  due  to 
a  charge  appearing  this  year,  as  in  some 
former  years,  of  £1 10,000  for  the  locali- 
zation of  the  Military  Forces,  but  mainly 
to  the  charge  of  £150,000  in  aid  of 
Indian  Non-Effective  Charges.  I  pro- 
mised the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Westminster  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  that  I  would,  on  this  occasion, 
give  to  the  Committee  as  clear  an  expla- 
nation as  I  could  of  the  nature  of  that 
transaction,  the  details  of  which  are 
explained  in  a  Treasury  Minute.  This 
£150,000,  then,  is  the  first  payment 
of  the  Annuity  which  I  shall  ask  to  create 
in  order  to  make  good  the  deficiency  on 
account  of  the  Indian  Non-Effective 
Service.  I  have  laid  Papers  on  the 
Table  which  •explain  the  arrangement 
between  the  Imperial  and  Indian  Go- 
vernments for  the  adjustment  of  the 
Indian  share  of  Army  pensions  paid  out 
of  Army  Votes.  From  these  Papers  it 
will  be  seen  that,  though  the  Imperial 
Government  did  not  intend  to  pay  out  of 
British  taxes  any  part  of  the  charge  of 
the  Indian  Army,  yet,  in  effect,  they  did 
so;  andthatuptol870thepaymentsmade 
by  India  were  quite  insufficient  to  meet 
the  charge  of  Indian  Army  pensions  on 
Army  Votes.  In  1870  a  juster  principle 
of  charge,  as  between  the  two  Gk)vern- 
ments,  was  adopted ;  but  it  was,  un- 
fortunately, agreed  that  the  Indian  share 
of  Army  pensions  should  be  capitalized 
year  by  year.  The  arrangements  were 
made,  1  think,  without  sufficient  actua- 
rial assistance.  As  the  capitalized  sums 
far  exceeded  the  charge  in  the  year  of 
the  pensions  capitalized,  the  sums  re- 
ceived from  India  should,  of  course, 
have  been  carried  to  a  fund  out  of 
which  only  so  much  should  have  been 
paid  to  the  Exchequer  as  represented 
the  charge  of  Indian  pensions  paid  out 
of  Army  Votes.  Even  had  this  been 
done,  the  Non-Effective  Account  would 
not  have  been  solvent,  as  the  rate  of 
interest  upon  which  the  calculation  rested 
was  too  high,  and  because,  from  one 
cause  or  other,  the  payments  by  India 
were  always  in  arrear.  But  no  fund 
was  created.  The  sums  received  from 
India  were  paid  over  to  the  Exchequer 
direct,  and  thus  current  Budgets  profited 
at  the  expense  of  Budgets  to  come.  In 
1881  my  right  hon.  Friend,  then  Chan- 
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cellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  Lord 
Frederick  Cavendish,  then  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  put  a  stop  to  this  unsound 
system,  which  had  obtained  since  1870. 
The  War  Office  actuaries  have  investi- 
gated the  position  of  the  account,  and 
their  Reports  clear  up  what  has  become 
a  very  complicated  transaction.  In 
effect,  they  show  that  to  make  the  ac- 
count solvent  we  ought  to  have  had,  on 
the  8 1st  of  March,  1884,  somewhat  more 
than  £4,000,000,  which  we  had  not 
got.  After  careful  consideration,  we 
have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  will 
be  better  to  put  a  stop  to  capitalization 
altogether,  and  to  ask  India  only  to  pay, 
year  by  year,  her  share  of  Army  pen- 
sions granted  since  the  Ist  of  April, 
1884.  This,  however,  would  create  a 
very  heavy  charge  on  the  Army  Esti- 
mates in  this  and  succeeding  years,  for 
which  neither  we  nor  our  Successors 
are  responsible ;  and  I  propose,  accord- 
ingly, to  create  a  fund  in  the  hands  of 
the  National  Debt  Commissioners  to 
transfer  to  them  all  capitalization  moneys 
in  our  hands  or  receivable  from  India, 
and  also  to  pay  them  yearly  a  sum  of 
£150,000  from  the  Consolidated  Fund. 
The  National  Debt  Commissioners  would 
pay  each  year,  out  of  the  funds  in 
aia  of  Army  Estimates,  the  exact  sum 
which  the  actuaries  report  to  be  the 
charge  on  Army  Estimates  in  the  year, 
of  Indian  pensions  granted  between  the 
1st  of  April,  1870,  and  the  31st  of 
March,  1884.  This  arrangement  would 
be  renewed  from  time  to  time.  I  pro- 
pose shortly  to  bring  in  a  Bill  making 
the  necessary  arrangements  to  carry 
out  this  operation. 

The  Consolidated  Fund  Charges  alto- 
gether are  estimated  at  £30,549,000, 
which  is  less  than  the  Expenditure  of 
last  year  by  £479,000. 

I  now  come  to  the  Estimates  for  the 
voted  Services.  The  Estimate  for  the 
Army  is  £17,751,000  ;  which  is  greater 
than  the  original  Estimate  for  last  year 
by  £l»820,000,  although  it  is  less  than 
final  Expenditure,  including  the  Vote 
of  Credit  and  the  Supplementary  Esti- 
mates, by  £1,205,000.  In  these  Esti- 
mates is  included  a  special  item,  not  of 
annual  occurrence,  of  £500,000  for  the 
Bechuanaland  Expedition.  On  the  other 
hand,  as  I  have  already  explained,  last 
yearns  Estimates  included  a  payment  of 
'€292,500,  due  to  the  non-receipt  of  the 
Egyptian  oontribution  to  the  expenses  of 
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the  Army  of  Occupation.  The  Navy  Es- 
timates amount  to  £12,386,000,  whi^ 
sum  is  greater  than  last  year's 
Estimate  by  £1,575,000,  and 
than  the  actual  Expenditure  by  £969,000. 
To  be  quite  accurate,  there  are  two  small 
corrections  to  be  allowed  for  of  abool 
£50,000  each;  one  for  Bechnanalnd 
this  year,  and  the  other  in  the  Egyptian 
contribution  last  year,  and  the  two  jast 
balance  each  other.  The  Afghan  War 
grant  will  be  this  year  £250,000,  whicb 
is  the  same  as  last  year's  Estimate  nd 
grant;  and  I  congratulate  the  Ooai* 
mittee  upon  this  being  the  last  initil- 
ment  we  shall  have  to  pay.  The  Mis- 
cellaneous Civil  Service  F^timatee  aaKNtnt 
to  £17,687,000;  the  Budget  EBtaato 
last  year  having  been  £17,244,000,  wad 
theactualExpenditnre£  17,562,000.  Tkif 
increase,  like  that  of  last  year,  is  dae  to 
the  Educational  Estimates  in  Claaa  lY^ 
which  are  more  by  £391,000  than  k^ 
year's  Budget  Estimate,  and  £109»000 
more  than  the  actual  Expenditure.  Thf 
other  classes  of  the  Ci^  Serrioe  Esti- 
mates pretty  fairly  balance  each  othsr. 
The  Customs  and  Inland  ReTenne  Ser- 
vices will  cost  £2,801,000;  the  FM 
Office,  £4,855,000,  or  £189,000  man 
than  last  year's  actual  Expenditare, 
which  was  £4,666,000 ;  and  the  Tcfe* 
graph  Service,  £1,840,000,  or  £109.060 
more  than  last  year's  Expeadilan^ 
which  was  £1,731,000.  The  Ftocfai 
Services  will  cost  £754,000,  a  tz^ 
over  the  amount  last  year.  Addiaf 
together  all  the  voted  Serrioes,  we  get  a 
total  of  £58,323,000 ;  which,  when  ens- 
pared  with  £54,188,000,  the  Badlg^ 
Estimate  of  last  year,  shows  an  vaermm 
of  £4, 1 35,000 ;  oran  increase  of  £268.00« 
overtheactual  Expenditure,  £68.065JXMi 
To  sum  up,  the  total  estimated  EjipijaJi- 
ture  of  1885-6,  exclusive  of  the  recaH 
Vote  of  Credit,  is  £88.872.000.  This  9 
more  than  the  Budget  Estimate  of 
year,  £85,292,000,  by  £3,580,000 ; 
less  than  the  total  Expenditure  of  ktf 
year,  £89,093,000,  by  £221,000. 

I  now  pass  from  the  ExpendiiBt  to 
the  Eevenue ;  and  here  I  think  I  oef^ 
to  explain  the  basis  of  my  forecast,  wsk 
special  reference  to  the  probable  stato  cf 
trade  and  agriculture,  whidi  we  kav*.  oi 
course,  to  consider,  when  estimatiagwte 
the  Eevenue  may  be.  I  said,  last  ysv. 
that  I  had  to  deal  with  verr  coitHirtiy 
considerations.  Trade,  I  said,  was  ^ 
pressed,  the  profits  on  land  iscjcifs^  k; 
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both  owners  and  farmers  were  low,  and 
Bail  way  Beceipts  were  falling.     On  the 
other  hand,  food  was  cheap,  pauperism 
was  decreasing,  and   the  amount  pro- 
duced by  each  Id.  of  the  Income  Tax 
was  still  slowly  increaslDg.     This  year 
I  do  not  think  it  will  be  possible  to  give 
quite  so  satisfactory  an  account.    It  is 
quite  true  that  the  profits  from  land  and 
from  trade  are  pretty  nearly  stationary ; 
I  do  not  think  they  can  be  said  to  be 
worse.     [CrieB   of   "Worse!"]     I   do 
not  think    so,  judging    from   the   in- 
formation to  which  I  nave  access,  and 
which  is  collected  with  great  care.    It  is 
also  true  that  bread  is  still  cheaper  than 
it  was  last  year,  and  that  the  produce  of 
a    Id.  Income  Tax  is  still  increasing. 
But  the  most  remarkable  fact  in  illustra- 
tion of  the  prosperity  of  the  country  is 
that  the  Savings  Banks'   Deposits  are 
Bteadily  increasing.    The  Post  Office  and 
the  other  Savings  Banks'  Balances  have 
increased    by    more    than    £3,000,000 
daring  the  last  12  months,  and  that  in- 
crease is  going  on  down  to  the  present 
time.    The  account  for  the  last  month, 
compared  with  that  for  the  preceding 
month,  shows  an  increase  of  £250,000, 
\irhich  is  just  at  the  rate  of  £3,000,000 
per  annum.    This  is  a  most  remarkable 
fact  in  connection  with  the  progress  of 
the  country.  On  the  other  hand,  pauper- 
ism appears  to  me  to  be  beginning  to 
increase ;  and  there  is  an  increasing  de- 
sire to  emigrate  by  no  means  confined  to 
Ireland.    I  am  sorry  to  say  that  I  do 
not  agree  with  Prince  Bismarck  in  con- 
cluding that  this  is  evidence  of  the  pros- 
perity of  the  country.     Since  last  year 
there  has  been  a  still  more  serious  fall  in 
Bail  way  Beceipts ;  and  these  are,  to  my 
mind,  an  unfailing  barometer  of  the  con- 
dition of  the  country.  Having,  then,  last 
jear,  framed  my  Estimate  on  evidence 
of  a  not  altogether  imf  avourable  state  of 
matters,  as  affecting  both  the  consumer 
and  the  payer  of  Income  Tax,  and  that 
Estimate  having  been    entirely  justi- 
fied, this  year  I  shall  not  take  quite  so 
hopeful  a  view.    I  shall  estimate  on 
the    basis  of   a   moderately  decreased 
consumption,  a  slight  fall  in  the  average 
of  wages,  and  a  stationary  income  for 
the  middle  and  higher  classes.    That  is 
the  foundation  upon  which  the  figures 
X  am  about  to  give  to  the  Committee 
are  based. 

I    will  proceed    now,    Sir,    one    by 
one,  to  the  Estimates  of  Bevenue.    In 


the  first  place,  I  divide,  as  I  did  last 
year,  and  the  year  before.  Customs  and 
Excise  under  three  heads — Customs,  ex- 
clusive of  spirits ;  Excise,  exclusive  of 
spirits;  and  spirits  by  themselves. 
Customs  without  spirits  we  take  at 
£15,800,000.  as  against  £16,013,000 
last  year.  This  diminution,  I  ought  to 
say,  is  occasioned  by  the  Bevenue  of  this 
year  having  been,  as  I  have  described, 
largely  anticipated  by  payments  in  March 
and  February,  made  in  apprehension 
of  increases  of  duty  under  the  present 
Budget.  Excise,  without  spirits,  we  take  at 
£12,450,000,  as  against  £12,61 3,000  last 
year.  Spirits  we  take  at  £18,100,000, 
as  against  £18,295,000.  Dividing  the 
Customs  and  Excise  Beceipts  from 
spirits  pro  formd,  the  figures  will  be, 
Customs,  £20,000,000,  as  against  an 
actual  receipt  last  year  of  £20,321,000 ; 
Excise,  £26,350,000,  as  against  an  actual 
receipt  last  year  of  £26,600,000.  Stamps 
we  estimate  at  £11,200,000,  as  against 
£11, 925, 000.  I  have  already  explained 
what  it  was  that  swelled  ihe  Beceipts 
last  year,  of  which  we  shall  not  have 
the  benefit  to  any  great  extent  this  year. 
There  is,  besides,  a  steady  falling-off  in 
the  Stamp  Bevenues  other  than  the 
Death  Duties.  We  take  Land  Tax  at 
£1,050,000,  against  £1,065,000  ;  House 
Tax  at  £1,880,000,  against  £1,885,000 ; 
and  the  Income  Tax  we  estimate 
will  produce  at  5(/.  £10,000,000,  against 
£12,000,000  at  6(f.  I  take  the  Income 
Tax  at  5(^.,  because  since  1880  that  has 
been  the  uniform  rate,  except  when  it  has 
been  disturbed  for  a  special  purpose,  as 
it  was  twice  for  War  Credits,  and  once 
to  enable  the  Malt  Tax  to  be  converted 
into  Beer  Duty.  We  expect  the  Post 
Office  to  yield  £8,000,000,  against 
£7,905,000  last  year;  telegraphs, 
£1,760,000,  against  the  same  sum  last 
year ;  Crown  Lands,  £380,000,  the  same 
as  last  year ;  and  the  interest  on  ad- 
vances, £1,360,000,  against  £1,027,000. 
The  last  increase  is  due  to  a  correspond- 
ing decrease  last  year,  caused  by  the  non- 
receipt  of  the  Suez  Canal  interest.  Two 
years'  payment  will  be  received  this 
year,  the  second,  under  the  recent  Con- 
vention, at  4^,  instead  of  5  per  cent. 
Miscellaneous  Beceipts  we  take  at 
£3,200,000,  against  £3,175,000.  The 
total  Bevenue  for  1885-6,  based  on  a 
bd.  Income  Tax,  will  be  £85,180,000, 
against  £88,043,000  last  year,  with  a  ^d. 
Income  Tax. 
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Before  compariDg  this  Estimate  of  In- 
come with  the  Expenditure,  it  is  import- 
ant to  observe  whether  there  is  anything 
exceptional  to  note  on  either  side  of  the 
account.  In  the  first  place,  we  have  to 
note  that  we  shall  have  this  year,  either 
as  interest  on  Suez  Canal  shares,  or  as 
Army  contribution  from  Egypt,  £544,000 
belonging  to  last  year ;  and  this  double 
payment  will  not  accrue  in  future  years. 
We  are  also  the  better  by  £92,000  than 
we  shall  be  in  future  as  to  Debt 
charges.  In  these  respects,  in  future 
years,  we  shall  be  worse  off  by  £636,000. 
On  the  other  hand,  this  is  the  last  year 
of  the  Afghan  Grant,  amounting  to 
£250,000;  and  the  Army  Estimates 
contain  a  temporary  charge  of  £500,000 
for  the  Bechuanaland  Expedition.  These 
items,  two  on  each  side  of  the  account, 
about  balance.  But  I  must  also  point 
out  to  the  Committee  that  in  the  Army 
Estimates  of  this  year  there  is  no 
provision  for  the  defence  of  our  commer- 
cial harbours,  or  for  the  improvement 
of  the  seaward  defences  of  our  great 
military  ports.  As  to  these,  statements 
were  made  in  both  Houses  on  the  2nd 
of  December  last ;  by  Lord  Northbrook 
in  the  House  of  Lords,  and  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
(Sir  Thomas  Brassey)  in  this  House; 
and  they  pledged  the  Government  to  full 
consideration  of  the  Keports  on  these 
subjects,  and  to  probable  proposals  for 
large  expenditure  in  future  years.  This 
must  be  borne  in  mind  when  we  consider 
what  the  future  normal  military  expendi- 
ture, not  including  War  Credits,  is  likely 
to  be. 

There  is  also  one  deduction  from  this 
year's  Revenue  to^which  we  are  pledged. 
I  have  included  in  the  Estimate  of  Be- 
venue  the  receipts  for  telegrams  at  the 
present  rate.  On  the  let  of  August, 
hd,  telegrams  will  come  into  opera- 
tion. If  the  Bill  which  we  have  intro- 
duced passes  in  its  present  form,  the 
loss  for  the  current  year  will  be  £40,000. 
If  addresses  are  to  be  free  the  loss  will 
be  vastly  more.  I  allow  for  the  loss  of 
£40,000 ;  and,  deducting  this  amount, 
the  Hevenue,  with  a  bd.  Income  Tax, 
we  estimate  for  the  present  year  at 
£85,140,000,  and  the  Expenditure  at 
£88,872,000,  showing  a  deficit  of 
£3,732,000.  To  this  sum  we  have  to 
add,  first,  a  reasonable  allowance  for 
Supplementary  Estimates,  which  I  take 
at  £200,000 ;  and,  secondly,  the  Vote 
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of  Credit  for  £11,000,000  adopted  by 
the  Committee  on  Monday  last,  making 
a  total  deficit  of  £14,932,000. 

Before  passing  to  the  proposals  which 
we  have  to  make  with  a  view  to  meediig 
this  deficit,  I  will  refer  to  one  matter 
which  may  interest  the  Committee,  I 
mean  the  net  revenue  of  the  PoeA  Ofie? 
during  the  last  four  years,  disturbed  m 
it  has  necessarily  been  by  the  initiatioa 
of  the  Parcel  Post,  and  the  pr«par»- 
tions  for  ^d,  telegrams.  I  do  ool  is- 
clude  in  the  comparison  I  am  about  to 
make  the  expenditure  out  of  other  thaa 
regular  Post  Office  Votes ;  ae,  for  is- 
stance,  that  for  buildings  and  stadoiMiij. 
which,  I  may  say,  is  aboot  balaaotd 
by  extra  receipts ;  although  I  indndefv 
1882  the  Inland  Bevenue  expenditure  m. 
postal  and  telegraph  stamps,  whidi  nn 
then  has  been  defrayed  by  the  Post 
Office  itself.  I  will  now  give  the  Coamitlw 
the  figures.  In  1882-3  the  aggregate  Re- 
ceipt of  the  Post  Office  was  £9,010.00t; 
the  Expenditure,  induding-  that  lor 
stamps,  was  £6, 1 76,000 ;  so  that  there  vis 
a  profit  to  the  taxpayer  of  £2,8M^(M. 
In  1883-4  the  Beceipt  was  £9,47^060, 
and  the  Expenditure,  £6,935,000,  diov- 
ing  a  profit  of  £2,540,000.  In  18S44 
the  Eeceipt  was  £9,665,000,  and  Ite 
Expenditure  £7,126,000,  Avowing  a 
profit  of  £2,539,000.  Aco(»ding  to  tik* 
Estimates  which  are  now  before  ^ 
Committee  for  1885-6,  the  Becwpl  ii 
put  at  £9,720,000,  and  the  Expcnadifeiie 
at  £7,448,000,  or  a  net  pro£t  of 
£2,272,000,  £560,000  less  than  ii 
1882-3.  Of  course,  the  Committee  vil 
be  aware  that  a  very  large  amovnt  d. 
this^Expenditure  is  and  was  in  tlie: 
of  capital  Expenditure  in  preparatk 
the  Parcel  Post,  and  still  mere  ia 
paration  for  the  establishment  o£  tf- 
telegrams.  [Mr.  W.  H.  Smtth: 
sive  of  works  and  stationeiy?]  Ti 
excluding  works  and  stationerr  oe  e 
side  and  extra  receipts  on  the  otbsr. 

I  revert  from  this  digressioB^ 
I  hope  the  Committee  will 
not  devoid  of  interest,  to  the 
of  £14,932,000.  It  will  be,  no 
a  matter  of  interest  to  the 
to  consider  how  this  is  to  be 
It  is,  I  believe,  the  largeet  d 
which  has  been  placed  Defore  As 
House  of  Commons  since  the  CdaMB 
War ;  and,  whatever  we  do  to  neit  it 
we  must  make  a  great  demaad  «a  ih* 
patriotism  of  the  peofJe.    Now. 
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hsTO  been  two  gOTeming  considerations 

S resent  to  me  when  I  discussed  and 
edded  with  mj  Colleagues  how  we  are 
to  meet  the  whole  or  part  of  this  de- 
ficit In  the  first  place,  it  appeared 
to  me  that  it  would  be  overstrained  ad- 
herence to  a  sound  general  rule  that  we 
should  raise,  in  a  year  like  the  present, 
taxes  for  the  whole  of  the  deficit,  and 
not  have  recourse  to  what  is  popu- 
larly called 'the  **SinkiDg  Fund."  By 
the  Sinking  Fund,  I  mean  the  sums 
set  aside  annually,  in  time  of  peace, 
for  the  steady  reduction  of  Debt 
mainly  raised  and  required  for  war; 
and,  in  my  humble  j  udgment,  when  war 
or  active  preparations  for  war  on  a 
large  scale  come  upon  us  the  raison  i^itre 
for  the  normal  addition  to  the  Sinking 
Fund  is  very  much  weakened.  The  second 
proposition  which  I  maintain,  and  would 
submit  to  the  Committee,  is  that  the 
whole  of  the  additional  taxation  which 
we  have  to  raise  on  such  occasions 
ought  not  to  fall  upon  property.  Among 
the  benefits  which  were  conferred  on  the 
community  by  the  teaching  of  my 
late  lamented  Friend,  Mr.  Fawcett,  none, 
I  think,  was  more  valuable  than  the 
stress  which,  in  spite  of  its  apparent 
unpopularity,  he  laid  on  this  principle. 
OaJy  a  fraction  of  the  present  electorate 
pay,  and  a  much  smaller  fraction  of  the 
luture  electorate  will  pay,  any  tax  upon 
property,  in  the  shape  either  of  Income 
Tax  or  of  House  Tax,  which  is  limited  to 
houses  of  £20  value,  and  does  not  ex- 
tend to  Ireland,  or  of  Land  Tax,  or  of 
what  are  known  as  Death  Duties.  If, 
therefore,  the  whole  of  the  additional 
Bzpenditure  caused  by  war,  or  prepara- 
tions for  war,  is  met  by  taxes  on  property, 
those  who  will  really  control  the  mili- 
tary policy  of  the  country  will  bear  no 
charge  for  military  operations.  Now, 
on  this  subject,  my  own  declarations,  as 
well  as  the  declarations  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Prime  Minister,  have  been 
unambiguous.  On  the  21st  of  Novem- 
ber last  year,  when  I  proposed  to  add 
\i.  to  the  Income  Tax  for  the  Expedition 
to  Khartoum,  I  was  challenged  as  to  the 
Qufaimess  of  relying  solely  on  charges 
upon  property  for  expenditure  of  that 
character;  and  my  reply  was  that, 
three  or  four  months  before  the  end 
of  the  financial  year*  it  was  impos- 
sible to  obtain  the  Kevenue  which  might 
be  required  by  putting  a  temporary  tax 
on  artidea  of  consumption ;  but  I  said 


that ''  it  was  not  right  to  go  to  the  In- 
come Tax  alone,  except  in  such  cases  of 
emergency  towards  the  end  of  the  year ; " 
and  I  quoted  the  language,  much  more 
emphatic  than  mine,  used  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  in  former  years.  But  I  do  not 
base  the  proposal  I  have  now  to  make 
either  on  my  own  arguments,  or  on  those 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  or  on  those  of  the 
late  Mr.  Fawcett ;  but  I  have  carefully 
analyzed,  with  great  pains,  and  I  think 
with  accuracy,  the  Bevenue  raised  from 
articles  of  consumption  and  from  pro- 
perty respectively  during  the  last  quarter 
of  a  century,  and  I  will  give  to  the 
Committee  very  briefly  the  result  of  that 
inquiry.  I  shall  compare,  then,  the  Be- 
venue from  articles  of  consumption,  in- 
cluding tobacco  and  liquor  licences  on 
one  hand,  with  the  Income  Tax,  the 
Land  Tax,  the  House  Tax,  the  Death 
Duties,  and  establishment  licences,  on 
the  other  hand,  at  four  different  periods. 
I  take  as  the  first  that  of  1858-9,  after 
the  Crimean  War,  when  our  Expendi- 
ture was  relatively  low.  I  take  as  the 
next  that  of  1868-9,  the  closing  year 
of  Lord  Beaconsfield's  first  Govern- 
ment, when  it  happened  that  the  Income 
Tax  was  just  at  the  same  rate  as  now ; 
and  I  take  as  the  third  the  year 
1875-6,  a  year  in  Lord  Beaconsfield's 
second  Gk>vernment,  when  wages  were 
high  and  consumption  was  high.  Then 
I  compare  the  results  of  those  years 
with  our  Kevenue  from  these  sources, 
according  to  the  Estimates  for  the  pre- 
sent year.  Now,  the  comparison,  I  ad- 
mit, may  not  be  quite  perfect,  because 
I  have  to  omit  the  rest  of  the  Stamp 
Bevenue,  which  it  is  impossible  to  dis- 
tribute with  anything  like  accuracy  be- 
tween property  and  trade ;  but  the 
figures  which  I  give  to  the  Committee 
I  am  able  to  guarantee.  In  1858-9 
the  Bevenue  from  articles  of  consump- 
tion was  £39,800,000,  while  the  taxes 
on  property  and  establishment  licences 
produced  £13,200,000.  In  1868-9  ar- 
ticles of  consumption  paid  £41,000,000, 
while  the  taxes  on  property  amounted  to 
£16,500,000.  In  1875-6  articles  of  con- 
sumption paid  £45,400,000;  taxes  on 
property  produced  £13,200,000.  The 
Estimates  for  1885-6,  as  I  have  stated 
them,  show,  without  any  additional 
taxes,  a  Bevenue  from  articles  of  con- 
sumption of  £44,300,000,  while  taxes 
on  property,  with  the  Income  Tax  at  bi,, 
would  produce  £20,700,000.    From  this 
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comparison  it  will  be  seen  that,  while 
the  taxes  on  articles  of  consumption 
produce  only  1 1  per  cent  more  than  in 
1858-9,  8  per  cent  more  than  in  1868-9, 
and  2^  per  cent  less  than  in  1875-6,  the 
taxes  on  property,  taking  the  Income 
Tax  at  bd,  only,  produce  57  per  cent 
more  than  in  1858-9,  26  per  cent  more 
than  in  1868-9,  and  57  per  cent  more 
than  in  1875-6.  But  I  will  make  a  fur- 
ther comparison — I  hope  the  figures  will 
not  weary  the  Committee — ^I  wiU  make 
a  further  comparison  between  the  Ke- 
yenue  from  articles  of  consumption  as 
estimated  now  and  as  actually  re- 
ceived in  1875-6,  dividing  it  between 
the  duties  and  receipts  in  connection 
with  fermented  and  spirituous  liquors 
and  the  duties  on  other  articles  of  con- 
sumption. Of  the  £45,400,000  received 
in  1875-6,  £33,500,000  was  Revenue 
£rom  liquor;  but  of  the  £44,300,000  esti- 
mated now  for  1885-6  only  £29,800,000 
is  from  liquor,  the  receipts  from  other 
articles  having  risen  from  £11,900,000 
to  £14,500,000.  I  have  drawn  from 
these  facts  two  conclusions,  which  I  will 
state  with  all  modesty  to  the  Committee. 
Ths  first  is  that,  during  the  last  30 
years,  there  has  been  a  gradual  and 
moderate  relief  of  the  consumer  as  com- 
pared with  the  owner  of  property ;  that 
this  policy  should,  in  my  opinion,  be 
steadily  persevered  in ;  but  that  when  a 
large  addition  is  to  be  made  to  taxation, 
it  should  not  be  allowed  to  fall  entirely 
on  property.  The  second  conclusion 
which  I  have  come  to  is  that,  having 
regard  to  the  change  in  the  incidence  of 
indirect  taxation  during  the  last  10 
years,  liquor,  rather  than  other  articles 
of  consumption,  should  be  subjected  to 
a  moderate  increase  of  taxation. 

Before,  then,  stating  to  the  Committee 
the  proposals  which  I  intend  to  make 
as  to  the  taxation  of  property  and 
articles  of  consumption,  I  will  say,  in 
the  first  instance,  what  I  do  now  pro- 
pose to  do.  I  do  not  propose  any, 
strictly  speaking,  new  tax ;  and  in  that 
respect  I  am  afraid  I  shall  disappoint 
many  thousands  of  ingenious  persons 
who  have  written  to  me  on  the  subject 
within  the  last  few  months.  There  may 
or  may  not  be  in  this  country  an  '^  igno- 
rant impatience  of  taxation ; "  but  cer- 
tainly there  exists  an  amazing  fertility  of 
invention  in  regard  to  new  taxes,  espe- 
cially when  those  new  taxes  do  not  fall  on 
the  inventors.  I  have  received  hundreds 
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of  proposals  to  tax  cats,  and  soda 
and  photographs,  and  bicydes^  and  ad- 
vertisements, and  even  Chriatiaa  namesw 
Certainly,  these  would  not  have  gone  fir 
to  make  good  the  deficit  in  the  Herenae. 
But  other  proposals  have  been  made  to 
me  which  would,  no  doubt,  ^ve  a  jtnA 
larger  Kevenue.  I  have  been  reqaeotoi 
to  ask  Parliament  to  re-impose  the  Dotr 
on  Sugar;  to  increase  the  Tea  Daty. 
which  is  already  48  per  c^nt  oo  tbe 
value  of  the  article ;  I  have  alao  beam 
asked  to  put  a  tax  on  all  coal  raiaed, 
and  even  to  tax  gas,  and  petrokna; 
and  other  oils.  Well,  Sir,  I  ahall  pro- 
pose none  of  these  taxes.  I  will  hava 
nothing  to  do,  except  in  the  last  €.mtw 
gencies  of  war,  and,  indeed,  hardly  thea. 
with  the  imposition  of  taxes  iipoa  lav 
materials,  or  on  the  necessities  ol  life» 
or  on  the  means  of  providing 
and  light,  or  with  any  duties  of  a 
tective  character;  and,  therefore,  I 
limited  to  a  much  smaller  nambsr  «f 
alternatives,  which  I  wiU  explam  Jatv 
to  the  Committee. 

What  I  do  propose,  then,  in  tke  fint 
instance,  is  a  tax  upon  property.  I  pR>- 
pose  to  raise  the  Income  Tax,  whidi,  ac- 
cording to  the  Budget  of  last  yesr,  was 
bd.  in  the  pound,  or  which,  under  te 
Supplementary  Budget  of  Novembsr. 
was  6(f.,  to  the  amount  of  M.  £a  Iks 
pound.  That  is  to  say,  I  ask  for  tL 
more  Income  Tax  than  under  the  C 
of  last  year,  and  2d,  more  than  tke 
payment  for  that  year. 

Now,  it  should  be  borne  in  mind 
the  Income  Tax,  so  increased,  will  V» 
much  less  than  it  was  when  the  mSt- 
tary  charges,  about  a  quarter  of  a 
century  ago,  were  increased  to  aa^ 
thing  like  the  extent  to  whidi  it  m 
now  proposed  to  increase  ^em. 
Committee  will  remember  what  M 
the  necessity  for  larger  annaafl 
and  increased  taxation  in  the  m 
1859-60.  In  that  year  the  Jlebv 
and  Navy  Estimates  were  iuuaaia^ 
by  £5,200,000,  and  the  Ineoitts  Tte 
was  raised  to  9i.,  or  Itf.  move  thai 
I  propose  to  raise  it  now.  In  ite  Si^ 
lowing  year,  1860-1,  when  the  Arsyi 
Navy  Expenditure  included  £3,000.1 
for  the  China  War,  the  Inooi 
was  raised  to  lOi^.  in  the  pound,  ani  a 
9^.  rate  was  continued  both  in  IM!4 
and  1862-3.  Bemembering, 
what  was  deemed  necessaxy  altkat^ 
I  do  not  think  that  the  Ooauaitlw  vil 
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oonmder  me  extravagant  if,  under  the  pre- 
sent ciroamstances,  I  propose  an  Income 
Tax  of  Hd.  That  rate  of  Income  Tax  is 
estimated  to  produce,  over  and  above 
the  5i.  rate,  the  sum  of  £5,400,000. 

I  may  say  here,  as  a  matter  of  some 
interest,  that  in  connection  with  this  in- 
crease of  the  Income  Tax  we  have 
made  arrangements,  with  the  full  con- 
sent of  the  City  Oommission,  which  is 
so  well  represented  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  opposite  the  Member  for  the 
City  (Mr.  Hubbard),  and  by  my  hon. 
Friend  who  sits  behind  me,  the  Member 
for  Qravesend  (Sir  Sydney  Waterlow), 
from  whom  we  receive  so  much  assist- 
ance, to  reduce  the  poundage  paid  to 
assessors  and  collectors,  which  would  be 
extravagant  at  the  present  scale  if  the 
Income  Tax  is  to  be  raised.  This  reduc- 
tion will  only  affect  the  larger  rate  of 
remuneration.  In  connection  also  with 
the  Income  Tax,  I  wish  now  to  fulfil 
a  pledge  which  I  gave  last  year  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Norfolk  (Mr. 
Glare  Bead),  and  other  Members  of  this 
Hoose,  that  I  would  inquire  very  care- 
fully into  the  incidence  of  Schedule  B 
on  the  British  farmers.  I  have  carefully 
studied  the  difference  between  the  charge 
paid  by  the  farmers  in  England  and 
that  paid  by  the  Scotch  and  Irish  far- 
mers. With  an  8i.  Income  Tax,  for  in- 
stance, the  English  farmers  would  pay 
on  4if.,  and  the  Scotch  and  Irish  farmers 
on  3i.  I  am  bound  to  say  that  this  can 
onlybe  justified  as  a  rough-and-ready  ar- 
rangement, although  one  not  altogether 
inequitable.  But  though  this  provision 
cannot  be  justified  on  strictly  mathe- 
matical principles,  it  is,  at  the  same 
time,  one  very  difficult  to  change ;  and 
I  do  not  propose  in  the  present  year 
to  make  any  change.  But  I  have  a 
soggeetion  to  throw  out  to  farmers, 
wmch  I  should  be  very  glad  if  they 
would  consider  before  the  next  Budget 
is  prepared,  and  it  is  this — that  instead 
of  being  charged  Income  Tax  on  an  ar- 
bitrary amount  having  relation  to  their 
rent,  why  should  they  not  pay,  like  every 
other  business  man,  upon  their  net 
profits?  Every  other  person  carrying 
on  a  trade  pays  upon  his  net  profits. 
Why  should  not  farmers  do  the  same  ? 
I  blow  it  is  said  that  farmers  are 
80  ignorant  and  unbusiness-like  that 
they  do  not  keep  books,  and  do  not 
know  what  the  net  profits  of  their  busi- 
i^fiwee  are.    I  deny,  however,  that  the 


farmers,  as  a  class,  are  either  ignorant 
or  unbusinesslike;  and  as  to  keeping 
books,  I  can  only  say  that,  under  the 
new  Bankruptcy  Act  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  if  a  farmer  gets  unfortunately 
into  the  Bankruptcy  Court,  he  will  get 
into  serious  trouble  if  he  pleads  that  he 
ha,d  not  kept  accounts.  In  the  present 
Budget,  as  I  have  said,  I  propose  no 
change  in  this  matter ;  but  I  hope  that 
farmers  will  consider  my  suggestion,  and 
will  not  discard  it  merely  because  it  is  a 
change.  I  will  give  one  reason  which 
may  have  weight  with  them.  If  a  farmer 
pays  under  Schedule  D,  he  will  be  able 
to  appeal,  not  only  as  now  to  the  Local 
Commissioners,  where  he  will  probably 
meet  his  squire  and  his  banker,  but  to 
the  Special  Commissioners,  who  go  on 
circuit  through  the  different  districts  of 
the  country,  and  who  are  absolutely  un- 
connected with  the  locality.  That,  I  be- 
lieve, would  be  a  great  advantage  to 
farmers,  besides  the  obvious  benefit  of 
paying,  like  other  people,  according  to 
their  profits. 

I  now  pass.  Sir,  from  the  Income  Tax 
to  my  next  proposal.  I  propose  to  put 
into  operation — although  it  will  pro- 
duce but  a  small  sum  this  year — the 
final  reform  of  what  are  popularly  called 
"the  Death  Duties."  There  are  two 
branches  of  the  proposal  which  I  am 
about  to  make,  the  one  assimilating  the 
incidence  of  the  tax  on  real  to  that  on 
personal  property,  and  the  other  im- 
posing an  equivalent  duty  upon  corpo- 
rate property.  I  will  first  deal  with 
the  proposed  changes  in  the  taxation 
of  real  and  personal  property,  passing 
from  one  person  to  another  in  conse- 
quence of  death.  As  the  Committee  is 
aware,  there  are  now  four  taxes  which 
are  imposed  on  property  devolving  by 
death — ^namely,  (1)  Rebate  Duty,  called 
in  Scotland  "Inventory  Duty;"  (2) 
Account  Duty,  imposed  as  a  defence  to 
the  Probate  Duty;  (3)  Legacy  Duty; 
(4)  Succession  Duty.  Successions  to 
personal  property,  including  leasehold 
property  under  will  or  intestacy,  and 
personal  property  passing  under  volun- 
tary deeds,  are  liable  to  two  of  these 
taxes — Probate  or  Account  Duty,  and 
Legacy  or  Succession  Duty;  whereas 
personal  property,  passing  by  marriage 
settlement  and  successions  to  real  pro- 
perty, are  liable  to  one  only — ^namely, 
Succession  Duty.     The  Besolutions  I 
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am  about  to  lay  before  the  Oommittee 
will|  if  adopted,  remedy  this  anomalous 
state  of  things  by  imposing  an  actual 
Probate  or  Account  Duty,  or  an  equiva- 
lent tax  on  all  property  passing  on  death 
by  will  or  by  settlement.     An  actual 
Probate  or  Account  Duty  will  be  im- 
posed on  all  property  other  than  charges 
by  way  of  annuity  on  real  estate  and 
real  estate  itself.     These  two  classes  of 
estates  will  be  charged  with  increased 
Legacy  or  Succession  Duty,  as  the  case 
may  be.     The  new  tax  will  not  in  any 
way  be  retrospective,  and  it  will  only 
be  imposed  on    successions    by  death 
which  may  occur  after  this  date.    The 
Besolutions  will  be  three  in  number. 
The  first  will,  in  the  shape  of  Probate 
or  Account  Duty,  include — firstly,  pro- 
perty locally  situate  abroad  belonging 
to  a  person  domiciled  in  the  United 
Kingdom ;  secondly,  all  charges  on  real 
estate,  other  than  charges  by  way  of 
annuity ;  thirdly,  real  estate  directed  to 
be  sold,  all  these  being,  under  the  exist- 
ing law,  now  exempt  ^m  Probate  Duty. 
The  1  per  cent  Legacy  and  Succession 
Duty  on  properties  where  this  new  Pro- 
bate and  Account  Duty  is  paid  will  be 
abolished,  so  as  to  assimilate  the  practice 
with  the  Act  of  1881,  which  has  been 
most  successful  in  its  operation.     The 
2nd  Besolution  imposes,  in  the  shape 
of  Succession  Duty,  as  an  equivalent  of 
the  Probate  Duty,  a  rate  of  3  per  cent 
on  all  properties  which  are  now  exempt 
from  Probate  or  Account  Duty,  and  do 
not  come  within  the  scope  of  the  3rd 
Besolution.    In  this  equivalent  rate  the 
Succession  Duty  of  1  per  cent  is  absorbed. 
Provision  is  also  made  that  leaseholds 
imder  wills  or  intestacies,  which  already 
pay  Pjrobate  Duty,  are  not  to  be  charged 
with  the  additional  tax.    Beversionary 
rights  already  sold  are  not  to  be  charged 
to  the  new  tax.    There  is  a  further  pro- 
vision that,  in  the  case  of  personal  pro- 
perty settled  on  a  husband  or  wife  for 
life,   with  remainder  to    children,   the 
duty  is  to  be  paid  at  once  and  for  all. 
The  3rd   and  last  Besolution  imposes, 
in  the  shape  of  Legacy  Duty,  as  an 
equivalent  of  Probate  Duty,  a  rate  of 
3  per  cent  on  all  legacies  charged  by 
way  of  annuity  on  real  property.    In 
this    equivalent  rate    the    1    per  cent 
Legacy  Duty  is  also  absorbed.     The 
scope  of  this  last  Besolution  will  be 
very  limited,  as  it  only  applies  to  lega- 
cies by  way  of  annuity  charged  on  real 
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property.    When  effect  shall  have  btoi 
given  to  the  Besolutions  which  I  havoDov 
explained,  an  equal  tax  will  have beeo  im- 
posed, as  far  as  possible,  on  all  succoniaM 
to  property  by  death,  whether  the  pro- 
perty be  real  or  personal ;  bat  it  is  is- 
possible  that  it  can  be  paid  in  the  nat 
manner.    Probate  and  Account  Dotiei 
are  now  payable  by  law   within  u 
months  from  the  date  of  death;  bvt, 
practically,  it  is  found   by  expericBCi 
that  Probate  Duty  is  paid  much  witiu 
the  time  allowed  by  the  law,  for  it  is  tk 
interest  of  the  executor  or  tmstae  to 
take  out  probate  as  soon  as  possihK 
for  without  it  he  is  not  entitled  to  Xomk 
any  of  the  personal  property  of  the  dt> 
ceased.     I  propose  to  shorten  thepmod 
of  payment  of  Account  Doty  to  thre* 
months,  which  will  not  create  tnj  difr 
culty.    Legacy  Duty  is  due  wbea  ^ 
legacy,  or  share  of  residue,  is  ptid  ta» 
or  retained  for,  the  use  of  the  ie^tte. 
This  I  do  not  mean  to  alt»,  nor  tk 
Succession  Duty  in  the  case  of  penovl 
property,  which  is  to  be  paid  exsdlj  ii 
the  same  way  as  Legacy  Duty.    Bit  ii 
the  case  of  real  property  the  tax  is  bov 
payable  by  eight  half-yearly  inatal»Mti» 
the  first  of  which  is  due  12  months  ite 
the  successor  becomee  entitled  to  ^ 
beneficial  enjoyment  of  his  mMooemm. 
For  these  eight  half-yearly  instafanMa 
I  propose  to  substitute  four  annual  pig- 
ments.   In  future,  real  propeftj  to  te 
enjoyed  by  a  person  absolotelj,  or  • 
tenant  in  tail,  will  be  taxed  upon  tk 
capital  value,  and  not  only  on  tht  fii> 
interest ;  but  this  tax  will  only  haton 
be  paid,  as  well  as  the  tax  on  ^aig« 
on  real  estate  by  way  of  anaoity,  ia  fc* 
annual  instalments.  Before  pasnaffivB 
this  part  of  the  subject,  I  would  a|tf 
observe  that  in  the  matter  ol  Piob^i 
I^gAoy*  f^d  Succession  Dotiesthtftki 
hiti^erto  been  one  law  for  real  estatotf' 
another  for  personal  estate.    F«i«v^ 
estate  has  been  subject  to  Probato  M^ 
— real  estate  has  been  exempt  froa  '- 
Personal  estate    has  been    sabjid  » 
Legacy  and  Succession  Dutiea,  witk  f«^ 
ference  to  its  full  mariEet  valna.   B** 
estate  has  been  taxable  with  tdmum 
only  to  its  value  for  the  sucoesnr**^ 
although  he  may  have  been  id  aposO* 
to  sell  it  and  put  in  his  pocket  tho  ^ 
market  value  of  the  estata.     Ikii  * 
equality  will  be  adjusted,  and  rial  «^ 
will  no  longer  beur  what  my  dfkt  k* 
Friend  the  Prime  Minister  has  «fi^ 
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''a  very  small  and  disproportionate  share 
of  these  taxes." 

The  financial  effect  of  the  scheme  I 
have  thus  briefly  laid  before  the  Com- 
mittee will)  it  is  estimated,  be,  in  the 
present  financial  year,  a  sum  not  ex- 
ceeding £200,000;  in  the  second, 
£400,000 ;  in  the  third,  £550,000 ;  in 
the  fourth,  £700,000  ;  and,  finally, 
£850,000.  Against  that  gain  I  should 
set  off  a  loss,  not  very  considerable,  to 
arise  from  the  relief  from  the  ad  valorem 
duty  of  5«.  per  cent  upon  settlements 
which  are  dispositions  conferring  suc- 
cessions. As  I  have  already  explained, 
this  additional  Bevenue  will  be  derived 
partly  from  personal  estate  not  now  pay- 
ing Probate  Duty,  and  partly  from  real 
estate,  also  now  exempt  from  Probate 
Duty ;  and  when  it  is  remembered  that 
Parliament  in  1853,  in  passing  the  Suc- 
cession Duty  Act,  sanctioned  the  raising 
of  a  sum  of  £2,000,000,  whereas  no 
mater  sum  than  £850,000  has  ever 
been  realized  from  that  source,  I  feel 
confident  that  the  burdens  I  am  now 
seeking  to  impose  on  real  property  will, 
at  any  rate,  be  considered  as  reasonable 
and  moderate. 

I  now  pass  to  the  second  branch  of 
this  subject — namely,  the  tax  which  I 
propose  that  Corporations  should  pay  as  an 
equivalentfor  the  DeathDuties.  Having, 
by  the  scheme  laid  before  the  Committee, 
succeeded,  I  hope,  in  equalizing  the 
burdens  arising  from  successions  upon 
death  in  real  and  personal  estate,  I  will 
allude  briefly  to  a  class  of  property 
which  enjoys  the  same  privileges  and  the 
same  protection  under  the  law,  but  is 
exempted — and,  I  think,  unjustly  ex- 
empted— from  many  of  the  duties  arising 
on  death.  Corporations  are  immortal; 
but  this  immortality  should  not  relieve 
them  from  a  tax  falling  on  others  who 
do  not  enjoy  this  advantage.  The  sub- 
ject is  one  involving  a  great  principle, 
rather  than  one  which  will  bring  in 
much  Bevenue  into  the  Exchequer,  for 
although  I  believe  it  will  be  the  wish  of 
the  Committee  that  property  held  in 
mortmain  should  not  altogether  escape  a 
tax  on  succession  by  death,  yet  I  am 
sure  that  it  is  not  my  wish,  or  their 
wish,  indiscriminately  to  lay  'a  tax  on 
all  property  vested  in  Corporations,  irre- 
spective of  the  purposes  for  which  the 
property,  or  the  income  arising  from  it, 
may  be  applied,  the  time  within  which 
the  property  was  acquired,  or  the  nature 
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and  character  of  the  Corporation  itself. 
The  Besolution  which  I  shall  lay  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House,  therefore,  pro- 
poses altogether    to    exempt    religious 
bodies  and  charities,  and  is  framed  with 
the  intention  of  not  taxing  societies  in 
respect  of  incomes    derived   from    the 
donations  and  contributions    of  living 
persons.     Further,  it  is  proposed  to  ex- 
empt property  belonging  to  Corporations 
for  trading   purposes,  which  is  repre- 
sented by  shares  already  liable  to  Death 
Duties  as  the  property  of  individuals, 
and  property  which  shall  be  legally  ap- 
plied exclusively  for  the  benefit  of  the 
public  at  large,  or  belonging    to  any 
friendly  society,  or  which  has  been  ac- 
quired within  the  last  SO  years.     The 
Resolution  lays  down  that  there  should 
be  imposed  upon  the  income  of  the  Cor- 
porations, as  defined  in  it,  a  duty  of  5 
per  cent  per  annum,  to  be  charged  and 
paid  upon  an  account  to  be  rendered  to 
the  Commissioners  of  Inland  Bevenue 
at  the  close  of  the  first  half  of  each 
financial  year,  subject  to  the  exemptions 
to  which  I  have  already  alluded,  'and 
others  set  forth  in  detail  in  the  Beso- 
lution, with  which  I  will  not  now  trouble 
the  Committee.     It  must  be  remembered 
that  if  a  Corporation  could  be  supposed 
to  die,  the  property  passing  to  its  suc- 
cessor would  pay  on  a  duty  of   13  per 
cent ;  but  it  would  be  unfair  to  suppose 
that  the  higher  rate  of  succession  to  a 
stranger  would  always  be  incurred,  and 
therefore  I  only  propose  to  impose  an 
annual  tax   of  5   per  cent,  my  object 
being,  as  I  said  before,  not  so  much  to 
swell  my  receipts  as  to  establish  a  prin- 
ciple at  once  fair  and  equitable.     I  need 
not  say  that  I  have  very  carefully  con- 
sidered the  important  Mortmain  Betum 
prepared  on   the  Motion  of  my  hon. 
and  learned    Friend   the  Member    for 
Chelsea  (Mr.  Firth) ;  but,  though  it  is 
true  that  corporate  property  is  in  the 
aggregate  large,  when  you  come  to  pro- 
ceed upon  principle  in  dealing  with  ex- 
emptions you  find  that  a  great  propor- 
tion of  that  property  must  be  treated  as 
exempt,  and  I  do  not  venture  to  put  the 
estimate  of  the  yield  of  the  tax  for  the 
year  at  a  higher  amount  than  £150,000. 
The  duties  which  I  have  described  fall 
under  the  head  of  Stamp  Bevenue ;  but, 
before  passing  from  it,  I  will  refer  to  a 
slight  additional  source  of  Bevenue  in 
connection   with    stamps.     Bonds   and 
foreign  securities  payable  to  bearer  only 
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pay  now  a  Stamp  Duty  of  2».  6i.  per 
cent  on  issue  or  first  negotiation,  and 
are  then  free  from  all  transfer  duty; 
whereas  registered  Stocks  and  Shares 
pay  duty  every  time  they  change  hands, 
the  latter  10*.  per  cent.  We  propose 
to  lessen  this  difference  by  imposing  the 
original  stamp  of  10«.  per  cent  on  all 
the  securities  I  have  named,  transferable 
to  bearer.  This  will  produce  about 
£100,000  per  annum. 

I  now  pass  to  articles  of  consumption. 
The  Committee  will  have  gathered, 
from  my  earlier  remarks,  that  I  propose 
to  deal  with  fermented  and  spirituous 
liquors.  As  to  spirits,  we  have  satisfied 
ourselves  that  they  may  now  well  bear 
an  increased  duty.  It  is  more  than  20 
years  since  the  present  rates  were  fixed, 
and  experience  shows  that  we  need  not 
be  deterred  from  raising  them  by  the  fear 
of  smuggling  or  of  illicit  distillation. 
We  propose,  then,  to  raise  the  duty 
upon  home-made  spirits  from  10«.  to 
\'Z8.,  and  upon  foreign  and  Colonial 
spirits  from  10».  Ad,  to  12«.  Ad.  a-gallon. 
This  we  calculate  will  produce  during 
the  present  year,  under  the  head  of 
Customs  and  Excise,  about  £900,000. 
Of  course,  this  is  based  upon  some  re- 
duction in  consumption.  At  the  present 
time  the  consumption  is  about  36,000,000 
gallons,  producing  above  £18,000,000 
a-year.  If  the  higher  duty  produces  only 
£900,000  more,  a  simple  sum  in  arith- 
metic will  show  that  the  consumption 
will  have  fallen  below  32,000,000  gal- 
lons. It  is  no  business  of  mine,  as  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  to  say  whether 
that  is  to  be  regretted  or  not. 

I  pass  to  the  article  of  beer.  Beer  now 
pays  6«.  Zd,  per  barrel  of  36  gallons,  or 
a  little  over  2d,  per  gallon.  Boughly 
speaking,  that  is  about  20  per  cent  on 
the  value  of  the  article  free  of  duty.  If 
the  duty  on  spirits  is  to  be  raised — of 
which,  in  proportion  to  the  population, 
there  is  probably  more  drunk  in  Scot- 
land and  Ireland  than  in  England — ^I 
could  not  be  a  party  to  such  a  proposal, 
unless  a  fair  increase  were  made  in  the 
duty  upon  beer,  of  which,  if  I  remem- 
ber aright,  fully  ll-12ths  are  drunk  in 
Great  Britain  as  compared  with  Ireland. 
Now,  Sir,  by  increasing  the  duty  on 
beer  from  6«.  Zd,  to  7«.  Zd,  per  barrel 
of  36  gallons,  we  hope  to  get  during  the 
year  £750,000,  or  about  9  per  cent 
more  than  the  present  Bevenue.  The 
additional  £900,000  gained  upon  spirits 

Th$  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


is  only  about  5  per  cent  of  the  exrstisg 
receipts ;  but  the  increased  rate  of  datj 
is  slightly  more  in  the  case  of  spirits. 

I  now  pass  to  the  Wine  Duties.    Th« 
duty  upon  wine,   which  has  remained 
the  same,  with  but  slight  change,  since 
1860,  was  fixed  not  solely  with  refereoos 
to  fiscal  considerations.      It  had  beea 
nearly  6«.  a-gallon,  when  it  was  reduced 
to  1«.,  or,  on  stronger  wines,  to  2t.  6^, 
per  gallon,  in  connection  with,  the  Com- 
mercial   Treaty   with    France.       Sines 
then  the  Wine  Duties  have  been  mart 
than  once  used  as  weapons  to   obtaia 
Commercial  Treaties  with  wine-growing 
countries.     But,  irrespectively    of   this 
consideration,  the  Committee  shonlu  ob- 
serve,  as  to  the  relative  incidence  d 
duty  upon  beer  and  wine,   that  wise 
pays  somewhat  a  lareer  percentage  oa 
its  value  than  even  beer.     The    Wiat 
Duties  are,  on  the  average,  about  2S 
per  cent  on  the  value  of  that  artid«; 
the  Beer  Duty  is  barely  20   per  ctnA. 
We  do  not  propose  to  alter  the  Wias 
Duties  generally;    but  I  have  an  im- 
portant proposal  to   bring   before  ths 
Conmiittee  with  regard  to   the    Wins 
Duties,  to  give  effect  to  the  Dedaratiaa 
with  Spain  of  the  2l8t  of   December 
last,  which  has  been  laid  before  Parlia- 
ment in  the  Paper  ''Commercial,  No.  %r 
of  the  present  Session,    as    to   whkk 
several  questions  have  been  asked  £roa 
various  parts  of  the  House.     The  Qcat- 
mittee    is    aware    that,    in   18T7»    tba 
Spanish  Qovemment  withheld  from  Bn* 
tish  trade  the  benefit  of  certain  redae- 
tioDs  then  made  in  the  Spanish  Cna^oos 
Tariff,  on  the  ground  that  the   Wxa* 
Duties  in  the  United  Kingdom   wer% 
really  differential  against  Spain.     Tliit 
action  of  the  Spanish  Gbvemment  led  t> 
a  long  correspondence,  and  also  to  tW 
appointment  of  a  Committee    of  tUa 
House,  in  1879,  to  report  on  the  Wias 
Duties.    They  recommended  *'  a  datrof 
!«.,  with  a  limit  of  strength  to  be  dcts^ 
mined  by  the  Executive,"  and  that  ^* 
alcoholic  test  should  be  maintained ;  sad 
they  pronounced  an  opinion   thai  aa 
ad  valorem  scale  of  duties  would  be 
practicable.    No  useful  purpose 
be  served  by  entering  upon  the  long 
troversies  which  ensued ;  but»  in  e 
ing  Qreat  Britain  most-favoured-aalija 
treatment  in  1883,  the  Spanish  Govsn- 
ment    went    beyond    the    offer  Bait 
in  previous  years,  and  Her  lfaj««tj « 
Government  felt  themselTes  foUjji 


1157       JFayiandMeam^         {Apbil  30,   1885}        Fifumcial  StaimmL      1158 

Lord  President  into  the  House  of  Lords 
which  will  meet  some  of  the  complaints 
in  coDnection  with  the  sale  of  patent 
medicines.  We  also  propose  that  foreifi^n 
medicines  be  treated,  in  respect  of  the 
Patent  Medicine  Tax,  precisely  as 
British  medicines — that  is  to  say,  they 
will  only  be  regarded  as  dutiable  if 
they  are  held  out  as  Proprietary  or  as 
specifics.  Further,  the  stamp  will  be 
altered,  so  as  to  show  clearly  and  make 
it  plain  that  there  is  no  Oovernmeat 
guarantee  of  the  medicine.  The  Be- 
venue  will  not  be  materially  affected  by 
these  alterations. 

The  additional  taxes  which  I  have  enu- 
merated account  for  £7,500,000  out  of  a 
deficit  of  £14,932,000,  leaving  a  sum  of 
£7,432,000  to  be  provided  for.     The 
Committee,    I    thiuk,  will    have   con- 
jectured, from  what  I  said  in  the  early 
part  of  my  Statement,  how  I  propose  to 
meet^this  remaining  deficit — that  is  to 
say,  out  of  the  sum  annually  applied 
to  the  reduction  of  Debt.     Popularly, 
as  I  have  already  said,   that  sum  is 
called  the  *'  Sinking  Fund ;  "  but  this 
is  not  a  strictly  accurate  description, 
and    I    will   state  the    exact    facts  to 
the  Committee.    The  sums  devoted  by 
law  to  the  reduction  of  Debt  are  so  ap- 
plied under  several  old  Acts,   as   well 
as  under  the  Act  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite   (Sir   Stafford  North- 
cote),  passed  in  1876,  and  under  the  Act 
which  I  asked  Parliament  to  pass  in 
1883.      They  consist  of  virtually  four 
classes.     The  first  is  so  much  of  out- 
standing Terminable  Annuities  of  all 
kinds  as  represents  capital,   and   this 
amounted  last  year  to  about  £5,600,000. 
The  second  is  the  difference  between 
the  sum  of  £28,000,000,  as  settled  by 
the  Act  of  1876,  and  the  charges  on  it, 
which  are  mainly  for  interest  on  Funded 
and  Unfunded  Debts  and  Terminable 
Annuities.     That  is  called  the   '*New 
Sinking  Fund,"  and  it  amounted  last 
year  to  above  £500,000.    The  third  class 
consists  of  the  amount  of  Stock  can- 
celled on  grants  of  Life  Annuities,  com- 
positions of  Land  Tax,  and  small  trans- 
actions of  that  kind,  and  that  amounted 
last  year  to  nearly  £1,500,000.     The 
fourth  sum  applicable  to  the  reduction 
of  Debt  is  the  surplus  of  the  Income  of 
each  year  over  the  Expenditure,  which 
is  called  the  Old  Sinking  Fund.     Alto- 
gether, then,   in   188d-§  the  sums  ap- 
plied to  the  reduction  of  Funded  and 
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fied  in  agreeing  to  raise  the  limit  of  the 
li.  duty  from  26  to  30  degrees.     It  is  of 
importance  to  trade  that  the  arrange- 
ment between  the  two  Oovemments  shall 
take  effect  as  soon  as  possible.     The 
Spanish  Government  will  be  informed, 
as  soon  as  the  necessary  measure  autho- 
rizinf?  this  change  has  been  passed  by 
this  House ;  and  a  date,  of  which  public 
announcement  will  be  made,   will  be 
fixed  for  the  simultaneous  application  of 
the  terms  of  the  Declaration  of  the  21st 
of  December,    1884.     Our  thanks  are 
dae  to  the  several  Spanish  Ministers 
who  have  taken  part  in  these  prolonged 
negotiations,  in  which  success  has  ulti- 
mately   attended    the   labours    of   Sir 
Robert  Morier,  who  has  shown  great 
ability  and  energy  in  overcoming  serious 
difficulties.     I  must  no  less  ackno  wledsce 
the  loyalty  of  the  present  Spanish  Mi- 
nisters in  taking  over  in  their  substance 
the  engagements  entered  into  by  their 
Predecessors,    and    the    friendly    and 
straightforward  manner  in  which  they 
have  defended  the  Declaration   before 
the  Cortes.   I  may  say  that  negotiations 
for  a  complete  Oommercial  Treaty  with 
Spain  will  commence  in  the  autumn,  in 
order  that  engagements  which  may  re- 
quire legislative  sanction  may  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  Cortes  and  to  Parliament 
in  the  ensuing  Session.    I  may  say  that 
we  do  not  anticipate  any  diminution  in 
the  Revenue  firom  wine,  for  whatever 
loss  may  be  expected  on  wines  between 
26  degrees  and  30  degrees  of  strength 
will  be  made  good  by  the  increased  con- 
samption  due  to  the  higher  Spirit  Duty 
and  the  diminished  use  of  spirits. 

I  may  here  mention  two  small  changes 
which  we  propose  in  connection  with 
indirect  taxation.  We  were  pressed  last 
year  by  hon.  Oentlemen  sitting  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  to  allow  private 
brewers'  licences  to  be  taken  out  for  a 
half-year  only.  I  think  that  a  conces- 
sion in  this  respect  may  be  properly 
made,  and  I  propose  to  allow  a  private 
brewer's  licence  to  be  taken  out  for  a 
half-year  for  4«.,  where  the  charge  for 
the  whole  year  is  6«.,  and  for  6«.,  where 
the  charge  for  the  whole  year  is  9«.  The 
half-years  will  end  in  March  and  Sep- 
tember respectively.  I  do  not  believe 
that  there  will  be  any  loss  of  Bevenue 
from  the  change. 

The  other  chanji^e  relates  to  Patent 
Hedidnea.  The  Ck)mmittee  are  aware 
that  a  Bill  has  been  introduced  by  the 
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Unfanded  Debt  will  amount  to  some* 
thing  under  £7,600,000.  But  of  these 
four  sources,  the  only  payments  we 
propose  to  intercept  are  those  under 
what  I  call  No.  1 — namely,  that  part 
of  the  outstanding  Terminable  Annuities 
which  represents  capital.  Of  course,  the 
Old  Sinking  Fund,  No.  4,  has  disap- 
peared this  year,  as  there  will  be  no 
balance  of  Income  over  Expenditure, 
and  it  would  be  impracticable  to  inter- 
fere with  the  reduction  of  Debt  in  con- 
nection with  Life  Annuities  and  similar 
operations.  Nor  do  we  propose  to  touch 
the  New  Sinking  Fund.  All,  then, 
that  we  propose  now  is,  to  intercept 
this  year  the  principal  of  the  Termi- 
nable Annuities  created  in  1883,  ex- 
tending for  a  year  the  operation  of  the 
Act;  and  the  difference  between  this 
sum  of  something  oyer  £4,600,000  and 
the  £7,412,000  will  be  borrowed  tem- 
porarily, so  far  as  may  be  necessary, 
in  Unfunded  Debt.  This  addition  to  the 
Unfunded  Debt  will  not,  as  I  have  ex- 
plained, exceed  the  diminution  in  the 
Funded;  but  we  propose  in  1886-7  to 
pay  it  off  out  of  the  capital  of  the  Ter- 
minable Annuities,  in  the  same  way  as  we 
propose  to  apply  for  the  same  purpose 
£4,600,000  this  year.  We  also  pro- 
pose to  take  power  to  meet  the  de- 
ficit of  last  year  by  borrowing  in  Un- 
funded Debt,  if  it  should  be  found  neces- 
sary. I  am  aware  that  this  part  of  my 
Statement  is  highly  technical,  and  almost 
impossible  fully  to  elucidate  at  the  end 
of  a  long  speech ;  but  I  propose  to  lay 
on  the  Table  a  Treasury  Minute  which 
will  explain  the  operations  more  fully. 

I  will  now  recapitulate  the  figures 
which  I  have  laid  before  the  Committee. 
The  net  deficit  for  the  year,  calculating 
the  Income  Tax  at  bd,  in  the  pound,  is 
£14,932,000.  We  propose  to  intercept 
the  action  of  the  Sinking  Fund  during 
this  year,  so  as  to  produce  something 
over  £4, 600, 000.  By  raising  the  Income 
Tax  to  8i.  we  get  £5,400,000.  The 
Death  Duties  will  produce  £200,000. 
We  calculate  that  the  duties  to  be  im- 
posed on  Corporate  Property  will  yield 
£150,000;  the  increase  in  the  Spirit 
Duties  £900,000,  and  the  increase  in  the 
Beer  Duty  £750,000.  The  minor  charges 
will  produce  £100,000,  making  a  total 
of  £12,100,000,  and  leaving  a  deficit 
of  about  £2,800,000  to  be  met  by  a 
similar  Sinking  Fund  operation  during 
the  coming  year. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  JExohejHer 


I  am  very  much  obliged  to  tiie  Oom- 
mittee  for  having  listened  with  so  mock 
attention  to  the  long  Statement  which  it 
has  been  my  duty  to  address  to  tfaea, 
and  I  hope  I  have  made  myself  per- 
fectly clear.  I  have  now  to  ask  the 
House  to  pass  the  necessary  Resolu- 
tions, so  that  the  increases  of  dnty 
may  take  place  to-morrow  monung,  al- 
though, as  the  Committee  is  well  avarew 
such  increases  are  always  subject  to 
repayment  should  the  proposals  of  tbs 
Government  not  be  adopted.  As  regardM 
the  altered  Death  Duties,  the  tax  on  cor- 
porate property,  and  the  additional  stamp 
on  securities  to  bearer,  those,  of  comss, 
will  not  be  put  in  operation  until  after  the 
Act  is  passed ;  but  with  regard  to  the 
Eesolutions  relating  to  the  Oastnast 
Excise,  and  Income  Tclx,  it  is  neoeeaarr 
that  they  should  take  effect  at  once.  la 
conclusion,  I  may  say  that,  if  it  will  sa^ 
the  convenience  of  the  House,  I  do  not 
propose  to  take  the  seoond  reading  of 
the  Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  ffill 
until  this  day  fortnight,  so  Uiat  then 
maybe  ample  opportunity  for  consideriag 
the  proposals  oi  the  Gbvemment. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  prc^wsed, 

'*  That,  towards  raising  tha  Siqiply 
to  Her  Miuesty,  there  shall  be  charged*  t . 
and  paid  for  the  ^ear  which  commenoad 
sixth  day  of  April,  one  thousand  eight  " 
and  eighty-five,   in  respect  of  all 
Profits,  and  Oains  mentioned  or 
chargeable  in  the  Act  of  the  sizteeoth  and 
teenth  years  of  Her  Majesty's  reign, 
thirty-foor,  the  following  1/atiet  of 
Tax  (that  is  to  say)  : 

For  every  Twenty  Shillings  of  tha 
yalae  or  amount  of  Property, 
and  Grains  chargeable  under 
(A).  (C),  (D).  or  (E)  of  the 
Duty  of  Eight  Pence  ; 
And  for  every  Twenty   ShUlingt  ai 
annual  value  of  the  occupatiafi  of 
Tenements,Hereditam«QtBk 
chargeable  undw  Schedole  (B)  el 
said  Act, — 
In  England,  the  Duty  of  Foor 
In  Scotland  and  Ir^and 
the  Duty  of  Three  Pet 

Subject  to  the  provisions  contained  in  ^ 
one  hundred  and  sixty-three  of  the  Act  ef 
fifth  and  sixth  years  of  Her  Majesty*  ■ 
chapter  thirty-five,  for  the  exeniptiott  of  | 
whose  income  is  less  than  One  Hokind 
Fifty  Pounds,  and  in  eection    eight  cf  * 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Act«  IS  TV.* 
the  relief  of  persons  whose  inoocn«  is 
Four  Hundred  Pounds.** — (Jfr.  CI  ■■wffirj* 
£xeh€q¥4r,) 

Sib  STAFFORD  NOETHCOTE :  S 
I  only  rise  at  this  momeiit  in 
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express  the  thanks  of  the  Committee  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  the  clear- 
ness of  his  Statement,  and  to  assure  him 
that  we  have  listened  to  it  with  interest — 
I  may  say  to  parts  of  it  with  painful  in- 
terest— hut  with  a  full  sense  of  the  diffi- 
culty of  his  task  and  the  manner  in 
which  he  has  dealt  with  it.  I  quite 
agree  with  him  that  in  regard  to  the 
somewhat  complicated  arrangements 
with  respect  to  the  payment  of  Deht,  it 
would  he  hotter  for  us  to  wait  until  we 
have  the  Paper  hef  ore  us  relating  to  the 
scheme  which  he  has  put  forward. 
With  regard  to  the  other  matters,  I  do 
not  think  it  necessary  or  desirahle  that 
the  Ck>mmittee  should  at  this  moment 
enter  into  any  discussion  on  their  merits. 
The  course  which  is  proposed  with  re- 
apect  to  the  Customs  and  Excise  Duties 
is,  I  think,  the  usual  course,  and  the  one 
vhich  I  think  to  he  quite  right.  I 
nirould  wish  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man— no  douht  it  was  included  in  his 
Statement,  although  I  cannot  call  it  to 
mind — what  will  be  the  duty  on  foreign 
beer?  I  suppose  the  addition  to  the 
duty  on  imported  beer  would  he  the 
same  as  upon  beer  brewed  in  this  coun- 
try. I  think,  under  the  circumstances, 
-we  shall  do  well  to  put  off  to  a  later  day 
the  discussion  of  the  Budget  as  a  whole, 
because  there  are  seyeral  points  in  it 
which  will  require  time  for  our  careful 
consideration. 

Mb.  ORK-EWING  said,  he  rose  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  Committee  to 
the  g^at  injustice  done  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
^Exchequer  to  Scotland  and  Ireland  by 
the  proposed  imposition  of  an  additional 
tax  upon  spirits.  He  would  point  out 
that  at  the  present  time  whisky  paid  a 
duty  of  10«.  a  gallon  of  proof  spirit, 
whilst  the  alcohol  which  was  drunk  in 
the  form  of  beer  only  paid  one-sixth 
part  of  that  sum.  When  they  con- 
sidered that  spirits  were  necessary  as 
the  national  drink  of  Scotland  and  Ire- 
land, and  that  they  had  to  pay  six  times 
the  duty  paid  on  beer,  which  was  the 
national  drink  of  England,  he  thought 
the  Committee  would  see  that  the  vast 
injustice  already  existing  would  be 
greatly  aggravated  by  the  proposals 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  For  his 
own  part,  he  was  surprised  that  any 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  should 
venture  to  increase  that  injustice.  Again, 
when  they  considered  that  wine  was  to 


remain  at  the  present  rate  of  duty, 
which  was  not  above  one-half,  in  respect 
of  the  alcohol  it  contained,  of  the  duty 
on  spirits,  it  would  be  seen  that  that  was 
really  a  tax  upon  the  poor  man  operating 
for  the  benefit  of  the  rich.  French  wine 
paid  on  the  average,  according  to  its 
alcoholic  strength,  only  4s,  a  gallon  of 
proof  spirit,  and  Spanish  wine  paid  only 
6s, ;  and  with  regard  to  those  ihere  was 
to  be  no  increased  duty  at  all.  But  in 
the  case  of  the  national  drink  of  Scot- 
land and  Ireland  there  was  to  be  an  in- 
crease of  20  per  cent,  although,  at  the 
present  moment,  it  had  to  pay  six  times 
as  much  as  beer.  He  must  protest 
against  that  injustice  on  behalf  of  the 
people  of  Scotland  and  Ireland,  and  he 
held  that  it  was  the  duty  of  every  Scotch 
and  Irish  Member  to  resist  the  proposal 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  who,  he 
said,  should  get  his  increased  Bevenue 
by  doubling  the  tax  upon  beer;  and 
then,  under  that  arrangement,  it  would 
only  pay  one-third  of  what  was  paid  on 
whisky  in  Scotland  and  Ireland. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  that 
when  he  heard  the  Chancellor  of  the 
{  Exchequer  say  that  he  would  not  be  a 
party  to  increasing  the  duty  upon  spirits 
unless  there  were  also  an  increase  of 
duty  on  beer,  he  was  in  hope  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  about  to  do 
complete  justice  in  the  matter  of  the 
taxation  of  alcohol.  He  regretted  very 
much  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
not  taken  that  opportunity  of  affixing  his 
name  to  a  change  that  would  be  at  once 
philosophical  and  just.  Alcohol  was  un- 
doubtedly a  very  proper  subject  on  which 
to  raise  Revenue ;  but  assuredly  the  only 
just  and  rational  mode  of  dealing  with  it 
for  that  purpose  was  to  tax  it  wherever 
it  was  to  be  found.  There  could  be  no 
reason  whatever  why  those  who  in  one 
part  of  the  country  found  it  con- 
venient, principally  in  consequence  of 
large  breweries  being  established  in 
their  neighbourhood,  to  take  their 
alcohol  in  the  form  of  beer,  should  be 
taxed  at  a  lower  rate  than  those  who, 
not  having  the  same  convenience,  were 
obliged  to  content  themselves  with  tak- 
ing their  alcohol  in  the  shape  of  spirits. 
He  could  not  imagine  why  that  subject 
had  always  been  shirked  by  Chancellors 
of  the  Exchequer.  His  right  hon.  Friend 
had  certainly  proposed  to  increase  the 
alcoholic  duty  on  beer ;  but  he  had  also 
increased  the  alcoholic  duty  on  spirits  to 


1163         Wayi  and  Means—  {COMMONS}         Financial  Statement.  1164 


an  extent  whicli  would  produce  to  the  Be- 
venue  something  like  £900,000,  whereas 
the  increased  duty  on  beer  was  reckoned 
only  to  produce  £700,000.  That  was  not 
redressing  the  injustice  which  existed ; 
on  the  contrary,  he  said  it  was  rather 
an  aggravation  of  it.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  therefore,  could  not  expect 
that  those  proposals  would  be  satisfac- 
tory. There  was  another  point  on  which 
he  would  appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman in  connection  with  this  subject — 
he  appealed  to  him  as  to  whether,  in 
the  spirit  of  justice,  he  did  not  think 
that  the  articles  of  luxury  paid  for  by 
the  rich  should  be  taxed  at  a  higher 
rate  than  the  articles  of  necessity  paid 
for  by  the  poor  ?  He  believed  that  there 
was  a  great  deal  of  nonsense  in  all  that 
was  said  about  the  Wine  Duties.  Wine 
was  really  an  article  of  consumption 
amongst  the  higher  classes;  they  were 
drunk  by  the  higher  classes  from  the 
smallest  claret  to  the  most  expensive 
champagne;  they  did  not  form  part  of 
the  diet  of  the  lower  class,  although 
they  were  supposed  to  do  so.  There- 
fore, he  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman whether  he  could  not  make  a 
distinction  in  the  Wine  Duties,  and  im- 
pose a  hijrher  rate  of  duty  upon  bottled 
wine?  Wines  which  came  into  this 
country  in  casks  were  wines  of  a  lower 
order ;  they  contained  lees  alcohol,  and 
were  cheap,  and  they  might  possibly  be 
consumed  by  the  lower  dass,  by  which 
he  meant  those  who  had  small  incomes, 
and  were  obliged  to  economize.  But, 
in  the  name  of  justice,  he  asked  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  who,  like 
other  Members  of  the  House,  dined  well 
—when  they  were  not  occupied  at  the 
House — why  he  could  not  place  a  higher 
duty  on  claret  and  champagne  ?  That 
wine,  and  the  higher  class  of  clarets, 
were  all  imported  in  bottles ;  the  duty 
upon  them  could  be  easily  raised;  it 
would  be  a  just  duty,  and  he  was  cer- 
tain it  would  be  a  popular  one  through- 
out the  country,  because  it  would  show 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  re- 
gard to  the  circumstances  of  those  who 
could  not  pay  for  the  wines  in  question. 
With  regard  to  the  duty  on  Spanish 
wines  and  their  alcoholic  strength,  he 
did  not  believe  that  there  were  any 
wines  which  contained  30  per  cent  of 
alcohol.  The  plea  put  forward  by  the 
Spaniards  for  the  introduction  of  their 
wines  into  this  country  was  that  they 

Jfr.  JiiitcheU  Henry 


had  a  higher  percentage  of  alcohol,  iDd 
that  they  were  now  unfairly  wei^itod 
as  compared  with  French  wines.  H« 
had  no  doubt  that  the  Cbaneellor  of  tk« 
Exchequer  believed  that  he  would  let  ia 
the  natural  wines  of  Spain,  as  had  heea 
the  case  with  the  French  wines ;  bat  hs 
would  point  out  that  they  were  streng^ 
ened  wines,  and  there  was  no  ressoa 
why  they  should  be  introduced  on  tks 
ground  that  they  were  the  natural  po- 
ductions  of  Spain,  and  that  thej  vm 
not  fairly  treated  unless  the  aloobolic 
scale  of  duty  was  raised.  He  re|oiced 
very  much  that  the  right  hon.  G«mtls- 
man  had  recognized  the  principle  whic^ 
some  Members  of  that  House  had  tnA 
to  induce  him  to  see  before.  It  sosnisd 
to  him  an  extraordinary  proposal  tkst 
large  masses  of  Debt  should  be  paid  otf 
with  money  borrowed  at  2^  and  Z  p« 
cent,  which  possibly  had  to  be  provided 
at  a  cost  of  5  or  10  percent.  The  Tttxmef 
raised  last  year  had  undoubtedlj  pn— d 
very  hardly  upon  those  who  raised  it. 
It  had  pressed  on  the  agricultural  party, 
especially  the  poorer  classes  in  Irelsad 
and  Scotland,  who  were  very  badlj  off 
in  these  times  of  slack  trade  and  wistuheA 
harvests.  He  ventured  to  congratnlats 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  gisst 
skill  with  which  he  had  jumped  ovsr 
that  formidable  obstacle;  and  be  had 
only  to  express  the  hope  that  he  voaU 
go  a  step  further  and  introduce  a  philo- 
sophical method  of  taxing  alcoMk 
drinks  that  would  do  justice  to  all  par- 
ties concerned^ 

Mr.  J.  G.  HTTBBAEB  eaid,  he  Mt 
that  it  was  undesirable  on  thoee 
sions  to  go  at  length  into  the 
points  of  the  Budget.     He  Bhonld 
be  8atis6ed,  however,  if  he 
rise  and  express  the 
which  he  had  listened  to  the 
Statement  of  the  right  hon. 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Excheqi 
had  called  it  an  eloquent  Statement: 
he  used  the  term  in  the  sense  that  h' 
both  clear  and  convincing.      He  ' 
gratified  to  hear  the  right  hon. 
man  say  that  in  an  emergency 
that  which  now  prewed  upon  the 
try  they  ought  to  divide  tne  bnrdsa  <^ 
the  extraordinary  expenditure 
the  present  generation  and  those 
were  to  come  afterwards.    They 
not  to  save  the  pres^it  gaatrstiia  ^ 
tirely  by  placing  the  whole  of  ths 
den  on  posterity ;  and,  therefoi%  ht 
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g-arded  the  allocation  of  the  deficit  of 
£15,000,000,  between  Debt  and  Taxa- 
tion, as  a  wise  and  moderate  proposal 
on  the  part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
Although  he  did  not  bind  himself  to  the 
exact  details  of  the  new  system,  as  set 
forth  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he 
thought  that,  for  the  most  part,  they 
were  likely  to  be  beneficial.     His  right 
hon.  Friend  no -doubt  felt,  when  he  was 
proposing  the  addition  of  3^.  in  the 
pound  to  the  Income  Tax,  that  it  must 
oe  a  severe  blow  to  him  ^Mr.  Hubbard), 
who  believed  that  the  Income  Tax,  as  it 
was  now  administered,  was  a  wicked 
tax,  and  that  it  was  within  the  power 
of  the  Government  to  make  it  a  righteous 
tax  whenever  they  chose  to  do  so.   Sche- 
dule B  was  nothing  in  the  world  but 
another  form  of  Schedule  D.    Farming 
was  as  much  a  trade  as  any  other,  al- 
though it  was  specially  dealt  with  on 
the  assumption  that   farmers  did  not 
keep  books ;  that  it  was  impossible  for 
them  to  make  a  He  turn  of  their  incomes ; 
and  that,  therefore,  they  must  be  charged 
in  a  certain  ratio  to  the  rent  they  paid 
for  their  land.     He  was  quite  willing 
that  that  mode  of  assessment  also  should 
he  retained ;  but  he  was  satisfied  that 
there  were  ways  in  which  Schedule  D 
might  be  modified,   and  an  alleviation 
extended  to  farmers.    With  regard  to 
the  Death  Taxes,   he  had  been  very 
much  struck  with  the  way  in  which 
his  right  hon.  Friend  proposed  to  deal 
with  Corporation  funds.     He  thought 
he  was  quite  right  in  laying  upon  them 
a  charge  by  way  of  a  substitute  for 
Liegacy   Duty,  which,   as  Corporations 
never  died,  they  had  never  paid.    The 
Income  Tax,  properly  understood,  was 
the  tax  of  the  country;  it  reached  all 
classes  of  the  people,  and  he  was  happy 
to  find  that  graaually  everything  was 
working  rouna  to  the  adjustment  he  had 
advocated  for  many  years.    The  rates  to 
be  levied  as  a  substitute  for  the  Succes- 
sion Duties  would,  no  doubt,  be  properly 
adjusted  by  the  Government.  He  did  not 
rise  to  make  a  long  speech,  but  chiefly 
to  express  his  satisfaction  at  the  general 
tenourof  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
8ra  JOHN   LUBBOCK  said,  there 
was  one  point  with  regard  to  the  in- 
crease of  the  Income  Tax  on  which  he 
should  like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  ChanceUor  of  the  Exchequer 
to  say  a  few  words  to  the  Committee. 


The  Committee  were  aware  that  there 
were  several  Stocks  on  which  the  divi- 
dends were  payable  to-morrow  morning; 
and  the  dividends  would,  in  the  ordinary 
course,  be  paid  with  a  reduction  of 
6(f.  only.  The  bankers  had  received  a 
Circular  from  the  Inland  Eevenue  Office 
requesting  them  to  make  certain  arrange- 
ments to  insure  the  payment  of  the  in- 
creased amount.  He  presumed  there 
was  no  question  as  to  the  legality  of  the 
proceeding ;  but  still  it  would  be  satis- 
factory to  everyone  if  his  right  hon. 
Friend  would  say  something  to  the  Com- 
mittee upon  the  matter.  He  need  hardly 
say  that  the  bankers  had  every  wish  to 
facilitate  the  collection  of  Bevenue,  and 
that  he  had  no  doubt  they  would  be 
justified  in  acting  on  the  request  of  the 
Inland  Bevenue  Board.  He  was  glad 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  proposed 
a  tax  on  corporate  property  equivalent, 
or  partly  so,  to  the  Income  Tax.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would,  no  doubt, 
And  a  good  deal  of  opposition  to  the 
proposal ;  but,  nevertheless,  it  was  one 
founded  on  justice.  He  (Sir  John  Lub- 
bock) also  desired  to  make  a  few  obser- 
vations with  respect  to  the  Post  Office. 
He  understood  there  was  a  net  Bevenue 
from  the  Post  Office  of  £2,273,000. 
Now,  there  were  items  connected  with 
the  Post  Office  which  went  into  Class  I. 
of  the  Estimates,  and  he  was  not  quite 
clear  whether  they  were  included  in  the 
sum  he  had  mentioned.  It  was  very 
desirable  they  should  know  what  was 
received  from  the  Post  Office,  because 
he  was  afraid  some  people  went  away 
with  a  very  exaggerated  idea  of  the 
profits  derived  irom  that  Institution. 
He  was  afraid  it  was  not  possible  for 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  raise  the 
whole  amount  of  the  necessary  Expendi- 
ture of  the  year  without  infringing  upon 
the  Sinking  Fund ;  at  the  same  time,  he 
must  express  great  regret  that  now, 
possibly  at  the  very  beginning  of  a 
struggle,  they  would  not  only  have  to 
do  away,  practically,  with  the  whole  of 
the  Sinking  Fund,  but  have  to  borrow 
about  £2,800,000  in  addition.  It  might 
be  necessary,  under  the  circumstances, 
to  do  that ;  but  he  had  heard  that  part 
of  the  Statement  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
with  great  regret. 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN  regretted  to  say 
that  after  carefully  weighing  all  the  re- 
marks of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  the  Budget 


1167 


TTai/s  and  Means--        •  {COMMONS}         Financial  Statement.        1168 


proposals  appeared  to  bim  to  be  some- 
what unfair.  He  quite  agreed  witb  tbe 
propriety  of  increasing  tbe  Income  Tax 
from  Qd,  to  8rf.  in  order  to  meet  tbe 
present  deficit.  There  was  no  fairer  tax 
imposed  by  tbe  House,  if  properly  ad- 
justed, and  there  was  no  tax  that  be 
paid  more  cheerfully  than  he  did  the 
Income  Tax.  The  reason  of  that  was, 
that  no  man  was  called  upon  to  pay 
the  tax  who  bad  not  got  an  income. 
But  of  indirect  taxation  the  poor  man 
was  required,  as  a  rule,  to  pay  more 
than  bis  fair  share.  According  to  the 
Statement  of  tbe  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, about  three-fourths  of  tbe  Re- 
venue of  the  whole  country  was  de- 
rived from  the  taxation  on  consumable 
articles,  and  only  one-fourth  was  raised 
by  taxation  on  property.  Surely  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman  would  not  '^say 
that  that  was  a  fair  state  of  things. 
Notwithstanding  the  fact  that  three- 
fourths  of  the  Revenue  was  produced 
by  the  taxation  on  consumable  articles, 
the  right  bon.  Gentleman  now  proposed 
to  add  considerably  to  the  duties  paid 
on  those  articles.  He  (Mr.  0* Sullivan) 
believed  he  was  right  in  saying  that 
19-20tb8  of  tbe  indirect  taxation  of  tbe 
country  was  contributed  by  the  working 
classes,  or,  in  other  words,  that  a  man 
witb  £10,000  a-year  did  not  pay  in  taxes 
more  than  5  per  cent  upon  his  income ; 
while  the  working  man  with  £50  a-year, 
especially  if  be  drank  or  smoked  even 
moderately,  paid  about  10  per  cent  of 
bis  income  in  taxation.  Was  it  fair, 
under  such  circumstances,  that  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman  should  increase 
tbe  charge  upon  the  working  people  of 
tbe  three  countries?  Tbe  right  bon. 
Gentleman  proposed  to  put  an  increased 
duty  of  2«.  a-gallon  upon  spirits.  Why 
should  he  put  2«.  a-gallon  on  the  drink 
which  formed  tbe  almost  universal  be- 
verage of  the  Scotch  and  Irish  people, 
and  only  \8,  on  36  gallons  of  beer, 
which  was  the  drink  of  Englishmen? 
If  they  examined  the  alcoholic  strength 
of  tbe  different  beverages,  what  was  the 
result?  It  was  weU  known  by  those 
who  bad  studied  tbe  question  that  a 
barrel  of  good  beer — a  barrel  of  86 
gallons— contained  about  five  gallons  of 
alcohol.  The  duty,  therefore,  upon  tbe 
five  gallons  of  alcohol  was  ]#.,  or  a  frac- 
tion less  than  2j^(/.  per  gallon.  He  ap- 
pealed to  any  impartial  person  if  it  was 
fair  that  beer  should  be  taxed  so  lightly 


and  spirits    so  beavQy  ?      Again,   the 
Chancellor  of  tbe  Exchequer  had  esti- 
mated that  tbe  new  tax  upon  spirits 
would  yield  about  £900,000,  and   that 
tbe  tax  upon  beer  would  bring  in  abovt 
£750,000.     Had  it  occurred  to  the  mind 
of  tbe  right  bon.   Gentleman  thai  the 
£750,000  would  be  paid  by  20,000,000 
of  the  population,  while  the  pajment  of 
the  £900,000  would  be  confined  to  about 
1,000,000  people?     ["*Why?"l     For 
the  simple  reason  that  beer  was  dmak 
by  a  very  much  larger  population.     Of 
course,  Bevenue  must  be  raised  in  aoas 
way  or  other;  but  he  thought  it  vaa 
the  duty  of  tbe  Government  to  pot  taxa- 
tion on  the  people  who  conld  bear  it 
best.   In  his  opinion,  there  were  aerenl 
things  which  ought  to  be  taxed  belbtt 
either  beer  or  spirits.     Why,    for  in* 
stance,    should    not    g^und    rents  h« 
taxed?    As  be  pointed  oat  last  year, 
when  the  Chancellor  of  the  £xcheqns 
brought  in  bis  Budget,    ground  renti 
were  altogether  exempt  from  t&xntioa. 
He  maintained  that  ground  rents  wert 
amongst  tbe  first  things  that  should  be 
taxed,  and  for  the  very  reason  that  they 
were  earned  without  any  outlay  or  effort 
on  the  part  of  the  proprietors,  and  ia 
very  many  instances  they  amounted  to 
as  much  as  20  times  their  value,  ovisfr 
to  the  buildings  erected  bj  the  industrial 
classes  upon  tbe  land.     It  had    ben 
roughly  calculated  that  tbe  ground  raits 
of  the  Kingdom  produced  £3O,0OQ,0M 
annually.    It  would  not  be  unfair  or 
unjust  to  put  a  tax  of,  at  least,  10  par 
cent  upon  those  rents.     If  that  w«e 
done,  £3,000,000  would  be  gained  by 
the    Exchequer;    and    that,    vith    Urn 
£5,500,000  produced  by  the  extrm  la- 
oome  Tax,  would  be  actually  more  tku 
tbe  Government  required.     He  main- 
tained, also,  that  dubs  should  be  taxed 
Clubs,  as  a  rule,  were  luxuries,  thoofk 
in  many  places  they  were  merely  drill- 
ing saloons  and  betting  houses.     It  yss 
a  monstrous  state  of  things  that  dvVs 
were  allowed  to  go  untaxed.     £500,dM 
might  very  easily  be  raised  annually  by 
such  means.     The  next  suggeetioa  ht 
bad  to  make  was  one  which,  no  doeU. 
would  excite  some  laughter,  ibr  it 
that  a  tax  should  be  imposed  upon 
unmarried  man  over  30  years  of 
Surely  bachelors  were  very  weU  abb  t» 
bear  taxation.    He  put  it  to  the  metm 
of  justice  in  tbe  House  if  a  man  wi^ 
I  £500  a-year  and  a  wife  and  childrea 
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and  serrants  to  support  was  as  well  able 
to  pay  6i.  in  the  pound  Income  Tax  as 
a  bachelor,  who  had  no  one  but  himself 
to  support  ?  A  tax  upon  bachelors  would 
be  as  fair,  as  just,  and  as  honest  a  tax 
as  could  be  imposed  by  the  House.  Of 
course,  he  could  not  make  any  accurate 
calculation  as  to  what  the  tax  would 
yield ;  but  he  took  it  that  the  taxpaying 
bachedors  formed*  at  least,  one-fourth  of 
the  whole  taxpayers  of  the  country,  and., 
therefore,  \d,  in  the  pound  ought  to  pro- 
dace  £500,000.  Furthermore,  bethought 
that  the  wine  drinkers  should  pay  more 
taxation  than  they  were  now  required 
to  do.  Was  it  not  a  monstrous  thing 
that  in  a  time  of  emergency  like  the 
present,  in  a  time  when  money  was 
^eatly  required,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  refrained  from  raising  the 
duty  upon  such  luxuries  as  champagne, 
old  clarets,  crusted  ports,  and  the  best 
sherries  ?  He  put  it  to  the  right  hon. 
Qeutleman  if  it  was  just  to  the  working 
men  ?  Working  men,  as  a  rule,  drank 
nothing  but  beer  and  spirits;  but  the 
wealthier  classes  indulged  in  champagne, 
ports,  sherries,  and  Madeira,  and  in  a 
time  like  this  not  an  extra  \d.  was  put 
upon  the  latter  wines.  Such  an  in- 
creased duty  ought  to  be  put  on  high- 
class  wines  and  on  cigars,  which  would 
bring  in,  at  least,  £500,000.  There 
was  another  matter  to  which  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  might 
very  well  turn  his  attention  with  a 
view  to  the  saving  of  Expenditure, 
and  that  was  the  amalgamation  of  the 
Inland  Revenue  and  Customs  Offices. 
He  did  not  know  what  saving  there 
would  be  if  such  an  amalgamation  were 
effected ;  but  it  was  a  monstrous  state  of 
things  that  there  were  two  sets  of  Com- 
missioners, two  sets  of  Chairmen,  two 
sets  of  solicitors,  two  sets  of  officials  in 
every  big  town  of  the  three  countries, 
for  the  purpose  of  carrying  on  pretty 
much  the  same  business.  Now,  perhaps 
the  Committee  would  permit  him  to 
make  a  few  comparisons  of  the  duties 
which  were  paid  on  articles  consumed 
by  the  poor,  and  the  duties  on  articles 
consumed  by  the  wealthy  classes.  In 
the  first  instance,  let  him  take  the  case 
of  gin,  which  was  about  the  lowest 
class  of  spirits.  What  were  the  facts  ? 
On  that  article,  which  was  largely 
consumed  by  the  poorer  classes,  and 
the  value  of  which  was  about  20«. 
to  24i.  per  dozen,  a  duty  of  lbs.  per 


dozen  was  charged ;  while  upon  cham- 
pagnes and  old  clarets,  which  were 
worth  from  £3  to  £5  per  dozen,  and 
which  were  drunk  by  the  upper  classes, 
a  duty  of  only  2*.  per  dozen  was 
charged.  Was  that  a  state  of  things 
which  ought  to  exist  for  another  day  ? 
The  people  who  drank  claret  were  well 
able  to  pay  15«.  a-dozen.  Then  he 
found  that  whisky,  the  value  of  which 
was  about  dO«.  a-dozen,  paid  an  average 
duty  of  about  IB^.  per  dozen,  or  three- 
fifths  of  its  value.  Madeira  and  old 
ports  and  sherries  were  worth  from  £3 
to  £4  per  dozen ;  but  they  were  only  re- 
quired to  pay  a  duty  of  5«.  per  dozen. 
Upon  common  tobacco  the  duty  amounted 
to  from  3».  6rf.  to  3a.  10</.  per  lb.,  while 
upon  the  very  finest  cigars  imported, 
which  were  worth  more  than  10  times 
the  value  of  the  tobacco  of  the  poorer 
classes,  the  charge  was  only  from  b9,  to 
5«.  6(/.  a-box.  He  appealed  to  the 
Committee — was  that  not  one-sided  legis- 
lation? What  would  be  said  outside 
when  it  was  found  that  the  wealthy 
classes  who  made  the  laws  taxed  the 
poor  in  that  way  ?  It  was  impossible 
to  expect  the  working  people  to  be  con- 
tent when  increased  duties  were  put 
upon  the  articles  which  they  chiefly 
consumed,  and  no  extra  charge  was 
made  upon  the  articles  of  luxuries 
which  only  came  within  the  reach  of  the 
rich.  There  was  no  actual  reduction 
of  the  duty  upon  the  drink  of  the  rich ; 
but  he  understood  that  it  was  proposed 
to  raise  the  limit  of  the  U.  duty  on  al- 
cohol in  wines  from  26  to  30  degrees. 
The  result  would  be  that  a  gallon  of 
alcohol  in  first-class  wines  would  pay 
less  than  4«.,  while  spirits  would  pay 
12«.  a-gallon.  He  might  make  other 
comparisons  to  show  the  injustice  and 
unfairness  of  the  decision  arrived  at  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer ;  but  he  had  no  desire 
to  weary  the  Committee.  He  trusted, 
however,  that  Scotch  and  Irish  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  would,  when  the 
proper  time  came,  vote  against  the  pro- 
posal to  increase  the  duty  on  spirits  by 
2«.[a-gallon,  as  a  protest  against  the  dis- 
proportionate duties  levied  upon  the 
beverage  of  the  Scotch  and  Irish  peoples 
and  the  beverage  of  the  English  people. 
Mb.  DODDS  said,  there  was  only 
one  portion  of  the  important  and  satis- 
factory Statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
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upon  which  he  desired  to  offer  a  few 
words  to   the  Committee,  and   it  was 
that  portion  in  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  dealt  with  the  Death  Duties. 
It  would  be  in  the  recollection  of  many 
hon.  Members   of  the  Committee  that 
the  subject  was  one  upon  which  he  (Mr. 
Dodds)  had  ventured  to    address    the 
House  on  many  occasions,  and  that  the 
result  of  the  discussion  which  took  place 
in  1879,  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  North  Devon  (Sir  Staf- 
ford Northcote)  was  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  and  of  the  subsequent  dis- 
cussions, was  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man   the    Prime    Minister,    and   then 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in  1881 
took  up  the  subject,  and  dealt  with  it  to 
a  very  important  extent.      The    right 
hon.  Gentleman  then  said  that  he  (Mr. 
Dodds)  had  only  dealt  with  the  fringe 
of  the  subject ;  but,  at  all  events,  the 
changes  introduced  in  1881  had  been 
found  of  great  value  to  the  Eevenue, 
and  of  the  greatest  convenience  to  the 
public  at  large.     It  was,  therefore,  with 
the    greatest    satisfaction    that,    after 
waiting  some  years  in  the  hope  that 
further  steps  would  be  taken,  he  heard 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  say  he  warS  about  to 
initiate  a  final  reform  of  the  Death  Duties. 
No  more  important  question  could  occupy 
the  attention  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer ;  and  he  (Mr.  Dodds)  hoped 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
find  that  that  was  an  opportune  moment 
for  levying  certain  Death  Duties  not 
levied  before.     As  far  as  he  could  fol- 
low the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in 
his  very  clear  Statement,  he  thought  he 
would  be  able  to  agree  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  almost  every  proposi- 
tion he  made  with  reg^ard  to  the  Death 
Duties.    It  would  be  wasting  the  time 
of  the  Committee  were  he  to  go  into  the 
matter  in  detail  at  the  present  time ; 
when  they  had  the  Besolutions  in  their 
hands  they  would  be  able  to  deal  with 
the  matter  more  fully  and  more  effec- 
tively.   If  there  appeared  to  be  any  ne- 
cessity for  it,  he  would  have,  on  a  sub- 
sequent occasion,  to  trouble  the  Com- 
mittee with  such  observations  as  long 
professional  experience  enabled  him  to 
make  on  the  subject.     His  chief  object 
in  rising  now  was  to  express  his  satis- 
faction at  the  Budget  Statement  gene- 
rally, and  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  give  the  Committee  a  little  more 

Mr,  Dodds 


information,  when  he  rose  to  reply,  wi& 
regard  to  the  important  subject  of  th« 
taxation  of  corporate  property.  It  was 
with  great  pleasure  he  heard  the  liglit 
hon.  Gentleman  say  he  proposed  to  deal 
with  corporate  property,  and  he  fbond 
that  his  pleasure  at  the  statement  was 
shared  by  hon.  Members  generally.  Tlie 
point  on  which  he  deaared  more  isidnnft- 
tion  was  as  to  the  extent  of  the  propospd 
exemption  of  what  he  termed  rdigiovs 
houses.  His  own  county  was  very  larg^ 
concerned  in  the  matter — ^indeed,  everr 
county  in  the  Kingdom  was  intereatad 
more  or  less  in  it.  In  the  county  of  Dor- 
ham  there  were  from  50,000  to  100.000 
acres  of  land,  including  a  verj  lar|re 
extent  of  coal  and  other  minenJs,  UJd 
by  the  Ecclesiastical  Commi8sioiM3<L 
The  income  derived  from  this  was  eaor- 
mous,  and  it  would,  indeed,  be  a  great 
disappointment  to  everyone  in  the  cooatr 
if  that  property  were  to  be  exempted 
from  taxation ;  it  would  be  felt  to  be 
a  great  hardship  if  owners  of  land 
were  called  upon  to  pay  the  propoeed 
new  tax,  whilst  the  Eodesiasticai  OotB* 
missioners  were  exempted  from  it.  Tbat 
was  the  point  on  which  he  dedbred  ad- 
ditional information. 

Sir  GABBIEL  GOLDNEY  compfi- 
mented  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ^e 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  npcn  tlie 
generally  clear  way  in  which  he  had 
introduced  his  Budget,  and  upon  the 
cordial  reception  which  most  of  his  pso- 
posals  had  received.  There  was  obIt 
one  point  on  which  he  (Sir  Qahnd 
Goldney)  was  not  quite  clear,  and  tkst 
was  as  to  the  duties  which  the  rigkt 
hon.  Gentleman  proposed  npon  teal 
property,  as  compared  with  pereooahj. 
Pernaps  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  ix 
his  reply,  would  show  what  effect  Ina 
proposals  would  have  upon  landed  pro- 
perty. 

Mr.  Aldbrmak  W.  LAWBENCE 
said,  that,  in  the  first  place,  he  bcmd 
to  thank  most  heartily  the  ChanceUor  of 
the  Exchequer  for  the  very  dear  wad 
lucid  manner  in  which  he  had  pland 
this  matter  before  the  Committee, 
knew  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
quer  had  had  a  great  opportonitr. 
opportunities  of  Chanc^ors  of  the  £s- 
chequer  only  occurred  in 
with  a  large  surplus  or  i 
It  was  only  on  those  two 
Chancellors  of  the  Exchequer 
abled  to  make  great  changes  ia 
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When  expenditure  and  income  were 
nearly  balaaced,  those  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen did  not  like  to  make  any  changes 
in  taxation.  The  opportunity  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  this  year 
liad  been  a  great  deficiency.  With  re- 
gard to  the  Death  Duties,  as  they  were 
called — namely,  the  duties  on  the  trans- 
fer of  property  by  death  —  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stockton  (Mr.  Dodds),  who 
had  taken  some  interest  in  this  matter, 
had  alluded  to  his  having  brought  it 
before  the  House  some  years  ago.  Be- 
fore that  time  he  (Mr.  Alderman  Law- 
rence) himself  had  had  an  opportunity 
of  bringing  it  before  the  House;  and 
the  point  to  which  he  had  especially 
directed  the  attention  of  Chancellors  of 
the  Exchequer  had  been  the  injustice 
and  inequality  which  existed  between 
the  treatment  of  real  property  and  that 
of  personal  property.  He  had  drawn 
attention  to  the  fact  that  while  leasehold 
property  paid  Probate  Duty  and  Suc- 
cession Duty,  real  property  only  paid 
Succession  Duty ;  so  that  in  the  case  of 
a  man  who  had  two  houses,  one  free- 
hold and  the  other  leasehold,  dying, 
and  leaving  a  house  to  each  of  his  two 
sons,  the  son  inheriting  the  freehold 
house  would  only  have  to  pay  Succes- 
sion Duty  on  his  life  interest,  whilst  the 
other  son,  for  a  house  which  might  be 
in  the  same  street,  of  equal  value  to  the 
first,  would  have  to  pay  Probate  Duty  on 
the  full  amount  of  the  value,  irrespec- 
tive of  what  age  he  might  be  when  he 
came  into  possession  of  the  property,  and 
also  to  pay  Succession  Duty  on  his  life 
interest.  That  injustice  had  lasted  for  a 
very  long  time.  They  knew  how  urgently 
the  matter  had  been  referred  to  by  the 
Prime  Minister  in  his  speeches  in  Mid 
Lothian — ^how  warmly  he  had  spoken  of 
the  injustice  of  those  Legacy  Duties  and 
the  Probate  Duties  under  the  last  Ad- 
ministration, and  of  no  remedy  having 
been  attempted.  He  (Mr.  Alderman 
Lawrence)  had  attempted  to  bring  the 
subject  forward ;  but  pressure  of  Busi- 
ness had  prevented  a  full  discussion 
being  taken  on  the  question.  He  was 
glad  to  see  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  risen  to  the  occasion,  and  had  de- 
clared that  in  future  there  should  be  no 
difference  made  between  real  property 
fud  personal  property,  and  that  both 
should  contribute  their  fair  share  to  the 
taxation  of  the  country.     The  right  hon. 


G-entleman  had  stated  the  manner  in 
which  this  was  to  be  done  ;  and  he  (Mr. 
Alderman  Lawrence)  was  inclined  to 
think  that  the  mode  he  suggested  would 
be  a  great  improvement  upon  the  exist- 
ing law.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
proposed  to  deal  with  it  as  he  had 
already  done  with  respect  to  the  1  per 
cent  duty  on  real  property.  He  thanked 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  having 
brought  the  matter  before  the  Commit- 
tee, and  must  say  that  he  thought  it 
would  be  received  with  approbation  by 
the  country  as  remedying  a  great  injus- 
tice. He  also  agreed  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  as  to  the  taxation  he 
proposed  to  impose  upon  corporate  pro- 
perty. It  was  a  great  mistake  to  suppose 
that  Corporations  themselves  were  not 
perfectly  ready  to  pay  the  tax.  What 
were  the  facts  revealed  in  the  Beport  of 
the  Commission  of  Inquiry  into  the 
Livery  Companies  of  the  City  of  London  ? 
One  charge  brought  against  the  Livery 
Companies  was  that  they  paid  no  Suc- 
cession Duty.  But  that  was  not  the 
fault  of  the  Companies.  The  Companies 
were  never  asked  to  pay  it;  and,  of 
course,  they  could  not  be  expected  to 
come  forward  voluntarily  and  offer  to  do 
so.  Many  of  the  Companies,  however, 
according  to  that  Iveport  of  the  Commis- 
sioners, had  stated  that  it  would  only  be 
fair  and  just  for  them  to  pay  that  duty. 
But  how  had  that  statement  of  the  Com- 
panies been  treated  by  the  Commis- 
sioners in  their  Eeport?  It  was  not 
every  Company  that  had  expressed  that 
opinion;  but  then  it  was  not  every 
Company  that  had  property  on  which 
to  pay  Succession  Duty.  I  he  Com- 
missioners said  that  some  Companies 
had  appeared  willing  to  pay,  and  they 
went  on  to  state  that  though  the  Com- 
panies had  notified  their  readiness  to 
pay,  they — the  Commissioners — did  not 
think  that  it  came  within  their  func- 
tions to  recognize  it  in  their  Keport. 
Now  those  Companies  would  be  called 
on  to  pay  the  duty  which  had  been 
spoken  of  in  lieu  of  Succession  Duty. 
He  was  not  prepared  to  say  that  the 
amount  to  be  paid  in  lieu  of  Succession 
Duty — that  the  amount  mentioned  was 
a  fair  amount;  but  that  point  would 
come  up  for  consideration  at  some  future 
time.  It  was  impossible  at  present  to 
say  whether  it  was  fair  and  just.  As  to 
exemptions,  that  was  a  great  question, 
and  it  would  be  a  very  important  matter 
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to  coQBider  in  the  taxation  of  Corpora- 
tions. He  (Mr.  Alderman  Lawrence) 
anticipated  that  in  future  there  would 
be  grave  discussion  as  to  what  Corpora- 
tions should  be  exempted.  There  would 
be  questions  asked,  no  doubt,  on  that 
point,  when  the  Budget  Bill  was  brought 
before  them.  He  must  say  that  there 
was  one  thing  that  struck  him  in  regard 
to  a  Hesolution  proposed  in  reference  to 
the  Spirit  and  Beer  Duties.  He  was 
glad  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer had  not  put  an  extra  duty  upon 
tea,  coffee,  sugar,  soda  water,  apoUi- 
naris,  or  any  of  the  teetotal  drinks ;  but 
at  the  same  time  he  was  sure  that  the 
mass  of  the  people  of  this  country  would 
feel  that  if  alcoholic  drinks  were  to  be 
taxed  higher  than  they  were  at  present 
the  whole  of  them  should  be  affected  by 
the  change.  There  was  no  reason,  if 
they  were  to  raise  the  duty  on  spirits 
and  beer — and  he  would  not  go  into  the 
question  of  the  national  drinks  of  Eng- 
land, Ireland,  and  Scotland — but  his 
point  was  that  if  they  were  going  to 
charge  an  extra  tax  on  their  national 
beverages  they  ought  not  to  refrain 
from  putting  a  tax  upon  wine,  which 
was  the  beverage  of  the  rich.  He 
thought  that  omission  to  put  an  equal 
tax  upon  wine  was  the  weak  point  of 
the  Budget.  He  had  no  doubt  that 
complaints  would  come  from  all  quarters 
of  the  country  as  to  that  omission,  and 
assuredly  the  Government  would  have 
to  remedy  it.  It  would  never  do  to 
leave  the  upper  classes  of  the  commu- 
nity unaffected  by  that  increased  taxa- 
tion, whilst  the  consumers  of  beer  in 
England  and  of  spirits  in  Ireland  and 
Scotland  were  burdened  by  it.  Unless 
some  change  were  made,  he  felt  con- 
vinced that  a  furore  of  feeling  through 
the  country  such  as  the  Government 
little  expected  would  be  created.  The 
poor  man,  every  time  he  drank  a  pot  of 
beer,  would  know  that  he  was  paying 
something  more  for  it  than  he  had  done 
hitherto,  and  he  would  know  perfectly 
well  that  the  rich  man  who  drank  his 
glass  of  wine  was  paying  exactly  the 
same  for  it  as  he  had  done  in  the  past. 
The  poor  man  would  consequently  feel 
aggrieved,  whatever  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
might  say  to  explain  away  the  apparent 
inj  ustice.  The  present  condition  of  the 
working  classes  should  be  taken  into 
account  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr,  Alderman  W,  Lawrence 


He  should  bear  in  mind  that  while  he 
was  proposing  to  put  this  additional 
taxation  upon  the  labouring  man  who 
took  his  glass  of  beer,  that  that  man's 
wages  were  not  rising,  and  that  his  work 
was  not  sure.  He  (Mr.  Alderman  Law- 
rence) admitted  that  the  incomes  of  the 
poor  were  not  taxed,  and  that  it  was  ne- 
cessary that  every  class  of  the  oomma- 
nity  should  bear  its  share  of  the  burden 
of  Imperial  taxation.  He  was  not  going 
into  the  question  as  to  the  rdativB 
amount  of  taxation  upon  the  poor  aod 
upon  the  rich,  and  he  would  not'oonusit 
himself  with  regard  to  the  deaJrahiHty 
of  imposing  a  tax  upon  beer  or  spirits; 
but  he  was  of  opinion  that  an  increass 
put  upon  spirits  would  lead  to  a  great 
deal  of  illicit  distillation,  particnlany  xa 
Ireland.  Nothing  would  disabuse  the 
minds  of  the  wage-earning  dasses  ia 
England,  who  very  seldom  got  an] 
better  to  drink  than  beer,  of  the 
that  they  were  suffering  under  ao  injos- 
tice  in  having  the  tax  upon  their  bever- 
age increased;  and  it  most  be  bcnas 
in  mind  that  beer  to  the  working  cliww 
was  a  necessity,  and  not  so  mock  a 
luxury.  The  hard-working  man,  who 
perhaps  got  very  little  during  the  day 
but  his  beer  and  bread  and  cheese,  mi^ 
possibly  be  taxed  fairly  enough  ;  but  it 
would  be  with  considerable  bitterae«  of 
feeling  that  he  would  reflect  upoa  th? 
fact  that  the  tax  upon  the  wine  of  the 
squire,  and  of  the  landlord  and  of  his 
employer,  was  not  raised,  bat,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  was  lowered ;  becaass  ii 
the  future  that  class  of  people  would  b« 
able  to  obtain  wine  at  a  higher  aloobobc 
strength  than  they  did  now  for  the  sans 
price.  That  subject  was  much  man 
serious  than  the  right  hon.  G^itlenta 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  seemed 
to  think ;  and  he  (Mr.  Alderman  Lav* 
rence)  was  sure  that  it  would  be  broofki 
home  to  him  and  to  the  Govemmeas  it 
a  way  they  had  not  the  sUghtest  fas> 
picion  of.  He  was  afraid  thai  ihr 
budget  would  be  one  which  woaU 
create  a  large  amount  of  dissatis^Ktioa 
amongst  the  masses.  He  would  no«  fv 
into  the  questions  which  arose  npoa  t^ 
Budget  beyond  those  affected  by  ths2 
night's  Besolution.  He  would  rtocat— 
because  he  did  not  think  it  could  bo  ta» 
much  impressed  upon  the 
Gentleman — that  the  working 
ought  not  to  be  treated  in  tlua 
tional  manner;   because  it   woold  hs 
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treating  them  exceptionally  to  tax  their 
heer  and  spirits,  whilst  the  wine  of  the 
rich  man  was  left  alone. 

Mb.  OLAEE  EEAD  said,  that  he  did 
not  douht  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Limerick  (Mr.  O'SuUivan)  was  a  great 
authority  on  whisky;  but  he  (Mr.  Bead) 
did  not  think  that  the  hon.  Member  was 
an  equal  authority  on  the  question  of  beer. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  told  them  that 
a  barrel  of  beer  contained  five  gallons  of 
proof  spirit.  He  (Mr.  Bead)  did  not  think 
the  hon.  Member  could  ever  have  drunk 
much  beer,  or  he  would  not  say  that. 
But  hon.  Oentlemen  seemed  to  think 
that  the  people  of  England  did  not  drink 
spirits.       Well,   he    only  wished    they 
drank  more  beer  and  less  spirits,  be- 
cause if  they  did  that  he  believed  they 
would  be  a  healthier  people.     But  the 
hon.  Member  seemed  to  think  that  the 
Spirit  Duties  would  fall  upon  1,000,000 
people,  while  the  Beer  Duties  would  fall 
upon  some  15,000,000  or  16,000,000— 
he  seemed  to  think,  in  fact,  that  the 
people  of  England  did  not  drink  spirits. 
That  was  perfectly  absurd.    It  seemed 
to  him  (Mr.  Bead)  that  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  treated  both  coun- 
tries very  much  alike — both  the  country 
that  produced  beer  and  the  country  that 
produced  spirits ;  for  it  must  be  in  the 
recollection  of  the  Committee  that  this 
question  of  the  Malt  Tax  had  often 
been  considered  in  that  House,  some- 
times with  an  idea  of  its  entire  repeal, 
but  that,  instead  of  that,  they  had  con- 
stantly seen  additions  made  to  it.  In  1 840 
the  duty  on  malt  was  20f .  Sd.   Then  there 
was  £5  per  cent  put  upon  it  in  that  year, 
which    raised  it  to  2U.  Sd.     In    1862 
there  was  a  farther  tax   on  brewers' 
licences,  when  the  Hop  Duty  was  re- 
pealed, and  the  tax  was  brought  up  to 
22i.  Bd.    Then  in  1880,  when  the  pre- 
sent Prime  Minister  was  going  to  con- 
fer such  a  great  advantage  upon   the 
agricultural  interest  by  transferring  the 
tax  from  malt  to  beer — which  he  (Mr. 
Bead)  considered  was  a  good  thing  in 
itself ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  took  care  to  recoup  the 
Revenue  for  any  possible  loss  by  raising 
the  tax  on  beer,  so  that  a  quarter  of 
malt  paid  something  like  24«.     Now,  by 
the  present  addition  with  which   they 
were  threatened  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, the  tax  on  malt  would  be  raised 
to  26«.  or  27«.,  which  was  almost  100 
per  cent  on  the  present  price  of  barley. 


Then  they  came  to  the  question  of  pri- 
vate brewers ;  and  he  thanked  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  for  the  small  concession 
he  had  made.    He  believed  that  a  4«. 
licence  for  six  months  would  be  appre- 
ciated by  the  agricultural  labourers  in 
the  Eastern  Counties,  who  brewed  beer 
only  in  the  hot  months,  for  haysel  and 
for  harvest.     All  private  brewers  had 
been  treated  very  badly  by  recent  legis- 
lation.    They  had  certain  advantages 
before  the  transfer  of  the  tax  from  malt 
to  beer.    They  did  not  pay  any  licence. 
They  could  use  what   they  liked  for 
brewing,   and  did  not  require  to  give 
notice  to  the  Excise.    Now,  however, 
they   received  visits  from   the  Excise, 
and  had  to  give  notice  whenever  they 
brewed.   Hitherto  the  licences  had  been 
charged   upon   them  to  the  extent  of 
some  10  or  12  per  cent  more  than  it  was 
when    they   had  to  pay  the  old   Malt 
Duty ;  but  by  the  present  increase  the 
charges  would  be  something  like  15  per 
cent.     He  concurred  in  a  great  deal  that 
had  been  said  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Alderman  Lawrence),  and  he  thought 
that  it  was  quite  unfair  upon  producers  in 
this  country  and  upon  the  consumers  of 
beer  that  they  should  have  their  bever- 
ages taxed  higher  than  ever,  and  that 
there  should  be  no  extra  tax  imposed 
upon  wine,  which  was  the  produce  of 
other  countries ;  and  he  did  not  doubt 
that  when  the  poor  man  quaffed  his  pot 
of  beer,  he  would  not  only  think  of  the 
lenient  manner  in  which  the  rich,  who 
were  generally  supposed  to  indulge  in 
champagne,  were  treated,  but  he  would 
also  think  of  the  Aldermen  and  other 
gentlemen  in  a  similar  station  of  life, 
who,  perhaps,  drank  a  little  more.     He 
(Mr.  Bead)  was  sorry  that,   whatever 
agricultural  question  was  mooted  in  that 
House,  some  hon.  Members  always  en- 
deavoured to  raise  some  feeling  of  an- 
tagonism between  England  and  Ireland. 
He  was  sorry   there  was  any  dispute 
between  the  countries.    It  must  be  re- 
membered that  nine-tenths  of  the  beer 
was  brewed  from  barley  grown  in  the 
United   Kingdom,    whilst    the    higher 
luxury  of  wine  was  produced  entirely 
abroad.    Those  who  happened  to  grow 
barley  made  no  complaint  that  there  was 
no  tax  on  cider ;  but  there  was  a  great 
deal  of  what  were  called  non-intoxicat- 
ing beverages  which  contained  a  con- 
siderable amount  of  alcohol,  and  he  did 
object  to   those  beverages  being  ex- 
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eluded  from  taxation.     Those    things 
ought  to  contribute  some  thing  to  the 
Exchequer.     But  with  regard  to  private 
brewers'  licences,  he  must  say  that  it 
was  a  lamentable  fact  that  private  brew- 
ing seemed  to  be  dying  out  in  the  coun- 
try.    He   regretted  it,  because  he  did 
believe  that  nothing  conduced  so  much 
to  the  temperance  of  the  agricultural 
labourers    as    the    home-brewed   beer 
which  they  could  make  in  their   own 
cottages.     He  saw  that  in  1882  there 
were  32,000  of  those  brewers.     In  1883 
they  were  reduced  to  29,000;  and  in 
1884,  notwithstanding  the  increase  of 
the  limit  to  9«.,  there  were  only  27,000 
who  took  out  licences.     Therefore,    it 
appeared  to  him  that  private  brewing 
was    doomed    to    be   extinguished   in 
this  country.     The  proposed  imposition 
would  assuredly  affect  it.    He  could  not 
say  that  he  ought  to  thank  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  upon  the  result  of  his  long 
and  arduous  study  of  Schedule  B  of  the 
Income  Tax.     The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  been  good  enough  to  say  that 
he  would  undertake  to  inyestigate  the 
whole  subject,  and  he  told  them  that 
his  desire  was  that  farmers  should  pay 
the  tax  as  all  other  traders  did.    But 
farmers  were  not  traders;   they  were 
more  than    that — they  were  manufac- 
turers; they  were  more  than  manufac- 
turers— they  were  producers.      There- 
fore, it  could  not  be  expected  of  them 
that  they  could  keep  anything  like  ac- 
curate   accounts  on  their  farms  in  the 
same  way  that  accurate  accounts  could 
be  kept  in  a  shop.    That  difficulty  of 
keeping  accounts  in  connection  with  a 
farm  was  pooh-poohed  in  many  quarters, 
and  it  was  said  that  farmers  might  keep 
accounts  as  correctly  as  traders.  To  hon. 
Gentlemen    who    said   that   he   would 
simply  reply — "Try  to  do  it  yourselves." 
The  hon.  Member  for  Cardigan  (Mr.  D. 
Dayies)  amused   the   House  last  year 
upon  this  very  point  by  telling  them 
that  he  at  one  time  had  interested  him- 
self in  farming,  and  had  endeavoured  to 
keep  accounts.     He  had  told  them  that, 
in  spite  of  the  greatest  care  and  atten- 
tion   which    he   had    devoted   to   the 
matter,  he  had  been  obliged  to  give  up 
all  hope  of  being  able  to  keep  accurate 
accounts  in  the  end.    A  farmer's  account 
depended  not  upon  the  amount  of  money 
he  had  in  his  pocket  or  at  his  bankers, 
but  on  the  amount  of  stock  he  had  on 

'ir0  .Read 


his  farm ;  and  he  could  not  bj  an j 
sibility  arrive  at  the  profits  his  farm  had 
made  unless  he  had  a  thoroogh,  ooa- 
plete,  and  accurate  valuation  of  erery- 
thing  upon  his  farm.     Not  only  Xhii^ 
but  it  was  necessary  to  have  an  aocormle 
knowledge  of  the  state  of  the  fiann,  be- 
cause it  was  neceesary  to  put  a  great 
deal  more  into  it  in  one  year  than  in 
another ;  and  the  fluctuation  in  the  {inee 
of  stock  was  so  great  that,  thoo^  one 
year,  when  he  might  possibly  haTs  a 
balance  at  his  banker's,  he  might  ataad 
at  a  loss,  in  the  succeeding  year,  when  b» 
had  a  very  small  or  possibly  no  balanoe 
at  all  at  his  bankers,  the  increase  in 
value  of  his  stock  and  of  his  com  nught 
give  him  a  profit.     Therefore,  it  wm 
not   an    easy  thing,  even    for   gentle- 
men who   had  plenty  of    leisure  tmA 
ability,  and  who  knew  how  to  keep  ac- 
curate   accounts — it   was  not  ai^k  aa 
easy  thing   for  them  to  fnraish  tfaost 
accounts  in  connection   with,   larmiag. 
A  Norfolk  gentleman,    whose  biothtr 
generally  sat  opposite  to  him  in  iiuX 
House,  farmed  his  own  estate  admir- 
ably.   That  gentleman  had  been  good 
enough  to  show  him  his  aoconnts  th» 
other  day.    He  had  employed  %  well- 
known  valuer  to  make  a  valoatiaa  of 
his  stock  and  crops.     He  had  found  oat 
that  the  way  that  profit  was  made  wai 
this — that  there  was  an  annual  izicreass 
in  the  value  and  amount  of  stocky  aad 
therefore  he  showed  a  very  fair  V^^^*^ 
indeed ;  but  he  (Mr.  Bead)  would  Itkt 
to  know,  when  there  had  been  a  de- 
crease of  something  like  20  or  2o  p« 
cent  in  the  value  of  stock  daring  th« 
last  1 8  months,  how  would  that  geatk- 
man's  account  appear,  and  who  was  u 
say  whether  he  had  made  a  loss  or  vb«- 
ther  he  had  made  a  gain  ?     He  csaU 
assure  hon.   Gentlemen  that»   howewr 
willing  the  farmers  might  be  to  hm^ 
accounts,  they  would  not  be  able  te  A 
so.    They  did  not  keep  accounts^  and 
even  if  they  did,  when    their    figans 
came  before  the  Income  Tax  Cooiaa*' 
sioners  they  would  be  moat  unreliaUa 
What  he  (Mr.  Bead)  had  said  lasl  yw 
had  not  been  touched  upon  by  tbe  liftt 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  tte 
Exchequer,  with  regard  to  Ike  raaaoa 
why  farmers  had   been    asked  to  psf 
under  Schedule  B  on  tithes  as  w«£  ss 
on  their  rent    That  they    shouM   ^ 
so    was    never   contemplated    by   tW 
Act  of  1842.     In    1843  not   lialf  tW 
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tithes  were  commuted.  What  did  he 
find  in  the  Instructions  in  the  Act 
that  were  ^iven  as  to  assessing  Sche- 
dule B  ?  Why.  in  No.  1 0  of  those  In- 
structions it  said  that  when  any  landlord 
sliould  be  subject  to  any  covenant  or 
a^^ement  to  pay  any  parochial  rate  or 
any  composition  on  tithes,  then  the  an- 
nual value  should  be  estimated  exclusive 
of  such  rates  and  of  such  composition 
on  tithes — showing  most  distinctly  that 
tttlies  and  rates  were  to  be  considered  to 
be  outgoings,  and  that  a  tenant  should 
only  be  expected  to  pay  on  the  rent  that 
he  paid  to  the  landlord.  It  was  not  until 
some  years  after  that  Act  that,  in  con- 
sequence of  a  Circular  from  the  Inland 
Keven\ie,  tithes  and  rent  were  put  to- 
gether, and  the  farmer  was  made  to  pay 
under  Schedule  B  on  half  the  amount  of 
those  two  imposts.  He  should  be  very 
glad  indeed  if  the  original  intention  had 
been  resorted  to,  for  then  the  farmers 
would  have  nothing  to  complain  of.  He 
contended  that  in  the  original  Act  the 
proposition  was  fair  and  just — he  would 
almost  say  generous ;  but  in  the  altered 
circumstances  of  agriculture  and  the  re- 
duced profits  which  farmers  made,  the 
Income  Tax,  especially  when  they  were 
made  to  pay  it  on  the  tithes,  had  been  a 
far  greater  burden  of  late,  and  was  one 
which  he  was  sure  could  not  be  miti- 
gated, however  they  might  desire  it,  by 
paying  on  their  supposed  profits.  He 
believed  that  if  the  arable  farms  of 
XIngland  were  to  produce  accurate  and 
complete  accounts  for  the  last  seven  or 
eight  years,  it  would  be  found  that,  in- 
stead of  having  to  pay  the  amount  of 
Income  Tax  that  they  had  been  called 
upon  to  pay,  they  would  not  have  been 
charged  Id,  He  had  not  exactly  under- 
stood the  right  hon.  Gentleman  with 
regard  to  the  proposed  imposition  on 
the  Scotch  and  Irish  farmers.  He  had 
said  that  in  England  they  should  pay 
on  the  half,  which  would  be  4d,,  and 
that  Ireland  and  Scotland  should  pay 
on  one-third,  which  would  be  Sd.  He 
was  not  aware  that  Sd,  was 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childebs)  :  I  did  not  say 
that. 

Mb.  CLARE  READ  said,  that  he 
knew  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  expla- 
nation, and  if  he  were  an  Irish  or  a 
Scotch  farmer  he  should  object  to  it. 
However,  he  would  leave  the  Irish  and 
Scotch  farmers  to  fight  the  matter  out 


for  themselves.  Then  they  came  to  the 
other  question  of  the  imposition  of  full 
Legacy  Duty  on  real  property.  As 
he  was  not  the  owner  of  much  land,  it 
did  not  afEect  him ;  but  he  did  hold  it  to 
be  a  monstrous  injustice  that,  if  they 
were  going  to  put  an  increased  burden 
on  the  land,  they  did  not  at  the  same 
time  revise  the  system  which  imposed 
almost  the  whole  of  the  local  burdens 
in  the  country  upon  the  owners  of  land 
and  houses.  They  should  bring  in  the 
general  wealth  of  the  country  in  order 
to  relieve  that  local  taxation,  if  they 
were  going  to  impose  that  additional 
weight  and  burden  upon  the  land  of 
England. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
had  listened  with  great  attention  to  the 
able  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and 
there  was  no  doubt  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  dealt  with  the  fact 
that  there  was  a  deficit  of  £15,000,000 
as  pleasantly  as  possible.  On  the 
other  hand,  as  had  been  said  by  the 
hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr.  0' Sullivan), 
taxation  pressed  unduly  on  the  poorer 
classes ;  and  he  was  bound  to  say  that 
he  thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  shown  a  great  want  of  courage 
in  dealing  with  the  duties  on  alcohoHc 
liquors.  One  would  have  thought  that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in 
dealing  with  them,  would  have  done 
something  to  diminish  the  inequalities 
which  existed  in  respect  of  the  duties 
charged;  but,  instead  of  that,  he  had 
done  what  would  have  the  effect  of  in- 
creasing them.  The  impression  he  had 
formed  whilst  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  delivering  his  speech  was  that 
he  was  going  to  put  the  increase  of  duty 
upon  beer,  and  not  upon  spirits.  It  might 
be  a  question  whether  they  should  have 
an  additional  tax  placed  upon  them, 
whereas  the  case  with  regard  to  beer  was 
quite  different.  Beer  was  notoriously  the 
national  drink  in  England,  and  the  in- 
equality with  regard  to  it  was  so  mon- 
strous that  it  had  seemed  to  him  impos- 
sible that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
should  not  have  done  something  to 
remedy  it,  and  that  he  would  have 
raised  a  great  part  of  the  money  re- 
quired by  placing  additional  taxation 
upon  that  article  of  consumption.  It 
might  be  questioned  whether,  as  the 
hon.  Member  for  Limerick  had  said, 
there  were  five  gallons  of  spirit  in  a 
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barrel  of  beer ;  but  whether  it  contained 
five  or  six  gallons  of  spirit,  it  was  clear 
that  infinitely  less  taxation  was  paid  on 
the  alcohol  contained  in  beer  as  compared 
with  the  alcohol  contained  in  spirits. 
Therefore  he  had  been  astonished  when 
he  heard  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  state  to 
the  Committee  that  he  was  about  to 
place  20  per  cent  additional  duty  on 
spirits,  and  only  15  or  16  per  cent  upon 
beer.     That  appeared  to  him  to  be  eo 
gross  and  monstrous  a  wrong  that  he 
could  not  but  express  his  surprise  at  the 
proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Oentleman. 
It  might  be  that  spirits  would  bear  an 
additional  duty  if  it  could  be  collected 
without  the  increase  of  smuggling,  and 
he,  for  one,  would  not  object  to  that; 
but  he  did  say  that  they,  as  Scotchmen 
and  Irishmen,   and  all  who,  like  the 
worthy  Alderman  (Mr.  Alderman  Law- 
rence) who   had  spoken  that  evening, 
wished  to  see  fair  play,  should  insist  that 
there  should  be  something  approaching 
to  equality — not  an  exaggeration  of  the 
inequality    which    now    existed.      He 
thought  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer would  not  find  that   the  worthy 
Alderman,  although  he  took  up  another 
point,  was  the  ouly  one  who  thought 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
not  get  through  his  Budget  arrange- 
ments without  immense  dissatisfaction 
being  shown  towards  his  proposals  by 
people  of  every  class,  especially  in  Scot- 
land and  Ireland,  for  the  reason  he  had 
already  stated — namely,  that  not  only 
had  he  done  nothing  to  diminish  the 
existing  disproportion,  but  that  he  had 
exaggerated  the  difference  of  duty  be- 
tween  spirits    and    beer,   and  also  as 
between  spirits  and  beer  together  and 
wine.    Thanks  to  the  beneficent  finance 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  was 
now  Prime  Minister,  those  who  liked 
claret  and  similar  foreign  wines  had  the 
privilege  of  drinking  them  at  a  small 
cost.      He  drank  claret   himself;    but 
what  did  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer now  propose?     He  proposed  to 
admit  port  and  sherry  at  the  same  duty 
of  1«.     He  (Sir  George  Campbell)  be- 
lieved that,  under  the  proposals  of  the 
right  hon.    Gentleman,   whisky  would 
be  exported,  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
port  and  sherry,  and  then  brought  back 
again    into    this    country.      That,    he 
thought,    constituted    a    grievous    in- 
equfdity;    and   the    worthy  Alderman 

Sir  G$orge  Campbell 


had,  in  his  opinion,  done  good 
in  drawing  to  it  the  attention  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.    With  re- 
gard to  the  Incomo  Tax,  he  would  sot 
go  at  length  into  the  question  of  tiist 
tax,  but  would  say  that  as  it  was  now  be- 
coming a  permanent  and  increasing  im- 
post on  the  country,  he  agreed  with  a 
much  higher  authority  on  the  sabjed 
than  himself — namely,  the  right  hoa. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Citr  d 
London  (Mr.  J.  G.  Hubbard) — ^thattlM 
Chancellor  of   the  Exchequer  miut  re- 
dress its  inequalities,  and  make  a  disdac- 
tion  between  property  and  income  in  the 
application  of  the  tax.    He  denied  that 
that  was  now  a  tax  upon  property,  and  he 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site, who  might  be  said  to  have  made 
the  subject  his  study  for  a  long  time 
past,  would  keep  up  his  opposition  natzl 
there  was  a  distinction  made  betweea 
the  income  derived  from  property  aad 
the  income  derived  from  labonr.     Wi2h 
regard  to  the  matters  dealt  with  subse- 
quently in  the  speech  of  the  right  hoa. 
Gentleman,  he  confessed  that,  bariag 
regard  to  the  very  great  eyents  before 
them,  it  might  not  be  possible  to  do  thai 
which  all  but  Chancellors  of  the  Exohe- 
quer  were  bound  to  do — namely,  boaestly 
to  pay  their  way.     He  understood  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  giTo  the  Com- 
mittee figures  to  show  that  the  Natioael 
Debt    was    only   to    be    redaced    by 
£6,000,000  per  annum — he  nndenlood 
that  he  proposed  to  raise  £7,500,000  by 
stopping  the  action  of  the  Sinking  Faai. 
[^DissentJ]     The  right  hon.  Gentlemaa 
had  certainly  proposed  to  raise  oik«'-ha]f 
of  the  deficit  of  £15,000,000  bj  taxa- 
tion, and  the  remainder  by  other  mean 
He  wished  to  point  out  that,  in  hie  o{b- 
nion,   the  proposal  of   the   right 
Gentleman  was  not  so  liberal  as  il 
peared  to  be,  because  he  (Sir 
Campbell)  held  strongly  that  the  e«t  tl 
a  war  such  as  the  Soudan  War. 
Her  Majesty's  Government   had 
tained,  and  which  they  now  admitted  )e 
be  a  disastrous  war,  which  wocUd  -set 
advantage  posterity,  but  would  be  t^ 
source  of  difficulties  to  future  generasiaav 
should  be  paid  for  by  this  gemeealaaa. 
If    the    right    hon.  Gentleman    vev^i 
take   the    advice  he  would  reataie  t> 
offer,  and  put  2«.  or  3«.  additional 
tion  upon  beer,  he  might  get  all  the 
he  wanted  by  a  mode  of  taxatkin 
the  country  was  well  aUe  to  bear.    Be 
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agreed  that  there  was  too  much  taxation 
placed  upon  the  poor  and  too  little  on 
the  rich,  and  that  tiielr  policy  should  bo 
greatly  to  reduce  the  burdens  on  the 
poor  aod  i^reatly  to  increase  the  burdens 
on  the  ri«  h — seeing  that,  in  his  opinion, 
justice  \ra3  not  done  in  that  respect,  he 
contended  that  the  Government  were 
bound  to  put  something  more  upon  the 
rich  and  something  less  upon  the  poor. 
Still  he  thought  that  they  ought  to 
make  the  poor  feel  the  burden  of  war ; 
that  the  labouring  clashes  ought  not  to 
get  off  scot  free,  and  that  they  should 
learn  the  lesson  that  when  the  country 
plunged  into  war  they  would  have  to 
bear  their  share  of  the  cost.  For  those 
reasons  he  looked  on  the  tax  upon  beer 
as  a  politic  tax,  and  as  one  of  the  best 
means  by  which  the  poorer  classes  might 
be  made  to  feel  the  evils  of  war. 

Mr.  salt  said,  the  Budget  put  before 
the  Committee  might  be  regarded  either 
in  reference  to  its  details  or  in  reference 
to  its  general  features.  It  was  a  Budget 
of  great  interest  and  importance;  and 
although  he  did  not  intend  to  trouble 
the  Conunittee  with  many  observations 
upon  it,  or  to  put  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
to  the  trouble  of  answering  at  that  time 
any  questions  he  might  raise,  he  wished 
to  point  out  to  him  that  his  statement 
presented  many  points  of  detail  which 
at  the  proper  time  would  require  ample 
scrutiny  and  consideration.  The  T\^\\t 
hon.  Gentleman  had  proposed  an  cdte- 
ration  in  the  Death  Duties.  That  was 
a  very  difficult  question,  and  such 
as  would  require  time  for  considera- 
tion, and  when  the  time  arrived  it 
would  be  necessary  to  discuss  it  with 
reference  to  a  considerable  number  of 
details.  When  they  spoke  of  making 
duties  on  personal  property  and  real  pro- 
perty alike,  it  might  be  a  good  thing  to 
do  so ;  but  it  should  be  b(»rne  in  mind 
that  there  was  a  great  difference  be- 
tween the  character  of  personal  property 
and  the  character  of  real  property.  The 
two  classes  of  property  had  each  their 
special  and  distinct  qualities,  and  these 
they  should  bear  in  mind  when  they 
proposed  taxes  which  would  bear  heavily 
upon  them.  Then  with  regard  to  the 
taxation  of  corporate  property,  all  he 
would  say  was  that  it  did  not  seem  to 
him  to  be  a  very  easy  thing  to  carry  out, 
when,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  him- 
self had  acknowledged,  it  must  be  ac- 

VOL.   COXCVII.      [tHIBD  BEBIES.] 


companied  by  a  vast  number  of  exemp- 
tions ;  and  he  was  not  sure  whether,  for 
the  sake   of  the  small  sum   which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  expected  to  gain 
by  it,  it  was  worth  his  while  to  make 
such  a  proposal.     There  was  nothing  so 
difficult  with  regard  to  taxation  as  ex- 
emption ;   if  they   exempted   one   man 
some  other  person  would  expect  exemp- 
tion too,  and  it  was  very  difficult  indeed 
to  draw  a  line.      He  thought  it  would 
be  found  especially  difficult  to  draw  a 
line  with  regard  to  corporate  property, 
and   to  say  where  exemption    was   to 
cease  and   taxation    to  begin.      Then 
with  regard  to  the  Sinking  Fund ;  when 
the  proposals  with  rej^ard  to  the  Sinking 
Fund  came  before  the  House,  they  would 
be  in  a    better  position   to  understand 
clearly  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
proposed  than  they  were  now.  Therefore, 
he  would  not  say  more  at  that  moment 
except  that  it  was  a  most  remarkable 
thing  that  a  little  more  than  12  months 
after  the  Government  had  establibhed  a 
system  of  Terminable  Annuities,  which 
the  House  was  told  to  regard  as  a  mat- 
ter for   congratulation  as   a  means   of 
paying  off  the  National  Debt— a  little 
more  than  12  months  after  that  place 
had   echoed  with  sounds  of    congratu- 
lation,   they  were  told  that  the  whole 
thing  was  to  be  suspended  for  one  or 
two    years,    and,   perhaps,    if    circum- 
stances turned  out  badly,  for  an  indefi- 
nite period.      There    were    two   other 
points  raised  by  his  right  hon.  Friend 
as  addenda  to  the  other  subjects  dealt 
with  in  the  Budget  Speech.     His  right 
hon.  Friend  spoke  about  the  settlement 
of  Indian  Charges.     That,  as  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  said,  was 
an   intricate  matter    of   finance ;    and 
he  would  observe  that  when  the  time 
came  to  discuss  it  on  the  Bill  which  it 
was  proposed  to  introduce,  something,  at 
any  rate,  should  be  said  with  regard  to 
the  Treasury  Minute  relating  to  the  ap- 
propriation of  a  considerable  amount  of 
money   which   he   believed   had  arisen 
from  outstanding  balances.     He  did  not 
wish  to  trouble  the  Committee  by  going 
into  the  question  then  ;  but  he  thought 
it  looked  as  if  fuither  explanation  were 
needed,  because  a  balance  appeared  to 
have  been  appropriated  for  certain  pur- 
poses whi«h  had  neither  been  contem- 
plated nor  sanctioned   by   Parliament. 
Then  with  regard  tu  the  farmers'  Income 
Tax,  whether  they  could  ascertain  what 

2  Q 
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was  the  real  income  of  farmers  through- 
out the  country  was  not  an  easy  question. 
He  was  himself  frequently  in  tlie  habit 
of  talking^  with  farmers  of  every  class — 
from  the  men  who  farmed  five,  six,  10, 
or  30  acres  to  those  who  farmed  200, 
300,  or  1,000  acres.  Of  course,  the 
smaller  farmers  were  much  more  nume- 
rous than  the  large  farmers,  and  he  be- 
lieved that  it  was  extremely  rare  for 
those  of  the  former  class  to  keep  an 
accurate  account  of  their  business.  He 
would  go  further  and  say — and  he  be- 
lieved his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Glare  Bead) 
would  bear  him  out — that  if  a  man 
entered  on  a  farm  in  a  certain  condition 
it  would  be  impossible  to  ascertain  what 
the  profits  were  before  a  period  of  four 
or  five  years  had  elapsed  ;  in  that  re- 
spect the  business  of  a  farmer  was  not 
like  some  businesses  in  which  the 
books  could  be  made  up  and  the  profits 
ascertained  at  the  end  of  the  year ;  it 
was  almost  impossible  for  a  farmer  to 
make  out  the  actual  sum  spent  and  the 
actual  amount  of  profit.  And  with  re- 
gard to  asking  them  to  pay  Income  Tax 
on  the  actual  profits,  all  he  would 
say  was  that  the  result  would  probably 
be  not  very  satisfactory — namely,  that 
no  Income  Tax  could  be  claimed  from 
them  at  all.  So  much  with  regard 
to  this  view  of  the  Income  Tax.  He 
did  not  wish  to  trouble  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer with  any  questions  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  Income  Tax  that  day.  He 
regretted  that  so  much,  detail  had  been 
introduced  into  the  Budget  Statement 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  They 
were  in  the  presence  of  a  deficit  of 
£15,000,000,  and  possibly  in  presence 
of  an  enormous  expenditure  of  scores 
and  hundreds  of  millions;  and  what 
Gentlemen  on  those  Benches  wished  to 
know  was  how  the  financial  difficulty 
of  the  position  was  to  be  met.  To  go 
into  the  small  details  was,  perhaps,  of 
little  importance  on  that  occasion.  As 
had  been  said,  they  must  regard  the 
Budget  on  broad  and  general  principles. 
He  must  say  that  a  Budget  of  this 
character,  coming  after  five  years  of 
finance  carried  on  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  and  the 
present  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
was  most  disappointing  and  most  dis- 
tressing. In  1880,  if  anyone,  however 
much  opposed  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, haul  told  them  that  a  Budget  like 

Mr.  8aU 


that  could  by  any  ^possibility  be  pro- 
duced in  that  House,  the  person  who 
made  the   statement  would  have  been 
regarded  as  a  wild  dreamer.     He  would 
speak  for  himself  alone ;  ho  felt  bound 
not  to  add,  by  a  single  word  or  expres- 
sion, to  the  cares  and  anxieties  which 
pressed  so  heavily  on  'the   right  boa. 
Gentleman.  It  was  possible  that  forei^ 
afiairs  might  turn  in  such  a  direction 
that  a  great  financial  strain  might  be 
put  upon  the  country,  and  therefore  he 
repeated  that  he  would  be  the  last  to 
add  to  the  difficulties  with  which  ike 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  to  deal ;  bat 
it  was  upon  that  consideration,  andnpoa 
that  only,  that  he  abstained  from  trea^ 
ing  the  Budget  of  this  year  as  he  beHeved 
it  really  deserved  to  be  treated.     Sokag 
as  the  interests  of  the  country  reqniiva 
it,  he,  for  his  own  part,  should  put  tboat 
interests  far  beyond  any  Party  feeHaf 
or  considerations,  and  give  to  the  ngit 
hon.  Gentleman,  so  far  as  the  intansis 
of  the  country  might  need  it,  hia  Vapl 

support.  

Mb.  a.  M'ABTHUR  said,  he  dioaU 
wish  to  say  a  few  words  on  one  potat 
connected  with  the  Budget  which,  im 
his  opinion,  was  deserving  of  iMwitidt- 
ration.  He  was  one  of  those  wbo 
thought  it  most  desirable  that  all 
of  alcoholic  drinks  should  be  taxed 
far  as  it  was  possible  to  tax 
without  running  the  risk  of  promodsc 
smuggling.  But  he  hoped  that  in  caziy- 
ing  out  that  policy  they  would  act 
fairly  towards  all  those  cono^ned  ia 
the  matter.  Although  he  waa 
present  in  the  House  when  tlia 
Member  for  Gal  way  (Mr.  Mitckte 
Henry)  spoke  on  this  queetioa.  ha  «a* 
derstood  that  the  hon.  Gentlenciaa  hai 
stated  that  he  did  not  believe  that  aar 
wine  contained  a  stronger  p^^enta^re  «f 
alcohol  than  30  degreee,  if  so 
Now,  their  Colonies  had  been  for 
years  past  labouring  under  i 
disadvantage  in  respect  to  the  qui 
of  Wine  Duties  which  they  feJ 
acutely.  He  was  not  aware  whct^ 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  ChaacaLL^ 
of  the  Exchequer  had  direeted  hi*  at- 
tention to  the  qneetion ;  bat  he  tair^ 
mention  that  in  the  time  of  the  late  Ga- 
vernment  he  bad  had  the  hoaoar  cf 
being  a  member  of  oneor  two  d#^patafi-i^ 
which  waited  on  the  Chancellor  of  tbi 
Exchequer  of  that  day  (Sir 
Northcote),  who   stated  that   ia 
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sequence  of  the  position  of  affairs,  and 
espeoiallv  with  regard  to  Spain,  he  could 
not  see  his  way  to  make  any  alteration 
in  the  duty  upon  Colonial  wine.  He 
{lit,  M'Arthur)  was  glad  to  see  from  the 
statement  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer that  evening  that  the  standard 
for  Spanish  wines  had  been  raised  to  30 
degrees.  But  he  understood  that  some 
of  the  Australian  wines  had  a  standard 
of  32,  and  if  the  standard  for  Spanish 
wines,  as  had  been  stated  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  had  been  fixed  at  30 
degrees,  it  would  be  brought  very  nearly 
up  to  the  Australian  standard.  He 
thought,  especially  at  the  present  time 
when  their  Australian  Colonies  had 
manifested  so  much  sympathy  and  had 
shown  their  desire  to  assist  this  country 
in  every  way,  that  it  would  be  very  un- 
fortunate if,  as  he  had  just  said,  they 
were  to  bring  up  the  standard  for 
Spanish  wines  very  nearly  to  the  Austra- 
lian standard,  and  leave  their  Australian 
Colonies  as  it  were  out  in  the  cold. 
Therefore,  he  drew  the  attention  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  to  that  point,  and  in 
doing  so  be  ventured  to  express  a  hope 
that  he  would  consider  it  with  the  object 
of  making  it  possible  for  the  Australian 
Colonies  to  introduce  their  wines  on  the 
same  terms  as  other  countries.  The 
Australian  Colonists  were  very  large 
wine  producers,  and  it  would  certainly 
be  a  great  injustice  if  they  were  to  ex- 
clude or  handicap  their  wines ;  it  would 
be  injurious  to  them,  and  undoubtedly 
produce  on  their  minds  a  bad  impression. 
He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  take  that  matter  into  considera- 
tion, and  80  reduce  the  standard  for 
Australian  wines  as  to  allow  them  to 
come  into  this  country  on  as  favourable 
terms  as  the  wines  of  other  countries. 

Mb.  CBOPPEK  said,  there  were  two 
points  he  desired  to  refer  to  in  connection 
with  the  Budget  Statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  In  the  first  place,  he 
had  been  disappointed  on  listening  to 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  find 
that  the  rule  which  related  to  the  far- 
mers* Income  Tax  was  not  to  be  altered. 
He  could  not  see  any  reason  for  a  dis- 
tinction being  made  with  regard  to  the 
Income  Tax  as  between  English  and 
StX)tch  farmers.  In  other  times,  when 
the  Irish  farmers  and  the  Scotch  far- 
mers had  less  chance  than  they  had  now, 
there  might  have  been  aome  reason  lor  a 


distinction  being  made ;  but  at  the  pre- 
sent timo  he  could  see  no  reason  for  it. 
It  might  be,  as  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  thought,  that  the  English 
farmers  kept  accounts ;  but,  for  his  part, 
ho  had  a  very  great  doubt  on  the  sub- 
ject, except  with  regard  to  those  who 
farmed  on  a  large  scale.  As  one  of  the 
Income  Tax  Commissioners,  he  was  in- 
clined to  think  that  farmers  were  of  that 
class  which  kept  no  accounts.  When 
they  knew  that,  at  the  present  time,  there 
was  great  distress  and  depression  in  the 
agricultural  interest,  it  appeared  very 
hard  to  the  English  farmers  that  their 
competitors  should  be  placed  in  a  posi- 
tion in  which  they  were  more  lightly 
taxed  than  themselves.  He  hoped  that 
before  the  debates  on  the  Budget  were 
over,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  deal 
with  that  question  in  a  more  fair  and 
equitable  manner  than  that  in  which  it 
had  been  dealt  with  hitherto.  Further, 
he  wished  to  say  that  he,  in  common 
with  many  persons  in  the  country,  de- 
sired to  see  some  alteration  in  the  Wine 
Duties.  He  did  not  think  that,  whereas 
the  tax  on  spirits  and  beer  was  to  be 
increased,  the  duty  on  wine  should 
practically  remain  the  same.  He  tho- 
roughly appreciated  the  excellent  re- 
marks which  had  been  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  who  preceded  him,  and  he 
strongly  desired  that  the  Australian 
Colonies  should  be  placed  on  the  best 
footing  possible  in  respect  of  the  im- 
portation of  their  wines  into  this  country. 
When  they  considered  that  a  bottle  of 
champagne,  which  cost  6«.  or  7«.,  only 
paid  6(/.  duty,  it  appeared  strange  that 
those  who  could  afford  to  pay  for  that 
luxury  were  not  to  pay  increased  taxa- 
tion, while  the  man  who  drank  beer  had 
to  pay  an  increased  duty  to  the  Govern- 
ment. He  trusted  that  in  the  debate 
which  would  follow  means  would  be 
pointed  out  of  adopting  his  suggestion. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  were  to  adopt  it, 
ho  would  add  greatly  to  the  popularity 
of  his  Budget  and  draw  to  his  side  all 
classes  of  the  people. 

Ma.  BID  DELL  said,  there  were  one 
or  two  points  on  which  he  wished  to 
offer  a  few  observations.  He  thought 
that  the  proposals  with  regard  to  the 
Income  Tax  would  meet  with  general  ap- 
proval, because  the  payers  of  that  im- 
post had  really  expected  a  much  larger 
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increase  than  was  suggested.  Much 
had  been  said  as  to  the  taxation  of  real 
property,  and  lie  regretted  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  not 
met  one  hardship  which  was  felt  by  the 
owners  of  such  property.  Under  the 
present  arrangements  no  deductions 
were  allowed  for  repairs.  On  the  gene- 
rality of  farms  the  cost  of  repairs 
amounted  to  10  or  15  per  cent  of  the 
rent,  and  it  was  felt  by  real  property 
owners  to  be  very  hard  that  they  were 
not  allowed,  when  making  their  returns, 
to  deduct  the  sum  expended  upon  re- 
pairs. He  regretted  also  that  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  not  dealt 
with  the  inequality  in  the  assessment  of 
Scotch  and  English  farms,  for  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  admitted  that 
the  English  farmer  was  taxed  to  the 
extent  of  25  per  cent  more  than  tbe 
Scotch  farmer.  The  agricultural  in- 
terest had  taken  great  pains  to  call 
attention  to  that  inequality ;  but  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  alwoys 
declined  to  deal  with  the  subject  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  one  of  considerable 
difficulty.  He  (Mr.  Biddell)  failed  to 
see  the  difficulty.  With  regard  to  farmers 
being  rated  on  their  absolute  profits,  he 
thought  there  was  much  more  difficulty 
than  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
imagined.  He  (Mr.  Biddell)  was  con- 
vinced that  no  farmer  could  make  a  cor- 
rect balance  sheet  without  engaging  a 
professional  man  to  value  everything  on 
the  farm.  That  would  lead  to  great  ex- 
pense, and  would  in  reality  be  perfectly 
impracticable.  As  to  the  relative  taxa- 
tion upon  beer  and  spirits,  he  well 
remembered  the  great  authority  on 
finance,  the  Prime  Minister,  saying  that 
it  had  always  been  the  object  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  taxing  spirits  heavily  to 
check  the  consumption  and  at  the  same 
time  reap  as  much  Revenue  from  that 
source  as  was  possible.  He  (Mr.  Bid- 
dell) was  convinced  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Limerick  (Mr. 
O'Sullivan)  over-estimated  the  alcoholic 
strength  of  beer.  If  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  come  to  Suffolk,  he  would 
soon  be  convinced  that  there  was  not  a 
vast  amount  of  alcohol  in  the  beer  con- 
sumed there.  The  calculation  of  the 
Government  was  that  a  bushel  of  malt 
made  18  gallons  of  beer.  If  that  was  so, 
the  beer  could  not  be  very  alcoholic. 
The  Prime  Minister  had  at  various  times 
increased  the  Malt   or   Beer    Duties. 

Mr.  BiddiU 


The  Malt  Duty  used  to  be  20«.  a-quartcr; 
under  this  Budget,  the  duty  was  equi- 
valent to  2M9.  a-quaiter.  At  the  same 
time  there  had  practically  been  a  redac- 
tion in  the  Wine  Duties  for  better  wines 
would  in  future  come  in  under  a  lover 
duty.  He  approved  of  the  t&xatioa  of 
cider,  for  he  did  not  see  the  equity  of 
the  taxing  the  drink  of  the  Essteni 
Counties  while  that  of  the  West^ra 
Counties  went  untaxed.  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  ths 
Exchequer  had  increased  by  \^d.  or  2^. 
the  Tea  Duties,  the  Chinaman  only 
would  have  suffered  from  the  diminisfaed 
consumption,  whereas  the  increase  oa 
spirits  and  beer  would  injuriously  affeci 
the  farmers  of  the  country  in  the  dimi- 
nished demand  for  barley.  The  rigkt 
hon.  Gentleman  also  said  he  would  aot 
tax  any  raw  materials.  In  that  he  wm 
pretty  right ;  but  he  (Mr.  Biddell)  woqU 
like  to  see  Customs  duty  put  upon  masn- 
factured  materials  coming  into  tiui 
country.  If  a  1 0  per  cent  duty,  for  ia- 
stance,  were  to  be  imposed  upon  sack 
goods,  trade  would  be  stimulated  aai 
much  of  this  increased  taxation  woaid 
be  avoided.  He  was  glad  of  the  chaife 
in  private  brewers'  licences,  bat  h* 
thought  the  licence  paid  bj  cotta^m 
might  well  have  been  reduced  tn  !«. 
yearly.  It  would  have  made  very  littk 
difference  in  the  Budget,  but  it  woald 
have  done  much  to  promote  private 
brewing.  He  agreed  with  the  bos. 
Member  for  West  Norfolk  (ICr.  Cdut 
Bead)  that  where  they  found  pfifsie 
brewing  they  found  temperance  aiad  lc« 
temptation  to  frequent  the  publio-hoaaiL 
It  was  most  gratifying  to  beer  from  tbt 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  deposia 
in  the  Savings  Banks  were  iocresuf. 
He  (Mr.  Biddell)  attributed  the  fact  u 
the  greater  prudence  and  foresight  cf 
the  working  classes  rather  than  to  tScir 
general  prosperity.  He  quite  spprowd 
of  the  increase  of  the  Property  Tax. 
and  of  the  staying  of  the  reductka  ol 
the  National  Debt ;  but  he  thought  that 
the  minor  parts  of  the  Budget  might  W 
considerably  improved. 

Mb.  FIRTH  said,  there  veie  om  or 
two  points  in  the  Budget  to  whick  W 
wished  to  direct  the  atteatiou  of  t^ 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  As  to  es* 
of  them — namely,  the  proposed  rkuf* 
upon  corporate  property — he  wea.i 
make  an  appeal  to  the  right  hoa.  Q^'as^ 
man.    Two  or  three  years  ago^  W  o^ 
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tained  a  Return,  to  which  the  Chancellor 
of    the   Exchequer   liad    alluded    that 
niirhf,  of  all  land  in  mortmain.  That  was 
a  Btturn  of  the  utmost  value,  but  in  its 
present  form  it  was  perfectly  valueless. 
Its  size  was  so  great  that  the  cost  of 
prioting  it  was  considerable — too  great 
for  the  Treasury  to  undertake.     At  all 
events,   that  was  the  opinion  of  that 
economist  the  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard 
(Mr.  Ck)urtney),  when  he  occupied  the 
position   of  Secretary  to  the  Treasury; 
but  those  da3*s  of  economy,   in  more 
rei^pecfs  than  one,  were  gone.    He  (Mr. 
Firth)  should  suggest  that  the  printing 
of  thatHeturn  was  a  matter  of  the  truest 
economy,  especially  now  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  recognized  the   great  prin- 
ciple that  property  of  the  kind  dealt  with 
by  the  Heturn  ought  to  be  taxed.    Hav- 
ing moved  for  the  Keturn,  he  watched 
its  preparation  very  carefully,  and  when 
it  was  completed  he  looked  upon  it  as  a 
very  remarkable  production.     He  was 
anxious  that  more  light  should  be  given 
to  it,  and  he  appealed  to  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  to  order,  in  the  public 
interest,  the  printing  of  the  evidence  ob- 
tained with  regard  to  lands  held  in  mort- 
main.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  ex- 
pected that  a  5  per  cent  duty  upon  that 
property  would  yield  £150,000.     In  his 
(Mr.  Firth's)  opinion,    the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  find  he  would  get  very 
much  more    than    he  estimated.      He 
ventured  to  suggest  to  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  that  he  might  very  use- 
fully consider  the  form  in  which  the 
Betum  tfhould  be  made.     At  the  begin- 
ning of  the  century  there  were  under 
the  control  of  Corporate  Bodies    con- 
siderable masses  of  property  which  had 
now  disappeared  altogether,  and,  there- 
fore, he  trusted  that  the  form  of  Eeturn 
which  the  Corporate  Bodies  would  be 
asked  to  makn  would  be  such  as  would 
show  the  property  from  which  the  in- 
come was  derived  as  well  as  the  income 
itself.    After  proposing  to  exempt  from 
the  tax   property  acquired  within  the 
last  30  years,  he  would  like  to  know 
how  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  arrived 
at  the  conclusion  that  5  per  cent  would 
be  a  just  rate  to  charge?    Those  were 
points  on  which  he  should  like  some 
expression  of  opinion  from  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.     The  hon.  and 
worthy  Alderman  the  Member  for  the 
City    (Mr.   Alderman    Lawrence)    had 
suggested  that  the  City  Companies  were 
extremely  anzicos  to  be  taxed. 


(Mr.  Firth's)  impression  was  that  they 
were  extremely  anxious  to  be  let  alone. 
According  to  a  report  in  T/te  Times  a 
few  weeks  ago,  a  few  of  the  Companies 
had  considered  the  question   amongst 
themselves.     Some  of  the  larger  Com- 
panies, assuming  for  the  nonce  unusual 
virtue,   expressed  a  willingness  to   be 
taxed    for    the  purpose  of    Succession 
Duties.     He  did  not  wish  to  misinter- 
pret them,  but  he  apprehended  they 
supposed  that  if  they  accepted  such  a 
guileless  resolution  no  one  would  sug- 
gest they  should  be  taxed,  and  that  they 
woidd  be  left  to  pursue  their  courses 
perfectly  irrespective  of  any  relation  to 
the  duties  they  had  to  the  public  at 
large.     He  was  glad  to  see  they  would 
find  themselves  mistaken  in  their  re- 
solution,   and    that    they    would    find 
themselves    mistaken    in    the    result. 
There  was  another  suggestion  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  which 
he  wished  to  call   attention,  and  that 
was  with  respect  to  the  telegraphs.    He 
(Mr.  Firth)  found  that  the  Telegraph 
Service  did  not  pay.    It  scarcely  paid 
its  own  expenses,  and  he  presumed  it 
could  not  pay  any  proper  interest  upon 
the  enormous  and  extravagant  and  un- 
justifiable amount  expended  in  the  pur- 
chase of  the  telegraphs  from  the  Tele- 
graph Companies.     He  thought  that, 
apart  from  tlie  improvement  which  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  about 
to    make    in    reducing    the    telegraph 
charges,  he  ought  to  consider  the  advi- 
sability  of  improving   telephonic   com- 
munication.   The  great  electric  problem 
of  holding  telegraphic  and  telephonic 
communications  on  the  same  wire  had 
been  solved,  and  he  thought  it  was  due 
to  the  public  that  a  great  Department 
like  the  Post  Office  should  offer  tele- 
phonic as  well  as  telegraphic  facilities. 
Those  were  the  only  matters  to  which 
he  ventured  to  allude ;  they  were  mat- 
ters to  which  he  had  given  some  atten- 
tion, and  as  to  which  he  should  be  glad 
to  have  an  expression  of  opinion  from 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 

Mr.  GREGORY  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer had  been  placed  in  a  very  difficult 
position,  but  he  had  discharged  his  duty 
with  judgment  and  ability.  There 
were,  however,  one  or  two  points  on 
which  further  information  was  re- 
quired. He  could  not  see  why  tho  right 
hon.  Gentleman  should  draw  a  distinc- 
tion between  English  and  Irish  farmers 
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with  reference  to  the  Income  Tax. 
If  the  two  classes  were  put  upon  the 
eame  footing^  it  would  give  a  good  deal 
of  sati^if action  to  the  farmers  of  this 
country  ;  it  might  reconcile  them  to  the 
increased  taxation,  and  really  it  would 
make  very  little  difference  to  the  ExcJie- 
quer.  He  was  quite  in  accord  with  the 
right  hon.  Genlleman  with  respect  to 
the  imposition  of  duties  on  spirits,  for 
he  thought  it  was  a  very  fair  and  reason- 
able imposition  to  make.  But,  now, 
there  was  another  question  with  which, 
perhaps,  he  had  some  acquaintance — 
namely,  the  question  of  taxation  of  real 
property.  The  new  proposals  in  that 
respect  involved  some  very  serious  con- 
sideration. He  did  not  quite  follow  the 
purport  of  the  right  hon.  G-entleman's 
Besulutions  on  the  subject,  or  the  man- 
ner of  their  operation.  It  was,  no  doubt, 
a  very  intricate  and  difficult  subject, 
and  therefore  he  (Mr.  Q-regory)  might 
be  excused  for  saying  he  wished  to  re- 
serve full  freedom  of  action  when  those 
proposals  subsequently  came  to  be  dealt 
with.  He  confessed  he  did  not  understand 
how  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
assess  his  duties  in  the  case  of  successive 
limitations.  The  same  devise  might  ex- 
tend to  various  successions  to  the  same 
property,  and  he  would  like  to  hear 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
a  new  Probate  Duty — for  that  was  what 
it  came  to — would  accrue  with  respect 
to  each  of  those  devolutions  of  the  pro- 
perty ;  and,  if  so,  whether  in  cases  of  a 
collateral  devise  the  Legacy  Duty  would 
also  attach  to  such  devise  ?  [The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Childers) 
dissented.]  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
shook  his  head ;  but  he  (Mr.  Gregory) 
did  not  see  anything  in  the  Hesolu- 
tions  to  prevent  such  an  operation. 
He  wished,  however,  to  reserve  that 
point  for  future  consideration  and  dis- 
cussion. When  they  considered  pro- 
posals for  new  taxes  they  must  look  at 
them  in  all  their  incidents.  This  was, 
he  understood,  in  cases  of  direct  descent 
to  supersede  and  in  other  cases  to  be  an 
addition  to  the  Succession  Duty.  Was 
it  to  be  on  the  same  footing  as  the 
Succession  Duty  ?  If  so,  it  might  ope- 
rate with  the  greatest  hardship.  In 
respect  of  the  question  of  the  descent 
of  the  title  to  property,  there  was  a 
provision  in  the  Succossion  Duty  Act 
which  had  had  an  effect  which  even 
the  framers  of  the  Act  never  contem- 
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plated.  For  instance,  by  the  oonetnic- 
tion  put  upon  the  words  "predeewaox 
in  title,"  there  had  been  imposed  on 
certain  successors  to  a  title  a  charg* 
of  10  per  cent,  whereas  if  the  property 
had  been  personal  property  the  char^ 
would  only  have  been  1  per  c^t 
Such  questions  as  those  thej  ahosld 
have  carefully  to  consider,  and  it  was 
for  the  purpose  of  showing  the  ne- 
cessity of  considering  them  that  he  bad 
made  those  observations.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  said  he  bad  recmred, 
owing  to  the  exertions  of  the  officials  of 
the  Department,  considerably  more  Re- 
venue than  might  have  been  expected. 
They  had  no  doubt  exerted  themaelTei 
to  the  greatest  extent  to  whip  up  tkt 
Hevenue,  and,  perhaps,  in  doing  eo^ 
they  had  acted  somewhat  harehlj  aid 
had  created  a  certain  amount  of  ^h»b- 
tent.  It  was  not  desirable  that  thejshoold 
create  any  unnecessary  discontent  is  t&t 
collection  of  taxation.  He  did  not  ctj 
that  in  that  case  anything  the  officials 
had  done  was  unnecessary  or  UDcal'ei 
for  by  their  instructions;  but  he  ventored 
to  point  out  that,  for  the  purpoeee  cl 
the  Income  Tax,  Eetums  might  be  al- 
lowed to  stand  for  a  period  of 
years,  instead  of  having  to  be 
out  every  year.  He  did  not  think 
a  practice  would  lessen  the  BereDw, 
and  it  would,  undoubtedly,  give 
satisfaction  to  the  country.  There 
also  another  point  which  aroee  &om  the 
proposals  for  new  taxation,  particularly 
upon  that  of  real  property.  It  was  tktf 
rule  that  time  did  not  turn  against  th« 
claims  of  the  Crown.  This  f  reqneetlT 
operated  with  the  greatest  bardehif 
and,  he  might  add,  injastice.  H» 
knew  at  that  moment  a  case  wliere  a 
claim  had  been  made  upon  a  proprxtr 
40  years  ago,  and  in  which  not  onlj  the 
duty  but  40  years'  interest  was  ^laincvd,. 
and  that  he  thought  a  principle  whirk 
the  House  of  Commons  could  hardly  eo«- 
tinue  to  sanction.  He  certainly  thoo^ 
it  was  time  to  relieve  the  pablic  froa  am 
imposition  of  that  kind,  and  for  tki 
House  to  take  the  matter  into  its  luwi 
consideration.  When  they  proposed  a 
heavy  taxation,  though  the  coani 
readily  bear  it,  the  method  of  iu  ii 
sition  should  be  tempered  with 
tion.  And  it  was  in  vain  that  t&er 
8  ruggled  to  facilitate  the  tranafcr  o^ 
land  if  they  left  the  daiau  of  th» 
Crown  upon  it  in  their  preeeat 
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No  one  would  be  safe  in  taking  an 
estate  under  the  proposal  now  made 
until  the  duties  were  cleared  off. 

Mr.  ABTHUR  ARNOLD  said,  that 
he  had  pressed  upon  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  from  time  to  time  the 
subject  of  the  taxation  of  lands  held  in 
mortmain,  and  he  was,  therefore,  very 
glad  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
abandoned  the  resolution  he  bad  formed 
last  year  not  to  deal  with  the  subject 
except  in  connection  with  local  govern- 
ment. He  could  not,  however,  join 
with  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Chelsea  (Mr.  Firth)  in 
his  congratulations  to  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  because  the  proposals  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  show 
much  valour.  If  he  had  understood  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  rightly, 
he  proposed  to  exempt  all  lands  of  a 
religious  and  charitable  character.  What 
lands  held  in  mortmain  in  this  country 
by  Corporations  were  not  of  that  cha- 
racter? The  hon.  Member  for  East 
Sussex  (Mr.  Gregory)  had  just  addressed 
the  Committee,  and  he  was  Treasurer  of 
one  of  the  London  hospitals.  That  hon. 
Member  was,  therefore,  conversant  with 
the  affairs  of  those  Institutions.  There 
were  also  the  lands  of  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners,  the  lands  of  the  Charity 
Commissioners,  the  estates  of  the  Uni- 
versities of  Oxford  and  Cambridge — all 
those  lands  would  be  exempted  by  the 
proposal  made  tbat  night.  The  value 
of  land  held  in  mortmain  in  this  country 
was  not  less  than  £12,000,000  a-year; 
and  if  the  proposals  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  were  carried  out  as 
they  ought  to  be  the  income  derived 
from  a  tax  of  that  sort  should  produce 
not  less  than  £600,000  a-year.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  it  would  be  a  great 
hardship  upon  the  landed  gentry,  and 
that  they  would  have  room  for  serious 
complaint,  if  those  great  landed  Corpora- 
tions were  exempted  from  taxation,  while 
they,  the  private  landowners,  were  sub- 
jected to  taxation  and  to  all  local  bur- 
dens. Such  exemption,  in  the  case  of 
religious  and  charitable  iuFtitutions, 
had  been  spoken  of  by  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister as  a  grant.  When  the  time  came 
he  hoped  he  should  be  supported  by  the 
Representatives  of  the  landed  interest 
in  the  House — when  he  made  a  further 
objection  against  the  limited  proposals 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that 
night. 


Mr.  EDWARD  CLARKE  said,  he 
thought  that  the  observations  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chelsea 
(Mr.  Firth)  a  little  while  ago  showed  an 
interesting  characteristic  in  the  hiftory 
of  the  Parliamentary  Return  for  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
moved.  Coming  as  it  did  from  an  econo- 
mist, it  was  one  of  the  most  interesting 
stories  the  House  had  heard  for  a  long 
time.  It  appeared  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  moved  for  a 
Return  of  lands  held  in  mortmain, 
which  his  Friends  in  the  Government 
had  promised  to  give.  When  the  Re- 
turn was  produced  it  was  found  to  be 
two  feet  thick.  It  was  too  bulky  to  be 
carried  about,  and  it  was  put  on  a 
chair,  and  occasionally  visited  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member,  to  see  if 
it  was  quite  safe.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  now  confessed  to  the 
Committee  that  the  Return  was  of  no 
value  whatever. 

Mb.  FIRTH :  My  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  altogether  misunderstands  what 
I  said.  What  I  said  was  that  it  was  of 
no  utility — that  is  to  say.  that  it  could 
not  be  used  in  itself.  Its  intrinsic  value 
is  enormous,  but  its  bulky  nsiture  renders 
it  impossible  to  use  it.  You  cannot  get 
at  it. 

Mr.  EDWARD  CLARKE  said,  that 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  fol- 
lowed up  the  statement  by  saying  that 
the  cost  of  printing  it  would  have  been 
so  enormous  that  even  his  extravagant 
Friends  on  the  Treasury  Bench  would 
not  incur  that  cost.  He  did  not  know 
whether  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
had  yet  offered  to  repay  to  them  and  to 
the  public  the  cost  of  that  useless  set  of 
documents.  One  part  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  speech  showed  that 
he  recognized  the  importance  of  the 
occasion,  for  he  had  said,  parentheti- 
cally, that  the  age  of  economy  was  past. 
That  was  about  the  only  authority  they 
had  heard  from  the  Ministerial  side  of 
the  House  which  had  done  any  justice 
to  the  importance  of  the  present  occa- 
sion. He  thought  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  good  reason  to  complain 
that  people  had  been  squabbling  about 
the  amount  of  alcohol  there  was  in  so 
many  gallons  of  beer  or  of  spirits,  and 
the  details  of  a  particular  tax,  failing 
to  realize  that  this  night  was  one  of  the 
most  important  nights  ever  known  to 
the  financial  history  of  the  House  of 
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Commons.  It  was  a  most  important 
epoch,  for,  for  the  first  time  in  the  his- 
tory of  the  country,  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  come  down  and  pro- 
posed Estimates  exceeding^  £  100,000,000. 
The  effect  of  the  alteration  made  in  the 
keeping  of  public  accounts  in  1880  was 
to  strike  out  from  those  accounts  a  sum 
of  £100,000  in  connection  with  extra 
receipts,  so  that  if  the  Estimates  were 
altered,  as  they  ought  to  be  altered,  the 
result  would  be  that  now,  at  a  time 
when  they  were  at  peace  with  the  whole 
of  Europe — he  said  at  a  time  of  peace, 
because  he  looked  upon  the  war  in  the 
Soudan  as  only  one  of  those  wars  which 
had  been  the  habitual  evils  of  this 
country  since  1 880 — they  had  Estimates 
presented  to  them  of  over  £100,000,000. 
With  regard  to  what  were  called  special 
preparations,  no  one  knew  better  than 
Her  Majesty's  Government  that  by 
those  preparations  they  were  only  filling 
up,  under  the  pressure  of  immediate 
public  emergenc}',  the  lapses  of  past 
years.  They  knew  perfectly  well  that 
they  were  only  now  restoring  to  their 
proper  condition  of  strength  those  de- 
fensive resources  of  the  country  which 
ought  to  have  been  kept  up  to  a  proper 
strength  for  some  years  past.  It  was 
ni'^st  reniarkabl«.  when  they  had  a 
deficit  of  £15,000.000— it  was  put  at  a 
figure  just  below  £15,000,000 — namely, 
some  £14.952,001)— that  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  should  come  down 
and  throw  over  all  the  old  canons  of 
financial  action  which  had  been  pro- 
a  pounded  by  him  during  the  time  he  had 
held  his  present  Office.  No  one  could 
have  sat  in  the  House  without  remark- 
ing the  contrast  between  the  speech  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  delivered  that 
night  and  that  he  had  made  last  year. 
A  year  ago  he  had  come  down  and  made 
a  polemical  and  controversial  Budget. 
He  had  made  the  Budget  the  means  of  a 
Party  attack,  and  in  that  Party  attack 
he  had  denounced  the  Conservatives 
because  they  had  not  borne  out  of  the 
Income  of  the  year  the  Expenditure  of 
the  year.  He  had  denounced  them  for 
having  left  a  legacy  of  debt  to  their 
Successors,  and  for  having  suspended 
the  operation  of  the  Sinking  Fund ;  but 
now  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  for 
£7,500,000  out  of  the  £15,000,000  he 
required,  had  to  resort  to  the  very  prac- 
tice he  had  denounced  so  emphatically. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  about  to 
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suspend  the  operation  of  the  Sm'kin^ 
Fund,  and  to  a^k  for  a  temporary  loaa 
which,  if  circumstances  were  unfavour- 
able, would  become  a  permanent  loan, 
and  would  be  left  as  a  legacy  to  hii 
Successors.  The  Committee,  he  thoogkt, 
should  recognize  the  importance  of  tii« 
position  the  right  hon.  GeotLdmaa  had 
occupied  that  night,  and  it  was  a  pi'T 
that  this  conversation  should  go  oi 
without  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  bein^ 
congratulated  upon  the  fact  of  ha 
having,  at  all  events,  marked  a  aer 
epoch  in  their  financial  history. 

Mb.  ILLINGWOBTH  aaid,  thit  U 
so  far  agreed  with  the  hon.  and  learaed 
Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down  as  ta 
think  that  the  discussion  had  run  too 
much  into  detail.  In  regard  to  incicewJ 
Expenditure,  and  the  imputatiooa  wlatk 
had  been  made  by  the  hon.  and  leaned 
Gentleman,  he  wished  to  point  out  thit 
there  had  been  some  Members  oo  that 
(the  Ministerial)  side  of  the  Hoase  wka 
had  been  quite  willing  to  act  as  a  check 
on  the  extravagance  of,  and  erea  to 
fight  counter  to,  the  right  hon.  Geotk- 
man  the  Chancellor  of  the  Excheqntr 
and  the  Government  he  belonged  t& 
But,  unfortunately,  the  spirit  of  eco- 
nomy which  had  been  manifested  hf 
those  few  Radical  Membera  bad  mtx 
met  with  the  support  of  the  Party  oppo- 
site. He  must  confess  that  the  strictuitt 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  otao 
with  a  very  indifferent  grace  at  a  tist 
when  they  were  called  upon  ti  pay  lor 
the  extravagance  in  which  thej  hai 
been  indulging,  seeing  that  the  Pait? 
opposite  had  contributed  so  largely  to 
that  extravagance.  The  only  oompUiat 
which  had  come  from  the  other  atdt  d 
the  House,  from  time  to  time,  in  rejvd 
to  the  Estimates,  was  that  thefiguret 
were  not  large  enough,  that  the  cch«D« 
propounded  were  not  great  enoagh.  sal 
that  they  would  be  more  happy  if  en- 
larged burdens  were  placed  upon  tkt 
people  of  the  country.  He  (Mr.  IllJt^ 
worth)  ventured  to  join  in  the  expfw- 
sion  of  opinion  which  had  fallen  tsvm 
all  paits  of  the  Committee  as  to  tba  aWa 
statement  they  had  heard  from  than^ 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancel  lor  of  tda 
Exchequer  that  night.  He  (Mr.  liiat* 
worth)  thought  that  in  hia  achema  tW 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  coabiaa^ 
both  courage  and  caution.  It  vaa  trao 
that  he  had  had  a  great  deficit  to  dc« 
with  ;  but  it  was  due  to  him  to  ai^  tto 
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he  had  really  met   that  deficit  in  the 
main  out  of  the  taxation  of  the  year. 
[•*No,   no!"]      Yes,   he  (Mr.  Illing- 
worth)  maintained  that  in  the  main  the 
Expenditure  of  the  year  was  to  be  met 
by  its  taxation.     It  was  true  the  think- 
ing Fund  was  to  be   suspended ;   but 
notwithstanding  the  Expenditure  which 
had  been  incurred,  it  was  all  to  be  met 
from  the  Income  of  the  year.     He  was 
very  glad   indeed  that  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman   had  determined  upon  sus- 
pending  the  Siuking  Fund.     On  pre- 
vious occasions,  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
Ministerial  side  of  the  House  and  on 
the  other  side  had  doubted  the  policy 
of  that  hard-and-fast  line  for  the  re- 
duction   of   the    National    Debt.    The 
present  was  a  time  when  the  country — 
all  classes  of  the  country — were  joining 
in  a  chorus  of  complaint    as    to  the 
poverty   which  was  universal  amongst 
them — at  such  a  time  it  did  seem  to  him 
ahogether  pedantic  to  adhere  to  a  hard- 
andfabt  line  with  regard  to  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  Debt.     It  was  impossible  at 
such  a  time  to  keep  up  the  reduction  at 
the  samo  level  as  could  be  done  without 
the  burden  being  felt  when  the  country 
was   in    a  prosperous  condition.     The 
hoD.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  London  (Sir  John  Lubbock), 
who  did  not  now  happen  to  be  in  his 
place,  had  replied  to  some  observations 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Gal  way 
(Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  to  the  effect  that 
the  great  majority  of  the  taxpayers  of 
the  country  who  were  in  business  had 
had  lately  to  borrow  money  to  carry  on 
their  businesses  at  the  rate  of  5,  or  6,  or 
even  more  per  cent.    The  hon.  Baronet 
had  said  that  the  only  thing  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  did  with 
the   capital    which   he  extracted  from 
their  packets  was  to  relieve  them  from  a 
burden  of   3  or  2^  per  cent.      There- 
fore, he  (Mr.  lUingworth),  for  his  own 
part,  hoped  the  time  was  distant  when 
they  would  revert  to  that  system  of  pay- 
ing a  fixed  sum  every  year  for  the  re- 
duction of  the  National  Debt.     But  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  E. 
Clarke)had  gone  on  to  say  that  this  enor- 
mous Estimate    of   £100,000,000   was 
produced  at  a  time  when  they  were  at 
peace   with    all  the  world.     He   (Mr. 
Illingworth)  could  not  admit  that  they 
vera  at  peace  with  all  the  world.    They 
had  been  carrying  on  a  war  in  Egjpt 
and  the  Soudan 


Me.  EDWAED  CLAEKE  :  I  said  at 
peace  with  the  Great  Powers  of  Europe. 
I  mentioned  that  we  were  engaged  in  a 
war  in  the  Soudan,  which  was  only  one 
of  those  wars  which  we  had  been  habi- 
tually engaged  in  since  1880. 

Mr.  illingworth  said,  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  seemed  to 
make  a  geographical  distinction  in  this 
question  of  wars ;  but  that  distinction 
was  of  no  practical  value  in  the  discus- 
sion in  which  they  were  engaged. 
He  (Mr.  Illingworth)  supposed  that 
a  war,  whether  in  the  Soudan  or  in 
Europe,  had  to  be  paid  for.  [Mr. 
Edward Clarkb  :  Hear,  hear!]  Well, 
he  was  very  glad  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Eye  (Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett)  and 
other  hon.  Gentlemen  on  that  side  of 
the  House  who,  for  the  other  364  days 
in  the  year  were  urging  on  expenditure, 
had  now  put  on  the  white  sheet,  if  it 
was  only  for  one  night  in  the  year,  and 
turned  round  upon  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
to  complain  of  the  heaviness  of  the  ex- 
penses which  the  people  of  the  country 
were  called  upon  to  pay.  This  war  in 
Egypt  and  the  Soudan  had  been  a  most 
costly  business.  As  had  been  pointed 
out  by  the  hon.  Gentlemen  who  had 
preceded  him,  it  had  not  been  a  very 
fruitful  business ;  but  that  was  the  cha- 
racteristic of  most  wars,  and  all  that  he 
could  say  was  that  if  wars  were  made 
cheap  their  very  cheapness  would  add 
another  horror  to  them.  He  was  thank- 
ful that  when  they  were  indulging  in 
those  wars,  they  wore  now  and  then 
called  upon  to  face  the  question  of 
raising  the  money  wherewith  to  meet 
the  expenditure  that  was  entailed.  He 
was  disposed  to  think  that  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  laid  the 
burden  fairly  across  the  shoulders  of  all 
classes  of  the  people.  A  very  small 
point  had  been  raised — so  small  a  detail 
as  to  be  scarcely  worth  noting — on  this 
Budget,  and  that  was  the  inequality 
that  prevailed  between  the  burden  im- 
posed upon  the  farmers  of  England, 
Scotland,  and  Ireland.  He  was  bound 
to  say  that  the  alternative  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  offered  the  farmer  for 
the  present  system  of  assessments  was 
not  likely,  in  his  (the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's) day  at  least,  to  be  realized.  He 
believed  that,  taking  the  great  majority 
of  the  farmers,  not  only  did  they  not 
make  up  accounts  in  that  correct  and 
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scientific  form  that  would  stand  the  test 
of  the  Income  Tax  Commissioners,  but 
he  believed  that  it  was  impossible  for 
them  so  to  make  up  accounts.  The  trade 
of  farmers  was  a  fluctuating  one — the 
nature  of  their  business  made  it  almost 
impossible  for  them  to  do  so.  But,  on 
the  other  hand,  if  that  were  so,  the 
question  they  had  to  ask,  when  the 
scheme  was  put  forward  for  the  modifi- 
cation of  the  present  system  was,  was 
the  present  system  an  equitable  one? 
It  might  be  that  there  was  no  cause  for 
the  distinction  which  existed  between 
the  Scotch  and  Irish  farmers  on  the  one 
side,  and  the  English  farmers  on  the 
other.  If  the  distinction  were  in  the 
proportion  of  3rf.  to  4rf.,  as  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  told  them 
it  was,  then  he  would  say  raise  the 
amount  paid  by  the  Irish  and  Scotch 
farmers.  [**  Oh,  oh  !  '*]  Well,  he  made 
the  suggestion  on  the  strength  of  this 
fact,  that  the  charge  was  not  a  heavy 
one  upon  the  farmer. 

An  hon.  Membeb  :  Look  at  the  enor- 
mous rates  they  have  to  pav. 

Mr.  ILLINGWOETH  said,  farmers 
had  no  more  rates  to  pay  than  any  other 
taxpayers.  He  knew  that  hon.  Q-entle- 
men  connected  with  land  enterprize  were 
ready  to  urge  the  excessive  burden  of 
taxation  upon  land ;  but  if  they  were 
connected  with  some  of  the  towns  in  the 
country,  and  looked  into  the  question  of 
assessments,  and  the  manner  in  which 
the  rates  were  levied,  he  thought  they 
would  be  only  too  thankful  that  they 
were  not  assessed  as  were  the  residents 
in  towns.  He  (Mr.  lUingworth)  only 
wished  to  say  that  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
given  them  some  valuable  information 
in  regard  to  the  incidence  of  taxation 
as  between  the  direct  and  the  indirect 
taxpayer.  It  was  true  that  there  had 
been  for  many  years  past  a  modification 
going  on  in  this  respect,  and  that  taxa- 
tion had  been  more  extensively  levied 
indirectly  than  directly.  The  fact  was, 
that  in  times  past  the  House  of  Com- 
mons was  very  little  representative  of 
the  people,  being  almost  entirely  repre- 
sentative of  property,  and  the  result 
was  that  the  taxes  had  been  almost 
wholly  laid  upon  the  working  classes, 
instead  of  on  property,  as  they  ought  to 
be.  He  believed  that  there  was  even 
yet  a  great  inequality  to  be  overcome, 
and  that  there  was  ground  for  laying 
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heavier  burdens  upon  realized  wealA. 
The  country,  he  thought,  would  appre- 
ciate the  courage  which  had  been  mim- 
f ested  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tlw 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  bia 
dealing  with  the  Death  Duties,  and  ba 
only  trusted  that  the  exemptions  woald 
not  be  made  too  numerous.  He  did  aot 
say  that  there  could  not  be  some  argu- 
ment used  for  exemptions,  partienlariy 
where  the  purpose  was  i»urely  dun- 
table — in  the  case  of  hospitals,  for  in- 
stance; but  when  they  came  to  eccle- 
siastical property,  he  wanted  to  koov 
why  that  should  be  exempted?  Ili«t 
was  no  charity  in  this  case,  wh«f 
national  wealth  was  appropriated  br 
one  religious  body  in  the  country,  awl 
that  the  wealthiest  class  of  the  cm- 
munity,  and  he  did  not  think  their  dtiia 
for  exemption  should  be  considered  while 
much  poorer  classes  were  ready  to  beir 
their  share  of  such  national  buites. 
He  should  be  glad  to  support  the  ben. 
Member  for  Stdford  (Mr.  Arnold)  in  tbi 
course  he  had  intimated  it  was  his  in- 
tention to  pursue,  so  far  as  eccleeiasdcil 
property  was  concerned,  believing  that 
there  was  no  ground  for  those  exemp- 
tions. Beference  had  been  made  to  tbe 
propriety  of  making  an  increase  in  tbt 
Wine  Duties.  He  should  probaWjbate 
to  refer  to  that  subject  at  a  lata*  iteg^ 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  theCban- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  given  tbcs 
one  good  reason  why  that  qnestoaa 
should  not  be  gone  into  at  that  momeat 
After  a  long  negotiation  they  had  eoaa 
to  an  understanding  with  Spain,  a 
Treaty  having  been  agreed  to  betw«« 
the  two  countries,  allowing  the  voxo 
duction  of  British  produce  into  Span  en 
more  advantageous  terms,  on  ocmditiM 
that  a  relaxation  of  four  degree*  a 
alcholic  strength  should  be  made  bj^ 
country  in  respect  of  Spanish  wi***- 
He  supposed  many  of  them  only  loobi 
upon  this  as  a  very  clumsy  way  of  d<e^ 
ing  with  their  neighbours ;  but,  at  tba 
same  time  the  great  majority  of  tbe 
House  and  of  tiie  country  bad  lap* 
ported  the  view  that  the  ChanceQorof 
the  Exchequer  was  taking ;  and  be  be- 
lieved that  the  Gt)vemment  were  attf*- 
dited  by  the  commercial  communitj  vi^ 
the  efforts  they  had  made  to-brinf  ti  * 
successful  issue  those  long  and  tirsso** 
negotiations.  [••  No,  no ! "]  At  aay 
rate,  when  it  came  to  be  urged  thai  v 
there  had  been  an  increaae  p«t 
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the  duties  on  spirits  and  on  beer,  tlie 
same  rate  of  increase  should  be  put 
upon  wine,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
-would  be  able  to  show  that  those  people 
were  wrong  to  argue  that  the  people  of 
this  country  got  nothing  which  could  be 
regarded  as  a  quid  pro  quo.  As  far  as 
he  knew  the  views  of  the  commercial 
community  in  the  North  of  England, 
this  Commercial  Treaty  was  looked  upon 
"with  great  approval. 

MR.Q0H8T  said,  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bradford  (Mr.  lUingworth)  had 
made  it  almost  impossible  to  follow  the 
usual  course  on  the  introduction  of  the 
Budget.  When  the  discussion  had  been 
almost  exclusively  directed  to  obtaining 
elucidations  from  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  in  burst  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford  with  talk  about  economy,  in  a 
speech  which  they  had  heard  over  and 
over  again.  The  hon.  Member  not  only 
would  not  himself  follow  the  advice  of 
tlie  Prime  Minister,  but  he  made  it  al* 
most  iroposeible  for  the  Prime  Minister 
himself  to  follow  that  advice.  Talk 
about  economy  seemed  that  night  a  little 
out  of  place.  It  was  out  of  place  in  this 
Parliament.  He  remembered  that  in 
the  last  Parliament  the  economists  had 
had  it  all  their  own  way.  There  was 
then  an  extravagaut  Conservative  Go- 
vernment in  Office.  The  armaments  of 
the  country  were  bloated,  and  the  Ex- 
penditure was  extravagant ;  and  every 
night  the  sort  of  speech  they  had  just 
listened  to  was  made.  They  had  had 
those    speeches    made  even  while  the 

? resent  Qovemment  had  been  in  Office, 
ndeed,  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  John  Bright)  had  said, 
prior  to  the  last  General  Election,  that 
no  Government  deserved  the  confidence 
of  the  country  that  could  not  get  on  with 
a  sum  of  less  than  £70,000,000  a-year. 
One  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  who  had 
enlarged  upon  that  theme  before  his 
constituents,  had  been  good  enough  to 
tell  the  House  how  sorry  he  was  that  he 
had  done  it  when  he  knew  that  even  a 
Liberal  Government  could  not  carry  on 
the  country  at  a  smaller  expense.  Now, 
that  night  they  had  a  Budget  of  which 
the  ordinary  Expenditure  amounted  to 
between  £89,000,000  and  £90.000,000. 
The  Conservative  Party  had  not  acted 
that  night  as  their  opponents  used  to  act 
in  the  last  Parliament.  They  did  not 
come  forward  and  say — **  You  ought  to 
cany  on  the  Gbvemment  of  the  country 


at  a  less  cost."  The  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford  came  forward  and  found  fault 
with  them  for  not  complaining  of  the 
Government  for  bringing  in  those  large 
Estimates.  But  the  Conservative  Party 
did  not  find  fault  with  the  Government 
on  that  head,  because  they  knew  that 
whether  a  Liberal  or  a  Conservative  Go- 
vernment was  on  the  Front  Bench  oppo- 
site it  was  necessary  to  pay  the  legiti- 
mate expenses  of  the  country.  They 
knew  that  in  a  country  like  this  Expen- 
diture must  go  on  increasing  from  year  to 
year.  Even  if  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford  himself  were  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  he  would  find  it  impossible 
to  carry  on  the  Government  of  the  coun- 
try for  £70,000,000  a-year.  He  would 
be  obliged  tobringin  increasing  Budgets, 
and  to  admit  the  increasing  Expenditure, 
and  would  not  be  able  to  govern  the 
country  either  for  the  £70,000,000 
spoken  of  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Birmingham,  or  the 
much  larger  amount  of  £89,000,000  or 
£90,000,000  mentioned  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.  Under  those 
circumstances,  would  it  not  have  been 
better  with  the  Budget  under  discussion 
if  the  advice  of  the  Prime  Minister  had 
been  followed,  if  Liberal  Members  had 
refrained  from  the  discussion  of  details 
on  the  first  night,  confining  themselves 
to  questions  to  elucidate  the  statement, 
and  putting  by  patriotic  speeches  on 
economy  to  a  more  convenient  season  ? 
He  rose  for  the  modest  purpose  of  putting 
a  question  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, to  ask  for  information  as  to  one 
point  of  the  statement  which  he  had 
failed  entirely  to  understand.  He  under- 
stood the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  to  provide,  in  round  numbers,  for 
£15,000,000,  and  that  sum  he  divided, 
providing  for  £7,500,000  by  increased 
taxation,  leaving  the  other  half  to  be 
provided  for.  Of  that  £7,500,000, 
£3,000,000  he  did  not  provide  for  at  all, 
he  left  it  a  deficit.  He  used  round 
figures  for  the  sake  of  clearness;  it  was 
about  £3,000,000— £2,800,000  was  the 
exact  sum.  If  he  were  tempted  to  fol- 
low the  example  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  Illingworth),  he  might 
say  something  about  not  meeting  the 
Expenditure  of  the  year  by  taxation 
within  the  year ;  but  he  would  leave  that 
to  the  adjourned  debate,  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Customs  and  Inland  Bevenue 
Bill  or  some  more  convenient  season. 


1207         Ways  and  Means--  {COMMONS}  Financial  Statement       1208 


But  out  of  the  £7,500,000.  £4,600,000 
was  to  be  provided  for  by  what  the  right 
hon.  G-entlemau  called  auspending  the 
Sinking  Fund.  Now,  if  he  understood 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  rightly,  what 
he  called  the  suspension  of  the  Sinking 
Fund  was  the  suspending  the  operation 
of  the  Terminable  Annuities  ;  that  of  the 
whole  amount  payable  in  Terminable 
Annuities,  that  part  which  went  to  the 
reduction  of  Debt  by  the  repayment  of 
the  capital  of  the  Debt — ^the  extinguish- 
ment of  the  Debt — was  to  be  this  year 
suspended,  and  that  compensation  would 
be  afforded  to  holders  of  Annuities  by 
the  lengthening  of  the  term  of  the  An- 
nuities. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childees)  :  The  Govern- 
ment are  the  holders. 

Mr.  GORST  :  But  whoever  were  the 
holders  they  were  compensated  by  the 
increase  in  the  length  of  the  Annuities. 
Now,  he  was  surprised — for  he  thought 
he  understood  the  operation  as  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  described  it  to 
the  Committee — he  was  astonished  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  came  to  name 
the  amount  that  would  give  him 
£4,600,000.  He  recollected  pretty  well 
the  terms  stated  in  the  House  last  year ; 
but  since  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer spoke,  he  (Mr.  Gorst)  had  refreshed 
his  memory  by  a  reference  to  the 
Library.  The  Returns  he  found  there 
rather  puzzled  him,  because,  in  the  Re- 
turn of  the  issues  from  the  Exchequer 
for  the  service  of  the  National  Debt,  he 
found  that  the  amount  of  payment  of 
capital  by  the  automatic  operation  of 
Terminable  Annuities  had  been  increas- 
ing steadily  from  year  to  year  during 
the  last  10  years  for  which  the  Return 
was  given,  and  in  1883 — the  last  year  the 
Return  included — the  amount  paid  was 
£6,300,000  in  round  figures.  Well, 
there  was  another  Return  given  about 
the  same  time  which  showed  the  actual 
operations  of  the  Commissioners  for  the 
reduction  of  the  National  Debt,  and  the 
various  sums  they  had  received  from  the 
Exchequer  for  Terminable  Annuities, 
and  there  was  given  a  complete  list  of 
all  the  Terminable  Annuities  in  exist- 
ence at  that  time — the  beginning  of  1884. 
He  found  from  that,  that  the  total  sum 
paid  to  the  holders  of  Terminable  An- 
nuities who,  he  understood,  were  dif- 
ferent Departments  of  Government — he 
believed  hardly  any  others  were  held  by 
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the  general  public — ^they  were  til  Oon- 
missioners  for  the  reduction  of  the  Debt, 
Trustees  in  Chancery,  and  fonctioninci 
of  that  description  ;  but  the  total  vts 
£7,900,000,  and  of  that  £1.900.000  re- 
presented interest,  and  £5,000.000,  or 
nearly  £6,000.000,  represented  the  pay- 
ment of  capital.  Those  two  Bet«nu 
were  a  little  inconsistent  the  oae  witk 
the  other,  for  the  one  represented  thepir- 
ment  of  capital  by  Terminable  Aimmtitt 
as  £6,200,000,  and  the  other  as  tboal 
£6,000,000,  but  they  were  soffideBllj 
near.  No  doubt  the  differenee  visa- 
plicable,  they  were  sufficiently  netr Ml 
to  affurd  much  of  a  puzzle  OTcr  t^ 
operation.  But  when  this  Betora  Ml 
out  the  amount  of  payment  of  capitilai 
about  £6,000,000,  how  was  it  that  tk 
operation  the  Chancellor  of  the  £x^ 
quer  proposed  during  the  present  jm 
would  produce  only  £4,600,000— leM  by 
£1,600,000  than  one  would  nataralry 
expect  from  the  Return  furnished  to  Fv^ 
liament?  No  doubt,  that  could  bets* 
plained  ;  but  he  thought  the  Chanoliar 
of  the  Exchequer  would  admit  that,  m 
far  as  his  statement  went,  the  explaai- 
tion  was  not  apparent,  and  he  (Mc 
Gorst)  would  be  very  grateful  to  tk 
right  hon.  Gentleman  if,  whenhaceM 
to  answer  the  various  obserratioos  w^ 
in  Committee,  he  would  kindly  expl«t 
how  it  was  that  so  small  a  son  osm- 
paratively,  so  much  less  than  ▼«•!' 
naturally  be  expected,  was  anticipated  bf 
the  operation  in  Terminable  Annmutf 
he  intended  to  effect  during  the  pietfit 
year. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOB  laii  W 
was  decidedly  of  opinion  that  it  t«*^ 
have  been  better  if,  after  the  ataUfi^ 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  m 
concluded,  the  debate  had  beea  >^ 
journed  in  order  that  the  Vote  uf  CM 
might  have  been  taken  at  a  saScM^ 
early  hour  to  be  disposed  of  that  aifk- 
The  Prime  Minister  suggested  tbittk 
Committee  should  do  htUe  more  tka 
elicit  information  from  the  Chaoctii* 
of  the  Exchequer  that  evening,  Tt^^ 
ing  a  more  serious  and  detailed  di«^ 
sion  for  a  subsequent  oceaeiaB.  I^ 
would  have  been  a  very  reaaooahk  i*' 
commendation  to  follow  but  lor  u  i*^ 
mation  the  Chancellor  of  the 
gave  to  the  Committee  before  b« : 
his  seat.  At  Question  time  that 
noon,  he  (Mr.  A.  0*ConnorJ  iaqaiw'  • 
the    Prime   Mioiater  whether  ike  G^ 
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vemment  intended  to  urge  on  the 
House  any  Vote  in  Committee  that 
day?  He  imagined  he  must  have  been 
miaunderstood ;  he  was  not  speaking  of 
Committee  of  Supply,  but  of  a  Vote  or 
Kesolution  in  Ways  and  Means.  The 
Prime  Minister  said  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  would  be  left  to  exercise 
his  discretion  in  the  matter ;  and  what 
did  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  say  ?  He 
informed  the  Committee  that  it  was  ab- 
aolutely  necessary,  for  reasons  he  did 
not  specify,  that  all  these  Resolutions 
should  be  at  least  passed  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means  that  night. 
Under  those  circumstances,  it  did 
seem  desirable  to  offer  such  observa- 
tions as  he  thought  ri^ht  that  evening 
instead  of  deferring  them  to  a  future 
occasion.  A  number  of  Members  had 
concurred  in  expressing  admiration  of 
the  ability,  the  success,  and  the  courage 
w^ith  which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  submitted  his  proposals  to 
the  Committee;  and  he  was  perfectly 
prepared  to  admit,  and  fully  appre- 
ciated, the  singular  mastery  of  his  work 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  manifested. 
I3at  he  failed  to  see  the  courage  of  the 
performance,  and  he  failed  to  discover 
in  the  proposals  anything  meriting  any 
Tery  great  admiration.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  was  compelled  to  admit 
to  the  Committee  that  this  Qovernment 
of  "peace,  retrenchment,  and  reform" 
found  themselves  now,  after  they  had 
been  five  years  in  Office,  and  while  they 
were  still  at  peace — for  they  had  not 
yet  declared  war  even  in  the  Soudan — 
compelled  to  come  down  to  the  House 
and  propose  to  Parliament  Estimates 
diaooyering  a  deficit  greater  than  had 
ever  been  presented  to  Parliament  since 
the  days  of  the  Crimean  War.  Under 
such,  circumstances,  he  failed  to  see 
the  consistency  of  those  congratulations 
taken  up  so  equally  not  only  on  the  other 
aide,  but  on  the  Opposition  side,  whence 
mi|^ht  have  been  expected  something 
like  healthy,  manly  criticism.  It  had 
often  fitrack  him  that  Members  who 
took  part  in  discussions  on  the  Budget 
niglit  were  content  to  deal  in  a  frag- 
mentary and  insignificant  way  with 
little  portions  of  the  Financial  State- 
ment which  interested  them  individually, 
and  very  seldom  dealt  with  the  whole 
ia  a  comprehensive  manner.  When  the 
hoa.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  lUing- 
vorth)  passed  his  criticism  upon  those 


who  had  preceded  him  in  addressing 
the  Committee,  it  might  have  been  sup- 
posed he  was  about  to  follow  the  Budget 
at  large  ;  but  he  simply  followed  the  ex- 
ample he  had  condemned,  and  contented 
himself  with  desultory  observations  upon 
isolated  portions  of  the  Budget.  He  was 
afraid  his  view  of  the  proposals  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  not 
find  anything  like  general  assent  or  ap- 
proval in  the  House.  He  entertained 
opinions  oc  finance  and  the  incidence 
of  taxation  in  this  country,  and  espe- 
cially as  regarded  the  present  proposals, 
very  much  at  variance  with  the  majority 
of  the  Committee ;  but  that  was  no 
reason  why  he  should  not — perhaps  it 
was  why  he  should — say  clearly  what  he 
thought  about  the  Budget  proposals  of 
the  (Jbancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  He 
had  listened  with  very  great  care  to  all 
that  had  fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, and  took  the  most  careful  note 
he  could  of  his  figures  and  proposals ; 
but  he  was  bound  to  say  that,  after 
having  used  his  best  endeavours,  he 
had  been  absolutely  unable  to  compre- 
hend the  statement,  and  portions  of  it 
he  failed  to  follow.  When  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  speaking  about 
the  Death  Duties,  though  he  had  some 
professional  acquaintance  with  questions 
connected  with  Succession  Duties,  and 
therefore  was  as  able  as  most  Members 
to  get  a  general  notion  of  the  drift,  he 
was  utterly  unable  to  comprehend  the 
extent  of  the  proposed  alterations.  Then, 
again,  in  reference  to  the  National  Debt, 
though  he  had  gone  over  all  the  Eeturns, 
and  had  studied  finance  accounts  from 
end  to  end,  he  could  not  understand  how 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  proposed  to 
make  up  the  deficit  by  the  suspension  of 
what  he  called  the  Sinking  Fund.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would,  he  thought, 
have  done  much  better,  would  have 
treated  the  Committee  much  more  fairly, 
if,  instead  of  having  all  these  Eesolu- 
tions  passed  at  once,  he  had  consented 
to  postpone  discussion  until  something 
like  a  clear  apprehension  had  got  into 
the  minds  of,  at  any  rate,  a  portion  of 
the  House  as  to  what  his  proposals 
really  were.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  followed,  in  his  statement 
of  proposals,  and  in  laying  before  the 
Committee  his  accounts  of  Kevenue  and 
Expenditure  for  the  past  year,  and  his 
Estimates  for  the  coming  year,  the  old 
and  recognized  rule  of  adopting  a  sepa- 
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rate  form  of  account,  and  that  form,  to 
his  (Mr.  A.  O'Connor's)  mind,  was  a 
very  misleading  and  difficult  form  to 
understand.  He  could  not  understand 
why  Finance  Ministers,  in  their  explana- 
tions of  the  financial  condition  of  the 
country,  should  not  adopt  the  same 
simple,  straightforward,  common-sense 
plan,  such  as  would  do  equally  well  for 
a  nation  or  an  individual.  In  regard  to 
the  individual,  they  could  understand 
there  were  five,  and  only  five,  main 
sources  of  income,  and  the  sources  of 
income  to  a  nation  corresponded  to  those 
of  the  individual.  There  were  five 
sources — first,  the  property  which  a 
man  owned,  and  from  which  he  derived 
an  income;  secondly,  the  husiness  he 
carried  on,  and  which  brought  in  an 
income ;  thirdly,  debts  paid  to  him  by 
his  debtors  in  return  for  money  ad- 
vanced ;  fourthly,  the  money  which  he 
obtained  gratuitously  either  by  gift,  or 
legacy,  or  theft,  or  good  luck,  or  in  any 
other  way;  and  fifthly,  and  finally, 
the  income  he  derived  from  those  who 
consented  to  lend  him  money  when  he 
went  into  debt.  Those  were  the  five 
possible  sources  of  income  an  individual 
could  turn  to,  and  it  was  precisely  the 
same  with  the  nation.  There  were  the 
National  property,  the  Crown  property, 
hereditary  sources  of  revenue,  corre- 
sponding to  the  first-mentioned  class ; 
there  was  the  corresponding  second- 
class  in  those  Departments  of  Gbvern- 
ment  which  rendered  services  to  the 
public  which  were  paid  for,  certain  De- 
partments carrying  on  business  and  re- 
ceiving  income  in  connection  therewith ; 
thirJly,  the  payments  by  those  who  re- 
ceived advances;  fourthly,  that  source 
which  corresponded  to  the  gratuitous 
source  of  an  individual's  income,  the  re- 
venue received  from  the  Colonies,  or  from 
foreign  countries,  or  what  was  raised  by 
taxation,  which  was  very  often  very  like 
theft,  or  what  was  received  by  windfalls 
of  one  kind  or  another;  and,  fifthly, 
when  all  other  sources  were  exhausted, 
as  they  were  with  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  this  year,  they  were  obliged 
to  resort  to  the  last  remaining  source  of 
revenue,  and  incur  further  obligations. 
The  whole  Expenditure  of  the  country, 
in  like  manner,  flowed  out  in  five  chan- 
nels, corresponding  to  the  five  sources 
of  Be  venue.  There  were  the  expenses 
connected  with  the  administration  of 
property ;  there  were  the  expenses  con- 
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nected  with  those  Departments  whaA 
carried  on  business  at  a  profit ;  tturdlr, 
the  advances  in  the  way  of  further l<Mst; 
fourthly,  that  which  corresponded  totH« 
individual's  personal  exp«>nditiiie,  Us 
riotous  living—the  national  wart— in 
litigation,  or  what  not,  those  were  eom- 
sponding  channels  of  expenditure;  udL 
fifthly,  the  payment  of  money  bomvcd. 
He  never  could  understand  why  Fiaaaci 
Ministers  could  not  adopt  such  a  p!ai 
common-sense  arrangement  of  fignm  is 
he  had  indicated.  If  the  Chancelkr  of 
the  Exchequer  had  done  so,  he  was  per- 
fectly certain  the  Committee  and  tk 
country  at  large  would  be  able  to  £a2kv 
the  financial  arrangements  very  raid 
better,  and  would  be  far  better  abU  ta 
appreciate  the  proposals  of  the  ri^b 
hon.  Gentleman.  That  had  not  bes 
done,  and  the  consequence  was  that  m/oA 
Members  of  the  House  and  most  peopii 
throughout  the  country  listened  to  tiw 
speech,  or  would  read  it  as  it  woaU  U 
reported  in  the  newspapers  oa  tb 
morrow,  and  would  carry  away  wA 
them  a  very  hazy  notion  indeed  at  to 
the  financial  condition  of  the  eooatzraai 
the  mode  in  which  the  existing  difieal' 
ties  were  to  be  met.  The  Cbanedkr  of 
the  Exchequer  had  made  certaia  pro- 
posals in  regard  to  taxation—far  W 
passed  now  to  the  subject-matter, aaTJif 
no  more  about  the  method — and  paMf 
over  the  first  three  sources,  the  propntr 
of  the  nation,  upon  which  he  kad  ■• 
observations  to  make,  and  the  Fhk 
Office  and  other  matters  upon  whickW 
had  nothing  to  say ;  but  with  rtgui  ^ 
existing  taxation  and  the  mnmngmm^ 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  £xrli«tq«r 
proposed  for  the  future,  he  should  lii»» 
say  a  few  words.  It  seemed  to  kia 
with  the  country  in  the  cooditka  a 
which  it  was,  with  something  ^ 
700,000  men,  women,  and  childm  iat^ 
workhouses,  and  with  another  750.li' 
keeping  manfully  outside  the  voci* 
houses,  but  just  on  the  ver^e  of  ps*y* 
ism,  with  hundreds  and  thoasaada—^ 
might  almost  say  with  hnndiwio  o^ 
thousands—of  men  and  women  aick^ 
employment — there  were  30,000  ia  Iff- 
mingham  alone  unable  to  find  work— ^ 
seemed  to  him  to  talk  abont  tkio*^ 
further  taxation  upon  the  iada^i^ 
classes  instead  of  on  the  propertr  <a«* 
was  to  mock  the  atruggUnf^  elaaaia  A 
number  of  taxes  were  leli  wkic^  <> 
justice  to  the  people,  ahonU  haft 
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removed ;  they  did  not  bring  in  very 
much  to  the  Exchequer — ^he  would  not 
say  they  were  not  worth  collecting, 
though  some  might  be  dropped  without 
any  loss  at  all,  they  brought  in  such 
small  sums;  but  they  had  an  injurious 
effect  on  the  commerce  and  industry  of 
the  oountry,  and  any  enlightened  Finance 
Minister  who  had  taken  the  trouble  to 
notice  the  effect  of  the  abolition  of  a  tax 
of  the  kind,  not  only  in  the  time  of  Sir 
I^bert  Peel,  but  from  1863  to  now, 
would  have,  had  he  considered  the  mat- 
ter, some  doubt  as  to  whether  it  would 
not  be  better  to  remove  those  taxes  even 
under  the  present  disadvantageous  cir- 
cumstances. Those  taxes  were  enume- 
rated in  the  Statistical  Abstract  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  which,  no  doubt,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  care- 
fully studied,  and  he  would  refer  to 
pages  56  and  57  for  the  list  of  what  he 
meant.  It  was  a  list  of  imported 
articles,  and  it  showed  the  amount  con- 
sumed per  head  of  the  population  since 
1 869.  There  were  artides  which  were 
imported,  and  had  been  for  years,  free 
from  taxation  —  bacon,  ham,  butter, 
cheese,  eggs,  potatoes,  and  sugars. 
Now,  the  result  of  having  those  articles 
untaxed  was  this — whereas  in  1869  the 
consumption  of  bacon  and  ham  was 
3  decimal  68  lbs.  per  head  per  annum, 
the  consumption  in  1883  was  no  less 
than  10  lbs.  decimal  96  per  annum  ; 
butter  increased  in  a  similar  manner 
from  4  decimal  52  to  7  lbs.  decimal  18 ; 
cheese  from  3  decimal  52  to  5  decimal 
51 ;  eggs  from  14  per  head  to  26 — nearly 
double ;  and  potatoes  from  6  lbs.  to 
1 6  lbs.  per  head  of  the  population ;  corn 
from  155  lbs.  to  250  lbs. ;  sugar  from  38 
decimal  83  to  61  decimal  b7;  refined 
sugar  from  3  decimal  73  to  9  decimal 
87.  That  was  to  say,  when  commerce 
and  industry  were  left  unchecked,  un- 
fettered by  taxation,  in  every  single  case 
there  was  a  considerable  increase  in  the 
consumption  per  head,  in  some  cases  to 
two  or  three  times  the  former  consump- 
tion. The  page  also  contained  a  Heturn 
showing  the  history  of  the  articles  still 
taxed,  and  which  taxation  he  objected 
to  this  year — currants,  raisins,  cocoa, 
coffee.  In  1869  the  amount  of  currants 
and  raisins  consumed  per  head  of  the 
population  was  4  lbs.,  and  the  consump- 
tion since  then  had  not  increased ;  cocoa 
was  less  than  1  lb.  per  head,  and  it  was 
still  less  than  that ;  coffee  was  decimal 


94  per  head,  and  now  it  was  decimal  89 ; 
the  consumption  had  decreased.  Thus, 
while  the  articles  left  untaxed  had  in- 
creased in  consumption,  those  upon 
which  the  wretched  little  taxes  were 
placed  had  not  increased  at  all,  the 
country  was  debarred  from  the  reason- 
able use  of  them,  and  commerce  and 
industry  were  injuriously  affected.  It 
was  the  poorer  classes  alone  who  suf- 
fered from  the  taxes  on  dried  fruits, 
coffee,  cocoa,  and  chicory.  Similarly  in 
regard  to  tea,  which,  in  1863,  or,  at 
any  rate,  before  1 869,  had  the  duty  re- 
duced to  6d,  from  l».  6d,  He  would 
draw  the  attention  of  the  Government 
to  the  fact  that  whereas  in  1869 
the  amount  of  tea  imported  was 
139,000,000  lbs.,  and  therefore  the  tax 
amounted  to  that  number  of  sixpences, 
in  the  year  1883  the  importation  was 
222,000,000 lbs.,  and  the  tax  levied  was 
222,000,000  sixpences.  But  there  was  a 
very  great  change  in  the  value  of  the 
tea — a  very  great  change  in  the  amount 
of  capital  invested  in  tea.  In  1 869  the 
tea  imported  was  valued  at  something 
over  £10,000,000  ;  in  1883  it  was  valued 
at  £11,500,000 — that  was  to  say,  in 
1869,  £10,300,000  worth  of  tea  was  con- 
sumed, but  only  139,000,000  sixpences 
paid  in  duty,  and  in  1883, on  £1 1,000,000 
worth,  222,000,000  of  sixpences  were 
paid — the  value  of  the  tea  had  increased 
some  8  per  cent,  and  the  taxation  at  the 
rate  of  70  per  cent.  In  other  words, 
the  tea  which  in  1869  paid  6d.  per  1  lb. 
would  for  the  same  value  in  1883  have 
paid  9d.  Thereforei  instead  of  taking 
credit  to  himself  for  not  having  in- 
cresised  the  taxation  on  tea,  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  ought  to  have 
come  to  the  House  and  proposed  a  re- 
duction of  the  duty  on  tea  to  Ad.  in  the 
1  lb.  There  were  other  duties  which 
were  simply  burdens  upon  industry  and 
reasonable  commercial  enterprize,  and 
which  any  Minister  deserving  the  cha- 
racter of  courage,  which  had  been  so 
lavishly  accorded  to  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  that  night,  would  will- 
ingly have  proposed  to  repeal — for  in- 
stance, the  duty  on  marine  insurance 
and  the  duty  on  life  insurance.  It  seemed 
to  him  great  unfairness  that  people 
should  be  taxed  because  they  protected 
themselves  against  the  dangers  of  the 
sea  and  against  the  cod  sequences  of 
their  death.  Then  he  would  refer  to 
the  tax  on  solicitors'  certificates.     He 
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never  could  understand  why  that  unfor- 
tunate class  of  men,  soUcifcors,  should 
be  called  upon  to  pay  to  the  Government 
year  after  year  a  tax  for  permission  to 
carry  on  their  businpss.  The  Govern- 
ment did  not  impose  any  tax  upon 
doctors.  He  believed  the  Government 
brought  in  a  Bill  last  year  imposing  a 
registration  fee,  but  it  was  a  very  small 
affair,  and  the  fee  was  nothing  in  com- 
parison with  the  taxation  levied  on  soli- 
citors. Then  there  was  another  question 
which  he  had  no  doubt  would  in  a  few 
years  come  very  prominently  to  the 
front — that  was  the  question  of  licensing 
every  house  where  spirits,  wines,  and 
intoxicating  drinks  generally  were  sold. 
They  had  had  within  the  last  two  years 
a  considerable  agitation  on  the  subject 
of  Local  Option.  One  step  in  that  di- 
rection he  believed  would  be  the  trans- 
fer of  the  sums  paid  for  licences  of 
houses  where  drink  was  sold  from  the 
Imperial  Exchequer  to  local  funds. 
Perhaps  they  might  have  some  distinct 
information  as  to  whether  from  that 
point  of  view  Local  Option  was  desirable 
or  not— at  any  rate,  he  thought  it  would 
go  a  long  way  towards  solving  the  diffi- 
culty of  the  question  by  throwing  out  a 
hint  for  the  consideration  of  Chancellors 
of  the  Exchequer  in  future  years.  Coming 
now  to  the  subject  of  Debt,  he  pointed 
out  that  the  debt  of  a  country,  like  the 
debt  of  an  individual,  might  assume  one 
or  other  of  three  forms.  It  might  be 
that  the  nation  was  bound  to  pay  a  cer- 
tain fixed  sum  by  a  fixed  date,  and  that 
was  what  this  country  did  when  it 
issued  Treasury  bills ;  it  might  be 
that  the  debt  was  never  to  be  re- 
paid in  principal,  but  that  only  a 
certain  annual  interest  was  to  be  paid 
to  the  creditors  of  the  State,  and  that 
was  the  usual  form  of  mo&t  of  the 
Funded  Debt  of  the  country;  and, 
finally,  there  was  the  intermediate  course, 
in  which  the  interest  and  principal  were 
paid  off  together  by  instalments,  which 
was  the  form  of  Terminable  Annuities. 
With  regard  to  the  Sinking  Fund  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  proposed  to  suspend, 
he  was  inclined  to  agree  with  what  most 
persons  suspected  to  be  in  the  mind  of 
the  riifht  hon.  Gentleman — namely,  that 
all  this  talk  about  Sinking  Funds  was 
absolute  nonsense.  The  Sinking  Fund 
idea  was  a  financial  error — a  ridiculous  de- 
lusion, which  well-meaning  men  started 
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in  times  when  ideas  were  not  at  all 
clear  with  regard  to  financial  matters, 
and  had  continued  as  a  sort  of  finuciil 
will- of- the- wisp  for  some  time  in  t^ 
House  of  Commons — it  involved  a  great 
deal  of  work,  and  was  8jmet:mes  verr 
useful,  perhaps,  for  the  purpose  ci 
throwing  dust  in  the  eyes  of  perwu 
who  indulged  in  inconvenient  critidsiB. 
He  regretted  that  the  right  hnii.  6^ntk> 
man  the  Chancellor  of  the  Eicbeqwr 
had  not  boldly  continued  the  p^anTfalc^ 
he  began  last  year  of  convening  the 
Three  per  Cent  Stock  into  TenniaaUf 
Annuities,  which  had,  at  any  nt^  tb* 
advantage  that  it  forced  the  prant 
generation,  the  Government,  and  tbt 
House  of  Commons  to  pay  off  debt  ia  • 
certain  given  time,  and,  although  it 
might  be  true  that  certain  other  deU 
had  to  be  incurred  in  the  meantime.  tK 
if  they  had  not  a  system  of  TermtDsbit 
Annuities  there  could  never  be  anytkiaf 
like  a  substantial  reduction  of  I>ebt « 
all.  In  1881  the  right  hon.  Gentleoiax 
the  Prime  Minister,  who  was  at  tbt 
time  Chancellor  of  the  Excbeqner,  pro- 
posed a  system  for  the  reduction  of  Hut 
National  Debt  which,  if  it  could  km 
been  carried  on,  would  have  beea  de- 
cidedly satisfactory;  but,  for  some  msM 
or  other,  that  scheme  unfortonat^^ljaercr 
passed  through  the  House  of  Coramoat, 
and  no  subsequent  Bill  was  iotrndoc*' 
to  carry  out  that  portion  of  the  rigit 
hon.  Gentleman's  proposal.  He  ▼*• 
not.  as  a  rule,  an  admirer  of  the  Pris* 
Minister's  schemes;  but,  from  a  fiiaa^ 
cial  point  of  view,  he  thouf^t  that  tW 
proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Oientlemaa  it 
1681  was  a  good  one,  and  that  it  vatv 
be  regretted  it  had  not  been  earned  ic* 
effect.  There  was  just  one  other  post 
in  connection  with  the  question  of  IWit 
to  which  he  desired  to  call  the  atre9*i^t 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  tW 
Committee.  Hon.  Members  woa!d  ^ 
aware  that  every  now  and  then  Tita- 
sury  bills  were  paid  off,  and  that  ciT- 
tain  others  were  issued.  Now,  Twa- 
sury  bills  were  for  either  three  w  »* 
months.  The  Chancellor  of  the  £xc^ 
quer  knew  that  the  throe  month**  ^Sk 
were  more  costly  than  those  at  ai 
months — ^that  was  to  say,  he  had  to  aaf 
a  higher  rate  upon  them — and  tberttJ* 
why  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  «fc«'J 
increase  the  number  of  Treasury  bilW  it 
three  months  and  decrease  the  naate 
of  six  months'  bills  was  a  pant  vh^ 
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he  was  entirely  unable  to  comprehend. 
That  might  be  one  of  those  small  points 
which  sometimes  tested  the  capacity  of 
Chancellors  of  the  Exchequer,  and  he 
thought  that  the  increaseof  three-months' 
Treasury  bills  during  the  time  in  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  held  the 
Office  of  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
did  not  speak  to  hie  carefulness  in  that 
matter  of  finance.  He  was  aware  that 
there  was  the  existing  deficit  to  deal 
with;  notwithstanding  that,  he  would 
still  Tenture  to  propose  to  alleviate  the 
taxes  which  pressed  on  the  poor  as  form- 
ing a  burden  on  industry  and  commerce 
which  was  much  more  serious  than  the 
small  sums  which  those  taxes  brought 
into  the  Exchequer.  He  would  be  asked 
how  he  proposed  that  the  deficit  should 
be  supplied.  Well,  his  proposal  was 
not  likely,  as  he  had  said  before,  to 
meet  with  much  acceptance  in  that 
House  at  the  present  time — ^it  would, 
perhaps,  be  more  heard  of  in  the  next 
Parliament  than  in  this — he  was  certain 
that  before  many  years  had  passed  it 
would  be  forced  into  the  forefront  of 
finance  and  politics.  There  was  an 
immense  area  of  land  unemployed  in 
this  country;  he  knew  not  how  many 
acres  there  were  in  that  condition,  but 
the  number  was  very  great.  There  were 
in  the  South  of  England,  for  instance, 
many  landlords  who  had  farms  which 
they  could  not  let;  they  could  not  sell 
them;  they  could  not  get  tenants  on 
their  own  terms  who  would  work  the 
soil,  and  they  could  not  turn  it  to  any 
proper  account  themselves.  He  asked 
whether  it  was  beyond  the  power  of 
legislation  to  touch  that  subject,  to  pro- 
vide machinery  by  which  some  of  the 
idle  hands  in  the  country  could  be 
brought  to  work  on  that  land?  To 
whom  did  that  land  belong?  It  be- 
longed to  the  whole  human  race  ;  but  a 
large  portion  of  the  land  of  this  country 
was  in  the  hands  of  a  certain  privileged 
class ;  that  privileged  class  did  nothing 
themselves,  but  extracted  from  the  in- 
dustrial portion  of  society  an  enormous 
rent— an  enormous  tribute  for  leave  to 
live  and  work  and  die  on  the  face  of 
England;  those  men,  whenever  they 
chose,  could  turn  out,  and  had  turned 
out,  many  and  many  an  industrious  ten- 
ant. Over  the  face  of  the  South-Western 
counties  of  this  country  there  was  an 
enormous  number  of  farms  unoccupied. 
Why  should  the  landlords  be  allowed  to 
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hold  those  lands  without  the  State  de- 
riving any  Income  Tax  from  them? 
Because  they  were  empty,  and  they 
were  able  to  plead  that  fact  as  a  reason 
why  they  should  not  pay  Income  Tax. 
Well,  then,  what  was  his  proposal? 
There  were  for  Income  Tax  purposes 
two  Schedules,  and  under  Schedme  A 
there  was  a  certain  tax  on  the  value  of 
land.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  now  pro- 
posed to  make  the  Income  Tax  8^.  in 
the  pound.  The  greater  portion  of  the 
amount  to  be  derived  from  that  tax 
would  be  drawn  from  the  industrial 
classes,  tradesmen,  manufacturers,  and 
professional  men,  and  the  smaller  por- 
tion of  it  would  come  from  land.  Why 
should  that  be  ?  The  people  who  were 
allowed  to  enjoy  an  exclusive  beneficial 
ownership  of  the  land  of  the  country 
should,  he  thought,  be  called  upon  to 
pay  a  consideration  to  the  Exchequer  for 
that  exceptional  enjoyment  and  privi- 
lege. If  it  were  necessary  to  increase 
the  Income  Tax  and  raise  further  Be- 
venue,  why  did  not  the  Government 
raise  it  from  those  who  possessed  this 
land  from  which  the  industrial  classes 
were  kept  off  ?  Therefore  he  suggested 
the  consideration  whether  it  would  not 
be  fair  and  just,  however  unpopular  it 
might  be  in  such  a  form  as  this,  that, 
instead  of  having  incomes  all  round 
taxed  at  Sd.  in  the  pound,  an  Income 
Tax  of  2s.  in  the  pound  should  be  put 
upon  the  value  of  the  land — that  was  to 
say,  2s,  upon  the  rent  paid  for  land,  or 
upon  the  value  of  the  land  in  the  occu- 
pation of  the  owner.  That,  after  all, 
would  only  be  a  tithe  of  the  annual 
value,  and  would  be  reverting  to  what 
was  the  old  Constitutional  custom  in 
this  country.  Time  was  when  the  land 
had  to  bear  the  expenses  of  the  country, 
when  the  Crown  was  dependent  on  the 
revenue  derived  from  land,  and  it  was 
only  when  feudal  government  was  done 
away  with  that  the  present  system  was 
established.  If  a  gradually  increasing 
tax  were  placed  upon  land  the  country 
would  become  the  sole  rent  receiver, 
and  the  money,  or  consideration  tax,  or 
whatever  it  might  be  called  that  was 
paid  for  occupation,  would  be  paid,  not 
to  a  small  privileged  class  of  idlers,  but 
to  the  community  who  were  the  real 
owners  of  the  land.  If  they  taxed  land 
as  he  suggested,  the  Government  would 
be  able  to  raise  their  £11,000,000  with- 
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out  difficulty,  and  the  landowners  now  | 
unable  to  turn  their  land  to  account 
would,  in  many  instances,  be  glad  to  get 
rid  of  it.  The  land  would  get  into  the 
market  and  then  into  the  hands  of  men 
who  would  make  a  g^od  use  of  it,  and 
it  would  be  made  available  for  relieving 
the  distress  and  pauperism  in  the  coun- 
try. Finally,  he  wished  to  say  a  few 
words  on  the  extraordinary  proposal  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  in  regard  to  the  taxa- 
tion of  alcohol.  They  were  told  that 
whereas  Spanish  wine  of  a  strength  of 
26  degrees  had  hitherto  paid  a  duty  of 
If.  a-gallon,  the  same  duty  was  to  be 
levied  on  Spanish  wine  henceforward 
even  of  a  strength  of  30  degrees.  But, 
while  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  was 
prepared  to  admit  Spanish  wines  with 
an  increased  amount  of  alcohol  without 
raising  the  duty  upon  them,  he  was 
about  to  charge  a  very  considerably  in- 
creased duty,  amounting  to  8  or  9  per 
cent,  on  the  alcohol  produced  in  Ireland 
and  Scotland.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man proposed  to  raise  the  tax  on  Irish 
and  Scotch  spirit  from  10«.  a-gallon  to 
12«.  a-gallon,  and  the  tax  upon  beer 
from  6«.  Zd,  to  7«.  Zd.  a-barrel ;  but  he 
proposed,  at  the  same  time,  to  reduce 
the  tax  on  Spanish  wine  in  the  propor- 
tion of  80  to  26.  A  more  extraordinary 
proposal,  he  supposed,  was  never  sub- 
mitted to  the  House  of  Commons.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  going  to 
benefit  Spanish  producers  at  the  expense 
of  Scotch  and  Irish  producers;  they 
were,  in  other  words,  to  be  burdened 
for  the  benefit  of  Manchester. 

Lord  BANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just 
sat  down  had  made  a  most  interesting 
speech,  and  one  which  the  Committee 
ought  to  have  listened  to  with  advan- 
tage, because  he  had  produced  with  re- 
markable force  all  those  remarkable 
doctrines  as  to  the  ransoming  of  pro- 
perty in  land  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  had  expounded 
to  the  electors  of  Birmingham  and 
Ipswich  in  the  course  of  the  autumn. 
And  if  the  Committee  had  listened  a 
little  more  attentively  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, and  had  respected  the  elaborate 
care  and  attention  with  which  he  had 
worked  out  those  doctrines,  they  would, 
he  thought,  have  been  able  to  see  clearly 
the  ultimate  results  which  the  doctrine 
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of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Fmi- 
dent  of  we  Board  of  Trade  would  ptv- 
duce  to  the  coimky.  He  thoagk, 
however,  that  the  hon.  Member  waa»  ps- 
haps,  not  following  the  right  hmL  Qm- 
tleman,  but  that  the  President  of  ^ 
Board  of  Trade  was  a  follower  of  ^ 
hon.  Member  for  Queen's  County,  who 
was  only  a  little  ahead  of  him.  H« 
could  not  but  appreciate  and  adoire, 
although  he  could  not  imitate,  iks  grst 
generosity  which  had  that  evening  ^ 
racterized  the  Members  of  ike  ItteTn^ 
Government,  for  they  had  not  takes  aJ* 
vantage,  as  they  might  well  have  dowv 
not  only  in  their  own  interest,  bit  it 
the  interests  of  the  public,  of  the  oppv* 
tunity  to  comment  upon  some  of  tb 
leading  features  of  the  statement  of  tk 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  ChanoeOor  cf 
the  Exchequer.  But  he  suppoeed  ^ 
were  reserving  themselTes  for  oee  of 
those  opportunities  which  ex-offidi2f  » 
garded  as  decent  and  proper,  and  thii 
they  left  to  Members  bdow  the  Gai|- 
way,  to  whom  generoeity  was  v- 
known,  the  duty  of  criticism.  HeahotU 
not  have  intruded  on  the  OoauntlM 
were  it  not  with  the  full  aaeoniitt  tkit 
Her  Majesty's  Govemmmit  would  iK 
proceed  at  that  late  hour  with  aajote 
Business  of  great  importanoe,  am  if  it 
were  not  for  some  remarks  whie^  w* 
not  his  own,  but  which  he  a^ed  to  W 
allowed  to  lay  before  the  Coonrifl* 
The  Prime  Minister  had  besa  ^ 
enough  the  other  night  to  aUnde  to  Im- 
self  and  to  his  hon.  Friaxds  Uie  Mmr 
hers  for  Hertford  (M.  A.  J.  Balliv, 
Portsmouth  (Sir  H.  Dnunmond  Wdf . 
and  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst)  ■•  ya«i| 
Members  of  the  Hooae,  and  he  w 
sure  that  his  hon.  Friends  dmftj  M 
that  compliment.  For  himaelt  h»Ai 
not  know  whether  he  oould  dsim  f^ 
gather  the  position  of  a  young  Mi*^ 
of  the  House,  having  sat  in  it  lor  aaalT 
12  years — however,  as  a  young  as*  ^ 
might  say  that  he  had  been  qoili  tif^ 
aback  by  the  appalling  pktart  vii^ 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  t^  OubmB' 
of  Ihe  £xche(nier  had  painted  of  ^ 
state  of  the  National  fin^**^**^  Si? 
had  had  a  Liberal  Omi'iBiw*  ■ 
Office  for  five  years;  nstewsnH  * 
that  account  they  had  bad  affW 
to  the  finances  of  the  eovBtnr  mI  ^ 
cardinal  prinoiplee  of  exact  (nmm  «^ 
the  clear  reeut  that  than  vat  a^ 
a  deficit  of  £15,000,000  aad  M  K^ 
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pendifiare    of    £100,000,000,     leaving 
£3,000,000  to  be   provided  for  it  was 
impossible  to  say  how.     Now  that  was 
a  very  extraordinary  state  of  things,  one 
which  would  not  have  been  remarkable 
under  the  old  Tory  Oovernments,  but 
which  certainly  was  not  what  the  coun- 
try was  led  to  look  forward  to,  or  what 
Her  Majesty's  Opposition,  benighted  as 
they  were,  were  led  to  look  forward  to 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his 
Friends  were  installed  in  Office.     He 
had  said  that  he  shbuld  offer  a  few  re- 
marks, not  of  his  own,  but  of  a  person 
of  far  greater  weight — politically  and 
financially.    What  was  the  first  great 
feature  of  this  Budget?     It  was  the 
great    increase    of   expenditure.     The 
next  great  feature  was  that  it  did  not 
provide  for  the  expenditure  of  the  year ; 
the  next  was  that  it  suspended  the  plan 
for  the  reduction  of  the  National  Debt; 
and  the  next  that  it  presented  the  House 
with  a  deficit  to  be  met  of  £3,000,000. 
That  that  was  clear,  on  the  face  of  the 
Budget,  no  one  could  deny ;  and  as  he 
had  listened  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
patting  those  features  before  the  Com- 
mittee one  after  another,  he  could  not 
help  thinking  of  the  series  of  speeches 
which  were  made  very  recently — only 
laat  year — by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury.   Not  quite  a  year  ago,  in  August, 
1884y   the    right   hon.   Gentleman  ad- 
dressed his  constituents  in  Mid  Lothian, 
and  he  had  been  fortunate  in  finding  in 
the  Library  of  the  House  a  corrected 
and  authorized  copy  of  the  speeches  de- 
livered by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
The  Prime  Minister  defended  the  four 
years'  finance  for  which  his  Government 
were  responsible,  and  he  found  that  he 
also  defended  himself  from  the  charge 
of  having  unjustly  attacked  the  late  Gb- 
▼emment.   Now  this  was  what  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said — 

**  I  found  fault  with  ^e  late  GoYemment  for 
the  enormous  increase  of  expenditure ;  I  found 
still  more  fault  with  them  for  having  broken 
erery  rule  of  sound  finance.  I  quite  aamit  that 
nnder  given  circumatances  an  increase  of  expen- 
diture may  sometimes  be  desirable  and  unavoid- 
able. But  the  proposition  that  I  lay  down  to 
^a  is  this,  that  there  are  certain  laws  still  more 
important  than  economy  in  expenditure,  and 
one  of  these  is  that  whatever  you  do  you  should 
take  care  to  pay  your  way." 

Now  that  was  a  most  extraordinary 
sentence,  becauae  it  was  the  only  sen- 
tence which  he  h(^  been  able  to  d^oover 


in  any  one  of  the  speeches  of  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  which  had  not  a 
shadow  of  qualification  about  it.   It  was 
clear  from  that  sentence  that  there  were 
certain  laws  still  more  important  than 
economy,  and   one  of  them  was  that 
"  whatever  you  do,   you  should    take 
care  to  pay  your  way."    Now,  it  would 
be  extremely  interesting  to  know  whe- 
ther the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  submitted 
this  Budget  to  the  Prime  Minister  be- 
fore he  submitted  it  to  the  Committee  ? 
He  was  extremely  curious  to  know,  and 
the  public  would  be  curious  to  know, 
how  it  was  that  the  Prime  Minister  had 
sanctioned  a   Budget  which  neglected 
entirely  that  cardinal   principle  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  laid  down. 
But  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  went 
further,  and  said — 

"  It  may  be  that  in  some  places  Tory  speakers 
will  take  upon  themselves  to  open  up  this  ques- 
tion of  finance." 

They  would,  undoubtedly.  There  cer- 
tainly was  no  doubt  that  Tory  speakers, 
whatever  they  might  have  done  up  to 
to-day,  would  certainly,  after  the  Budget 
of  to-night,  do  as  the  Prime  Minister 
supposed,  and  would  ' '  open  up  this 
question  of  finance."  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  went  on — 

<*  I  say  if  you  wish  to  have  honest  and  sound 
finance  you  must  pay  your  way." 

And  again  there  was  no  qualification 
whatever.    The  speech  he  was  quoting 
from  was  delivered  by  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  in  the  Corn  Exchange  at 
Edinburgh  on  the  4th  of   December, 
1884.     [Mr.  Gladstone:  What  is  the 
page  ?]     He  was  quoting  from  page  29. 
There  was  one  more  remarkable  passage 
which  he  should  like  to  quote  to  the 
Committee ;  it  was  from  another  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  it  was 
a  singular  instance  of  what  a  Liberal 
periodical,   The  Spectator,  called  ''The 
Lrony  of  Providence.'*    The  writer  of 
the  article,   no  doubt,   knew  what  he 
meant;  but  he  imagined  that  the  pas- 
sage he  was  about  to  read  would  throw 
some  light  on  the  meaning  of  the  article. 
One  of  the  features  of  the  last  Budget 
introduced  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
who  was  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
in  the  late  Government,   was  that  he 
suspended  the  Sinking  Fund  which  he 
had  himself  created ;  and  when,  after 
making  his  Budget  Statement,  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  sat  down,  the  present  First 
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Lord  of  the  Treasury  rose,  and  knowing 
well  the  position  he  had  at  that  time 
acquired  in  the  country,  he  thus  com- 
mented on  the  proposal  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  to  suspend  the  Sinking  Fund 
in  order  to  meet  the  financial  deficit. 
The  date  was  the  11th  of  March,  1880, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  with 
a  bitter  sneer — 

**  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is  called 
upon  finally  to  offer  up  a  victim  upon  the  alter 
of—I  know  not  what—evil  fortune,  or  political 
justice — ^be  it  what  it  may,  upon  some  alter  or 
other  he  is  called  upon  to  immolate  his  own 
offspring,  the  New  Sinking  Fund,  which,  some 
four  or  five  years  ago,  the  House  adopted  on  his 
recommendation ;  and,  if  I  recollect  right,  by 
very  considerable  majorities."  —  (3  Hansard, 
[351]  836-6.) 

That  was  within  a  few  months  of  the 
General  Election  of  1880.  That  was 
the  way  in  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman spoke  of  the  suspension  of  the 
Sinking  Fund  under  the  late  Govern- 
ment. [Mr.  Gladstone  dissented.]  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  shook  his 
head;  but  this  was  a  quotation  which 
he  could  not  in  any  way  evade.  The 
country  was  now  again  within  a  few 
months  of  a  General  Election,  and  it 
might  be  said,  having  regard  to  the 
Budget  presented  to  the  Committee  that 
night,  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, in  the  words  of  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  was  *'  caUed  upon  to  immo- 
late his  own  offspring,  the  New  Sink- 
ing Fund,  which  two  or  three  years  ago 
the  House  adopted  by  a  very  consider- 
able majority."  This,  no  doubt,  was 
what  might  be  considered  ''the  irony 
of  Providence.'*  It  certainly  was  an  in- 
stance of  retributive  justice,  and  he 
should  have  shown,  if  the  Vote  of  Credit 
had  come  on  that  night,  that  the  present 
position  in  which  the  Gt)vernment  found 
themselves  had  resulted  from  the  very 
serious  political  features  of  their  foreign 
policy  during  the  last  few  years.  Before 
returning  to  the  wise  and  invaluable  re- 
marks of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
he  might  perhaps  be  allowed  to  comment 
on  a  remark  which  had  faUen  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  Bling- 
worth).  That  hon.  Member  complained 
bitterly  of  the  Tory  Party ;  but  he  had 
no  comment  to  make  on  the  Budget. 
He  had  no  fault  to  find  with  it,  and  it 
was  a  most  singular  feature  in  connec- 
tion with  the  discussion  of  that  evening 
that,  although  the  Budget  presented  an 
enormous  deficit,  not  a  single  Badical 
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economist  had  uttered  an  exprenioa  of 
lament,  regret,  or  mortification  at  ths 
terrible  and  unexpected  condition  of  tik» 
finances  of  the  country  which  the  state- 
ment of  the  Chancellor  of  the  £x^eq«r 
had  presented  to  the  Committee.  TW 
hon.  Member  for  Bradford,  no  do«bC, 
felt  that  condition  of  the  finance  of  tb 
country ;  but  he  had  turned  it  upon  tbi 
Tory  Party,  and  said  that  thej  M 
never  been  able  to  make  any  efforts  &r 
the  country  because  the  country  bid  lot 
supported  them.  He  thought  that  wm 
a  singular  statement  for  the  bon.  Mab- 
ber  to  make.  He  recollected  that  abotf 
three  years  ago  the  greatest  eoonomiita^ 
all  the  Badical  Party  opposite— tbeba. 
Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Eylands— 
got  up  and  moved  a  Besolntion,  afktf 
long  Notice,  practically  directing,  as  a 
Order  of  the  House,  a  reduction  in  ^ 
charges  of  Civil  Service  Expenditnv. 
He  made  a  great  speech,  and  the  Tmj 
Party  came  down  prepared  to  isifart 
the  hon.  Member,  who  was  ansvered  \/j 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury.  TW 
right  hon.  Gentleman  accepted  tiie  M»> 
tion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Buinhj  « 
condition  that  he  inserted  worda  «m 
deprived  that  Motion  of  any  valaewbat- 
ever.  The  words  were  "  coiuiiilaatiy 
with  the  efficiency  of  the  Public  SarnWr" 
and  by  their  addition  the  object  of  thi 
hon.  Member  was  fnistrmted  tad  d^ 
stroyed.  With  the  permission  of  tk 
Committee,  he  would  like  to  refer  I* 
another  point  in  the  statement  of  tki 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  The  n^K 
hon.  Gentleman  had  been  extremdj  im- 
pressive and  virtuous  on  the  snbiwt  d 
not  placing  the  whole  of  theee  cwif" 
on  the  class  who  owned  propsrtj-  ^ 
was  necessary,  he  said,  in  theiateretf  ^ 
sound  finance — and  he  quoted  IVota* 
Fawcett — that  articles  of  ooneamf^a 
should  be  taxed  in  order  that  ^  laff* 
of  the  people  miffht  feel  that  poliw 
power  brought  wiUi  itsomepoli^ol^ 
advantage.  How  did  the  nf^J^ 
Gentleman  work  it  out  ?  He  wofiW 
for  £6,000,000  or  £7,000,000  bj  *^ 
tion,  and  by  his  equal  distribution  of  taxa- 
tion between  property  and  artkl*  " 
consumption  he  apportioned  fi.iM'^ 
to  the  former  and  £1,500.00«  to  *• 
latter.  He  should  be  loth  to  bi|* 
with  so  great  a  financial  anthon?  ■* 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex^somt;  ^ 
he  doubted,  and  he  believed  tW  aitf? 
others  would  donbty  that  ^  ffmi  * 
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soand  principle  of  finance  so  insisted 
upon  by  Professor  Fawoett,  and  quoted 
8o  grandiosely  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, had  been  in  any  degree  carried 
out.  Now,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer made  a  remark  about  having  paid 
off  War  Charges  entailed  on  the  present 
Government  by  their  Predecessors.  That 
was  a  favourite  argument  of  the  present 
Government,  and  no  one  had  resorted  to 
it  more  frequently  than  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury.  He  resorted  to  it  in 
the  speech  at  Mid  Lothian  to  which  be 
had  referred.  Excusing  the  high  ex- 
penditure of  the  present  Government, 
lie  said — 

*'  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  this,  that  the  main 
•anse  of  the  present  expenditure  of  the  country 
being  so  high  is  the  Military  Charges,  which 
are  mainly  due  to  the  poliey  of  the  foregoing 
Gorerxmient  and  the  engagements  they  haye 
Middled  on  those  who  have  succeeded  them.*' 

He  should  not  think  of  introducing  any 
elements  of  discord  into  the  present  de- 
bate by  discussing  that  subject ;  but  he 
thought  anyone  could  scarcely  charge 
on  the  late  Government  the  £6,500,000 
which  were  being  taken  for  special  pre- 
parations to  meet  the  advance  of  Eussia 
on  Ladia.  This  was  a  great  feature  of 
the  present  Budget.  There  was  a  deBcit 
of  £15,000,000,  which  arose  out  of  the 
policy  of  the  present  Government,  and 
with  which  the  late  Government  could 
have  had  no  connection  whatever.  There 
were  other  charges  undoubtedly,  and 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said 
they  had  been  bequeathed  to  the  pre- 
sent Government  by  their  Predecessors, 
and  in  the  same  speech  from  which  he 

iLord  Bandolph  Churchill)  quoted,  the 
rirst  Lord  of  the  Treasury  said  that— 

*'The  four  Ust  halance  sheets  of  the  late 
GK>Temment  presented  an  aggregate  deficiency 
of  £7,330,000.^» 

Of  course,  that  was  a  very  telling  obser- 
yation  to  make  to  an  audience  in  the 
country;  but  he  would  suggest  to  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  and  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  their 
followers,  who  generally  took  anything 
offered  to  them  with  the  devotion  of  the 
followers  of  Mahomet,  whether  they 
were  not  pressing  that  argument  a  little 
too  far.  Of  course,  it  was  not  altogether 
certain  that  when  the  next  General  Elec- 
tion had  been  held,  and  when  the  new 
electors  had  been  consulted  and  had 
given  their  verdict — it  was  not  abso- 
uitely  certain  that  the  present  Govern- 


ment would  be  able  to  occupy  the  Trea- 
sury Bench,  and  were  they  not  setting 
an  example  to  their  possible  Successors 
with  regard  to  this  bequest  argument 
which  they  might  use  with  effect  here- 
after ?  How  would  the  case  stand  if  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  that  side  of  the  House 
took  the  place  of  those  on  the  Treasury 
Bench  ?  They  would  then  begin  to  talk 
about  the  bequest  argument ;  they  would 
find  that  when  they  left  Office  in  1880 
the  National  Expenditure  stood  at 
£83,000,000 ;  but  they  would  also  find 
that  the  present  Government  had  be- 
queathed to  them  a  National  Expendi- 
ture of  £100,000,000;  they  would  find 
that  when  they  left  Office  in  1880  they 
bequeathed  to  their  Successors  a  deficit 
of  £7,000,000,  and  they  would  find  when 
they  came  into  Office  that  they  succeeded 
to  a  legacy  of  £15,000,000.  Those  were 
matters  which  he  thought  were  not  un- 
worthy of  the  consideration  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  he  certainly  thought 
they  ought  to  have  the  close  attention 
of  the  country.  He  would  not  con- 
gratulate the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  on  the 
clearness  and  ability  with  which  he  had 
made  his  speech,  because  any  congratuT 
lation  coming  from  him  would  be  alto« 
gether  supeiSuous,  as  he  had  already 
received  it  from  the  authorized  quarters ; 
but  he  did  congratulate  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  from  the  bottom  of  his  heart 
on  the  extraordinary  success  with  which 
he  had  supplied  his  opponents  with  ar- 
guments for  conducting  the  political 
campaign  which  would  shortly  open,  and 
for  having  enabled  them  to  prove  to  the 
country  beyond  all  possibility  of  doubt 
the  absolute  superiority  of  Tory  finance. 
TheCHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childers):  Sir  Arthur 
Otway,  I  think  the  time  has  come  when 
I  should  endeavour  to  answer  the  ques- 
tions put  to  me  in  the  course  of  this  de- 
bate, and  I  will  do  so  as  briefly  as  pos- 
sible. I  may  say  at  once  that  it  will 
not  be  my  duty  to  reply  to  any  state- 
ments made  this  evening  other  than 
those  which  have  been  addressed  to  me 
in  order  to  elucidate  any  points  in  my 
Statement  which  may  not  have  been 
sufficiently  clear.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  North  Devon 
(Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  has  expressed 
very  clearly  what  is  the  custom  on  these 
occasions— namely,  without  entering  into 
a  long  discussion  on  financial  policy,  to 
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endeavour   to  obtain  [from  the   Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  such  explanations 
of  his  speech  as  may  be  required,  and 
then  to  go  to  a  formal   vote   on    the 
several  Besolutions  placed  before   the 
Committee,   so   that  those   [Resolutions 
may  be  reported  and  a  Bill  introduced 
as  soon  as  possible.     I  say,  therefore, 
having  listened  with  great  care  to  the 
financial  proposals  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Queen's  County  (Mr.  A.  O'Connor), 
to  which  he  devoted  the  greater  part  of 
an  hour,  that  he  will,  perhaps,  forgive 
me  for  not  going  into  those  questions, 
because  I  do  not  consider  that  this  is  a 
fitting  time  for  their  discussion  ;  and  it 
is,  therefore,  from  no  disrespect  to  the 
hon.  Member  that  I  do  not  enter  upon 
them.     My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
the    University  of  London    (Sir  John 
Lubbock)  has   asked  me  whether  the 
Circular  which   we  put  forward  in  re- 
gard to   the  payment  of  dividends  to- 
morrow is  in  accordance  with  custom  and 
legality  ?    My  answer   is,  that  it  is  a 
Circular  in  accordance  with  custom  and 
legality.     It  has  always  been  the  prac- 
tice, when  Besolutions  for  raising  taxes 
have  been  adopted  by  Parliament  on  an 
occasion   like  the  present,    that  those 
taxes  should  come  into  operation  on  the 
following    day,   and  the  necessary   in- 
structions have  always  been  given   by 
the  Treasury.     It  is  particularly  neces- 
sary that  this  rule  should  be  followed  on 
the  present  occasion,  because  it  is  very 
rarely  the  case  that  the  Budget  is  post- 
poned until  the  last  day  of  April,  and 
on  the  1st  day  of  May  very  large  sums 
have  to  be  paid  from  which  Income  Tax 
has  to  be  deducted.     With  regard   to 
the  duties  on  spirits,  wines,  and  beer, 
several  hon.  Gentlemen  who  have  spoken 
to-night  appear  to  think  that  the  taxa- 
tion of  those  articles  has  hitherto  been 
placed  on  the  same  footing— that  is  to 
say,  that  some  regard  has  been  had  to 
the  quantity  of  alcohol  in  wine,   beer, 
and  spirits  respectively — and  that  if  the 
taxation  on  spirits  were  increased  there 
must  necessarily  be   an  equivalent  in- 
crease of  taxation  on  the  alcohol  in  other 
beverages.    I  say  at  once  that  that  has 
never  been  the  principle  adopted  by  Par- 
liament.   The  principle  on  which  the 
Spirit  Duties  proceed  is  perfectly  well 
knowD,  and  it  has  no  regard  to  the 
quantity  of  alcohol  contained  in  other 
articles  on  which  duties  are  imposed, 
^ut  I  have  been  asked  whether  the  pro- 
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posals  I  am  now  making  are  not  imiiir 
towards  Ireland  as  compared  with  Soot- 
land  and  England?  I  will  exjdiiitD 
the  Committee  the  effect  of  tiie  pn>- 
posals  we  have  made  so  far  as  thereiitifv 
payments  by  Ireland  and  by  Engiiid 
are  concerned.  Spirits  are  oonrasid 
per  head  in  England  to  a  le«  extot 
than  in  Ireland  or  Scotland.  Besii 
almost  exclusively  drunk  in  En^asd- 
that  is  to  say,  the  amount  of  beer  dnnk 
in  Ireland  or  Scotland  per  head  is  far 
less.  But  if  we  add  together  the  ca»- 
sumption  of  the  three  countries  so  bn 
as  beer  and  home-made  spiritB  aneoi- 
cerned,  the  additional  sum  whidi  I  Mi- 
mate  will  be  received  onder  the  Bid|K 
from  spirits  and  beer  will  hU  to  tb 
extent  of  73  per  cent  on  Engiaod.  H 
cent  on  Scotland,  and  1 3  per  cent  on  \» 
land.  Now,  I  think  tbat  theae  pemt* 
ages  cannot  be  said  to  be  nnfiir  to 
Ireland ;  and  I  shall  be  glad  to  fb»v 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  if  It 
wishes  it,  the  foundation  of  mj  iti^ 
ment.  Foreign  spirits  are  almost  «• 
tirely  consumed  in  England ;  and  if  tbj 
are  included  the  proportions  £dIiBf « 
Ireland  and  Scotland  will  be  much  W 
My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Stocl- 
ton  (Mr.  Dodds),  whom  I  thank  for^ 
kind  words  with  regard  to  the  Brff* 
has  asked  me,  with  respect  to  the  tis* 
tion  of  corporate  property,  to  vto 
extent  property  held  for  charitable  p©- 

r)8e8  will  be  affected  by  onr  pwp**- 
must  ask  my  hon.  Friend  to  lesn  ^ 
question  until  the  Bill  is  printed,  «h« 
he  will  see  what  proposals  we  v^ 
with  regard  to  the  taxation  of  chint*^' 
property.  One  or  two  hon.  M«ih* 
have  referred  to  the  TVine  Dntiei»  •» 
have  said  that  if  the  duty  on  beer  *•» 
to  be  increased  we  should  also  iDcn* 
the  duty  on  wine.  Now,  I  ^'J 
careful  to  state  to-night  that  «** 
year  1860  the  ordinary  fiscal  priaop 
which  have  been  applied  to  the  USts^ 
of  articles  of  consumption  have no<^ 
understood  to  be  ajpplicable  to  *^*"*r 
of  wine*  The  duties  on  wine  hf  ** 
the  last  quarter  of  a  century  be«^ 
nected  with  our  commercial  armg'^f* 
with  the  great  wine-growing  co«itB* 
That  has  been  a  cardinal  point  ii  ^ 
finance  for  the  last  25  years.  !*•  ^ 
duction  in  the  Wine  Dutiei  fr^*^ 
1«.  and  2#.  ^.  per  gallon,  wU*  *?: 
place  in  1860,  was  oontemporan«*  r^ 
a  gpreat  increase  in  the  Spirit  W*" 
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bat  the  two  operations  had  no  connection 
whatever.    Then  1  am  told  that  if  you 
increase  the  duty  on  beer  you  should 
also  increase  the  duty  on  wine,  because 
wine  at  the  present  moment,  in  com- 
parison with  beer,  pays  a  lower  duty. 
Now,  Sir,  that  is  a  mistake.  The  present 
duty  on  wine  averages  above  25  per  cent 
of  its  value,  whereas  the  duty  on  beer 
is  only  20  per  cent.     Taking  into  ac- 
count, again,  only  alcoholic  strength,  the 
duty  on  beer  is  not  nearly  as  high  as 
that  on  wine.    The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Chelsea    (Mr.  Firth)   has 
asked  some  questions  with  regard  to  the 
taxation    of    corporate    property,    and 
whether  I  would  agree  to  the  printing 
of  a  Betum,  of  which  I  must  confess 
that  I  know  little  or  nothing.     I  cannot 
undertake  to  print  the  Beturn  without 
seeing  more  of  it ;  but,  if  I  find  it  de- 
sirable, I  will  do  so.      Beference  has 
also  been  made  to  the  telephone  business 
which  we  have  been  asked  to  acquire, 
and  so  improve  our  telegraph  revenue. 
But  I  certainly    am   not  di^K>8ed    to 
take  over  the  business  of  the  Telephone 
Companies  until  I  know   much  more, 
not  only  as  to  their  present,  but  as  to 
their  future  solvency.    This  is,  therefore, 
a  matter  for  serious  inquiry,  respecting 
which  I  cannot  off-hand  satisfy  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend.    The  hon.  Member 
for  East  Sussex  (Mr.  Gregory)  has  asked 
several  questions   involving    points  of 
technical  detail  with  reference  to  the 
proposed  increase  of  taxation  on  the 
succession  to  real  property.    I  think  it  is 
hiurdly  worth  while,  on  the  present  occa- 
sion, to  reply  to  highly  technical  ques- 
tions; but  on  this  subject  the  House  will 
be  shortly  in  possession  of  full  details. 
My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford  (Mr.   Illingworth)    also  spoke  of 
the  proposed  exemptions  in  the  tax  on 
corporate  property,  and  perhaps  he  will 
do  well  to  wait  until  he  sees  the  Bill  and 
recognizes  the  difficulties  that  surround 
it.     When  the  Bill  is  before  the  House 
we   shall   be    very    glad  of   whatever 
assistance  he  can  give  us  in  debating  it. 
The    hon.    and    learned    Member  for 
Chatham  (Mr.    Gorst)   asked  me  some 
questions  as  to  Terminable  Annuities. 
He  quoted  from  some  Betum,  but  he 
did  not  tell  me   exactly  what  it  was. 
[Mr.  Goest:  The  Beturn  of  1884.]    I 
do  not  think  that  is  a  Betam  of  mine. 
1   do  not  think  it   is  the  Betum  that 
professes  to  give  the  Terminable  An- 


nuities under  the  three  heads  laid  down 
in  1883.     If  he  will  refer  to  the  Be- 
turn of  1883  he  will  find  that  these  Ter- 
minable Annuities  were  divided  under 
three  heads,   and  that  the  amount  of 
capital  to  be  paid  off  under  them  was  al- 
together about  the  sum  I  named  for  this 
year.    There  are  other  Terminable  An- 
nuities and  other  methods  of  reducing 
the  Debt  now  in  force ;  but  with  these 
I  do  not  propose  to  deal.    When  life 
Annuities  are  granted    Stock   is   can- 
celled,  and  Annuities  are  granted  in- 
stead ;  but  with  these  I  do  not  propose 
to  interfere.    Nor  do  I  propose  to  touch 
the  New  Sinking  Fund,  or  me  Stock  can- 
celled under  Land  Tax  and  other  opera- 
tions.   All  these  methods  with  which 
we  do  not  propose  to  interfere  cancel 
Stock  to  the  extent  of  something  like 
£2,000,000  a-year.    It  will  be  found 
that  the  amount  which  we  propose  to 
raise  to  make  good  the  deficiency  of  the 
present  year  is  not  far  from  the  amount 
of  Stock  cancelled  under  these  three 
heads ;  so  that  in  point  of  fact,  though 
not  in  point  of  form,  what  we  shall 
have  to  intercept  this  year  will  be  as 
nearly  as  possible  the  exact  amount  of 
Funded  Debt  cancelled  this  year;  but 
if  we  interfered  with  these  three  pro- 
cesses  we  should   cause    great  incon- 
venience, so  that  we  only  interfere  with 
the  Terminable  Annuities  under  the  Act 
of   1883,   leaving  the  o^er   processes 
alone.     I  said  in  my  original  statement 
that  it  was  extremely  difficult  to  under- 
stand, not  the  Terminable  Annuities, 
which    are  perfectly   simple,   but    the 
other  operations  by  which  tiie  Debt  is  re- 
duced or  Stock  cancelled,  and  that  there- 
fore I  would  lay  on  the  Table  a  Treasury 
Minute,  which  would  explain  the  opera- 
tions.   I  have  been  asked  a  question, 
which  really  has  nothing  to  do  with  the 
Budget,  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Queen's 
County  (Mr.  A.  O'Connor).    Upon  the 
operations  he  refers  to  I  can  give  him 
further  details  if  he  wishes ;  but  the  re- 
sult of  what  we  have  done  we  conceive 
to  be  satisfactory.  I  shall  be  glad  if  the 
Committee  will  now  pass  all  these  dif- 
ferent Besolutions,   in  order  that  they 
may  be  reported  as  soon  as  possible, 
and  that  we  may  found  our  Bill  upon 
them.     The  effect  of  passing  them,  I 
repeat,  where  they  relate  to  questions 
of  Customs  and  Excise,  or  Income  Tax, 
will  be  to  enable  us  at  once  to  raise  the 
new  duties,  though,  if  the  Budget  pro- 
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posals  are  absolutely  rejected,  there  will 
De  no  authority  for  the  additional  pay- 
ments beyond  the  statutory  rates  of 
duty,  and  those  who  have  paid  on  the 
increased  scale  will  be  entitled  to  be 
repaid  the  excess.  It  is  absolutely  ne- 
cessary that  what  I  propose  should  be 
done  with  regard  to  these  duties.  With 
respect  to  the  Death  Duties  and  the 
Corporation  Duty,  the  present  rates  of 
duty  will  not  be  increased  until  the  Bill 
has  received  the  approval  of  Parliament. 
If  I  have  not  made  myself  clear,  and  any 
hon.  Member  will  put  a  question  to  me, 
I  shall  be  very  glad  to  give  every  expla- 
nation in  my  power. 

LoBD  GEOEGE  HAMILTON  said, 
that  he  only  rose  in  consequence  of  one 
of  the  last  observations  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer. As  he  understood,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  stated  that  the]  Besolutions 
upon  which  a  Bill  containing  an  altera- 
tion in  the  Death  Duties  would  be 
founded  would  not  be  passed  that 
Slight. 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childeks)  :  No,  no  ! 

LoBD  GEORGE  HAMILTON :  The 
Besolutions  upon  which  to  found  the 
Bill  will  not  be  passed  to-night  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childers)  :  I  am  afraid 
I  have  not  made  myself  clear  to  the 
noble  Lord.  The  Resolutions  will  be 
passed  to-night.  We  shall  ask  for  them 
in  order  to  found  a  Bill  upon  them. 
We  cannot  introduce  a  Bill  without 
Resolutions ;  but  those  relating  to  the 
Death  Duties,  the  Corporation  Tax,  and 
the  Stamps  on  Bonds,  will  not  be  acted 
upon  until  the  Bill  is  passed. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  said, 
then  he  wished  to  put  a  question  upon 
that,  and  he  should  have  done  so  before 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  rose,  only 
that  he  had  seen  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  risen  immediately  upon 
an  hon.  Member  sitting  down  in  order  to 
reply,  and  he  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
did  not  desire  to  interfere  between  him 
and  the  House.  He  understood  the 
proposal  to  increase  the  Death  Duties 
was  for  the  purpose  of  equalizing  the 
payments  which  those  inheriting  real 
and  personal  property  respectively  made. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  estimated  that 
he  would  get  by  his  increase  on  equalizing 
the  Death  Duties  an  additional  sum 
of  £200,000  a-y ear.  Now,  that  £200,000 
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was  only  a  75th  part  of  the  deficiency 
which  he  hoped  to  supply.  He  also 
asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  if  he 
had  considered  what  the  effect  of  his 
proposal,  if  it  were  logically  carried  out, 
must  necessarily  be  ?  As  he  understood, 
every  person  who  inherited  real  pro- 
perty, or  had  an  interest  in  real  pro- 
perty, was  hereafter  to  pay  exactly  the 
same  sum  as  a  person  who  inherited  an 
equivalent  sum  in  personalty  ? 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Chilbers)  :  Practically  the 
same 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON :  Very 
well.  He  wanted  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  consider  what  the  effect  would 
be  as  regarded  a  large  number  of  humble 
persons  who  under  recent  legislation  had 
acquired  and  would  hereafter  inherit  an 
interest  in  real  property.  Take  the  case 
of  the  tenants  in  Ireland.  Every  single 
tenant  in  that  country  had  an  interest 
in  real  property — that  was  to  say,  an  in- 
terest in  the  farm  which  he  occupied. 

Mk.  GLADSTONE:  No,  no ;  that  is 
personalty. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON:  Let 
them  follow  it  out.  The  landlord  had 
a  certain  property.  That  property  was 
estimated  to  be  of  a  certain  value. 
But  the  whole  of  that  value  did  not  be- 
long to  the  landlord.  A  certain  portion 
of  it  belonged  to  the  tenant,  unquestion- 
ably, and  under  recent  legislation  the 
Government  had  transferred  that  portion 
from  the  landlord  to  the  tenant. 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  I  say  that  that 
is  a  personal  interest. 

LoBD  GEORGE  HAMILTON:  No; 
it  was  not  a  personal  interest.  Under 
the  legislation  of  the  Land  Act  a  certain 
portion  of  the  value  of  a  farm  was  trans- 
ferred to  the  tenant,  and  if  the  landlord 
was  assessed  upon  his  interest  in  that 
holding  it  would  fall  short  of  the  full 
value  of  the  holding.  Well,  that  being 
so,  the  interest  was  one  which  was  de- 
rived from  real  property.  It  was  an 
interest  which  was  recognii;ed  by  law, 
and  which  could  be  bequeathed  by  law ; 
and  it  was  an  interest  upon  which  the 
tenant  could  raise  money.  Now,  he  un- 
derstood that  that  interest  was  not  to  be 
subjected  to  an  increased  Death  Duty. 
Then  who  was  to  pay  the  increased 
duty  on  that  portion  of  the  property 
which  did  not  belong  to  the  landlord  ? 
~  A  laugh,']  The  Prime  Minister  laughed ; 
ut  the  property  had  a  certain  value, 
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and  only  a  portion  of  it  belonged  to  a 
certain  individual.  Who  was  to  be 
taxed  for  the  remainder?  Somebody 
must  be  taxed ;  and  it  was  plain,  if  it 
was  not  the  landlord,  that  it  was  the 
tenant.  Upon  that  matter  he  wished 
to  have  a  clear  statement  from  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.  There  was  a 
movement  taking  place  in  the  country 
by  which  the  number  of  proprietors  was 
being  increased ;  but  if  this  proposal  of 
increasing  the  Death  Duties  were  pushed, 
as  he  understood  the  Chancellor  of  the 
exchequer  intended  to  push  it,  to  its 
fall  conclusion,  it  was  clear  that  all 
those  who  had  an  interest  in  land  would 
be  subjected  to  a  taxation  from  which 
tbey  had  previously  been  exempted. 
[The  Ohancellob  of  the  Exchequeb  dis- 
sented.] The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer shook  his  head ;  but  would  he  say 
who  had  to  pay  that  tax  ? 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  thbEXCHE- 
QU£E  (Mr.  Childees)  said,  that  the 
interest  of  the  tenant  in  his  holding  was 
personal  property,  in  the  same  way  that 
the  ownership  of  a  lease  was  personalty. 
Whenever  a  person  who  was  in  the  en- 
joyment of  leasehold  property  died,  and 
that  property  passed  to  somebody  else, 
the  new  inheritor,  whoever  he  might  be, 
had  to  pay  on  the  amount  as  personid 
property.  The  landlord's  interest  in  it 
did  not  come  to  be  subjected  to  duty 
until  the  landlord  died. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  :  This 
is  not  leasehold  property. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  theEXOHE- 
OTTER  (Mr.  Childees)  said,  that  the 
two  did  not  come  under  the  charge  at 
the  same  time.  The  leaseholder's  pro- 
perty was  charged  when  he  died;  the  land- 
h>rd'8  property  when  he  died. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  I 
am  sorry  to  trouble  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman once  more ;  but  he  was  under- 
stood to  say  that  the  Estimates  which 
had  been  presented  to  the  House  do  not 
even  now,  with  the  Vote  of  Credit,  re- 
present the  expenses  which  the  Govem- 
ment  contemplate.  It  was  understood 
that  there  would  be  an  Estimate  for  the 
expense  of  protecting  our  coaling  sta- 
tions abroad.  I  hope  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  explain  whether  that 
expense  is  included  in  the  estimated 
Expenditure  for  the  year  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childebs)  :  No.  What  I 
said  was  that,  in  describing  the  Expendi- 


ture of  this  year,  my  noble  Friend  (the 
Earl  of  Northbrook),  in  "  another  place," 
said  that  as  to  future  years  there  might 
be  certain  expenditure  connected  with 
the  protection  of  our  military  and  com- 
mercial harbours  for  which  no  provision 
has  been  made.  I  merely  made  that 
remark  as  a  caution,  and,  I  think,  a  very 
necessary  caution.  The  only  item  that 
I  referred  to  as  not  included  in  the  Esti- 
mates was  a  margin  of  £200,000  for 
Supplementary  Estimates. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH :  I 
should  also  like  to  ask  whether  we  are 
to  have  a  Supplementary  Estimate  for 
the  expenses  of  Sir  Charles  Warren's 
Expedition  to  Bechuanaland  ?  I  do  not 
understand  that  any  provision  for  this 
Expedition  has  been  made  in  the  Vote 
of  Credit,  nor  does  it,  so  far  as  I  can 
gather,  come  in  the  Estimate  for  the 
present  year.  As  the  Expedition  is  now 
doing  its  work,  some  provision  should  be 
made  for  the  expenditure  this  year. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childebs)  :  I  am  sorry 
that  I  have  not  made  myself  clear  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  upon  that 
point.  What  I  intended  to  say  was 
that  the  expense  of  that  Expedition — 
namely,  £500,000 — is  provided  for  in 
the  regular  Army  Estimates. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  he  did  not  think 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  answered  the  hon. 
Member  for  limerick  (Mr.  O'Sullivan)  on 
the  very  important  question  of  the  extra- 
ordinaiy  increase  of  taxation  upon  Ire- 
land. They  should  remember  that  the 
taxation  pressed  very  heavily  upon  that 
country.  It  should  also  be  borne  in 
mind  that  in  England  the  people  had 
the  consolation  of  knowing  that  it  was 
their  own  Ministers  who  put  additional 
taxation  upon  them  ;  but  in  Ireland  the 
people  knew  that  none  of  their  Repre- 
sentatives belonged  to  the  Administra- 
tion, except  one  Law  Officer,  who  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  imposition  of  this 
taxation.   The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 

?uer  had  diminished  the  case  of  the 
rish  Representatives  by  the  veiy  simple 
and  obvious  expedient  which  all  Chan- 
cellors of  the  Eixchequer  adopted  when 
they  were  mistaken.  He  had  under- 
rated the  result  of  the  tax.  He  had  put 
the  figure  down  at  some  £900,000  ;  out 
he  (Colonel  Nolan)  should  not  be  sur- 
prised if  it  amounted  to  £3,000,000  or 
£4,000,000.      There   were    £3,000,000 
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paid  on  spirits  in  Ireland,  and  if  they 
increased  the  duty  20  per  cent  lie  did 
not  believe  that  would  diminish  the  con- 
sumption very  materially.     The  duty 
was  already  so  high  that  the  people  who 
could  afford  to  <mnk  spirits  would  go 
on  drinking  them,   even  though  they 
had  to  pay  a  halfpenny  per  glass  more. 
A  man  would  be  almost  as  able  to  pay 
Sid.,  which  would  include  the  increased 
duty,  as  he  was  to  pay  Sd.    The  duty 
would  be  28.  There  would  be  64  glasses 
in  a  gallon  of  whisky,  which  was  sold 
by  the  glass  in  Ireland,  and  that  would 
come  to  28.  Sd.    There  was  no  middle 
money.     The  publican  could  not  put 
on  a  farthing,  and  therefore  he  would 
be  sure  to  put  on  a  halfpenny,  so  that 
they  were  now  putting  on  every  glass  of 
whisky  in  Ireland  an  extra  hali^enny, 
and  that  he  (Colonel  Nolan)  considered 
a  very  serious  thing.    This  one  com- 
modity was   already  frightfully   over- 
taxed.   He  did  not  believe  there  was 
too  much  alcohol  dnmk  in  Ireland.    He 
had  no  doubt  that  that  which  was  con- 
sumed was  unequally  distributed — that 
was  to  say,  that  he  had  no  doubt  that 
some  people  drank  too  much,  and  that 
other  people  were  too  poor  to  pay  for  it, 
and  drank  too  little.    He  did  not  agree 
with  those  who  condemned  the  use  of 
alcoholic  beverages.     The  best  medical 
authorities  said  that  a  certain  amount  of 
alcohol  did  good,  instead  of  harm ;  and 
he  must  confess  that  his  own  experience 
confirmed  that  view.      He  felt  it  his 
duty  to  enter  a  warm  protest  against 
the  manner  in  which  Ireland  was  being 
treated  in  this  matter.    He  could  under- 
stand the  reason  of  it — it  all  came  of  the 
fact  of  Ireland  being  subject  to  England, 
and  of  her  having  no  Hepresentatives  in 
the  Cabinet.    Ireland  was  not  allowed 
to  have  any  voice  in  the  question  of 
going  to  war.     The  question  was  not 
submitted  to  the  House  of  Commons. 
Members   were  told  that   it  was  un- 
patriotic to  ask  Questions,  and  the  result 
was  that  Irish  Members,  even  in  the 
House,  had  no  control  whatever  over 
the  question  of  peace  or  war.    Not  only 
were  the  Irish  Members  without  a  voice 
in  these  matters,  but  also  in  matters  so 
closely  affecting  them  as  the  imposition 
of  increased  tajcation  upon  commodities 
in  general  use  in  their  country.    The 
Government  picked  out  one   of  those 
commodities  and  put  the  heaviest  tax 
upon  it.    Already  it  was  taxed  150  per 

Colonel  Solan 


cent  over  its  value,  and  that 
now  to  be  increased  to  800  per 
Every  time  a  man  in  Ireland  dr 
glass  of  whisky  he  would  have  to  tknk 
the  English  Prime  Minister,  the  ^R^g^M^ 
Chancellor  of  the  Exche^er,  and  tte 
English  Cabinet,  who  had  brongiii  ip 
its  price  to  such  an  enormous 
by  their  taxation  consequent  upon 
spirited  foreign  policy.  He  did  not 
to  raise  a  quarrel  with  the  hen.  ~ 
for  West  Norfolk  (Mr.  Clare  Bead), 
really  represented  the  ag^coltiiral 
terest  so  well  in  that  House.  Tke 
Member  said  it  was  a  pitj  that 
any  agricultural  question  wa( 
the  interests  of  England,  Ireland, 
Scotland  should  appear  to  be  op| 
to  each  other.  He  (Colonel  Ni 
however,  thought  that  beer 
on  better  than  spirits.  He  had  Imd  • 
sufficient  length  of  time  in  England  ti 
know  that  the  English  people  were  §mi 
of  their  glass  of  beer.  He  did  not  tftalk 
it  was  as  wholesome  as  whisky;  te 
still  he  thought  that  a  certain  ai 
of  alcohol  taken  in  the  form  of 
very  good  and  proper.  Bat  he 
to  point  out  that  the  alcohol  in 
only  taxed  at  40,  while  that  in 
was  taxed  at  nearly  60.  Already 
were  taxed  four  times  as  mndi  m  In^ 
land,  in  proportion  to  the  popnlaftna,  m 
they  were  in  England,  and  it  was  mam 
proposed  to  still  further  increase  Art 
enormous  disproportion.  The  resell  tf 
the  action  of  the  Cabinet  wonld  only  te 
to  make  the  Irish  people  more  and  aa* 
feel  that  they  were  made  to  bear  tk* 
brunt  of  wars  entered  into  bytheGv- 
vemment,  and  which  were  not  by  air 
means  popular  in  Ireland.  The 
tion  was  not  merely  between 
and  England,  but  between  the 
classes  and  the  rich ;  the  poor  paid 
times  as  much  in  the  shape  of 
upon  their  beverages  as  ^le  nA  mU 
upon  their  wine.  It  appeared  tt>  an 
that  this  was  rather  a  rich  man's  Badcrt . 
certainly  it  was  more  an  EogiakttM 
an  Irish  Budget.  The  ChanceQor  d 
the  Exchequer  had  declared  that  tb* 
Wine  Duties  stood  on  a  special  hati^ 
because  they  were  the  oatoome  e<  Fiv 
Trade  arrangements  with  foreiga  ceaft- 
tries.  Perhaps  the  right  boa.  GmtSf^ 
man  objected  to  the  phraae ;  etill  be  M 
pointed  out  that  the  Wine 
they  at  present  stood,  bad  b««a 
in  consideration  of  certain  ad' 
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^wliicli  we  had  received  from  the  foreign 
countries  in  which  the  wine  was  pro- 
duced.    If  the  interests  of  foreign  coun- 
teies  were  to  he  considered,  surely  the 
Xrish  people  had  a  right  to  demand  con- 
sideration for  their  interests.    But  how 
did  the  Irish  people  know  that  any  re- 
presentations they  made  would  be  at- 
tended to  ?  Who  had  they  on  the  Front 
Ministerial  Bench  to  speak  for  them  ? 
It  was  true  that  they  had  the  Solicitor 
Oeneral  for  Ireland  ;   but  did  anyone 
suppose  for  a  moment  that  that  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  ever  interfered 
in   any  question  which  was  not  of  a 
legal  character  ?    He  would  reserve  his 
opinion  with  regcu*d  to  the  question  of 
taxing  corporate  property,  simply  ob- 
serving that  that   proposal  might  be 
made  most  oppressive  in  Ireland.     If  it 
liad  not  been  for  some  answers  the  right 
lion.  Gentleman  had  g^ven  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  lUingworth) 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Salford  (Mr. 
Arnold) — whom  he  (Colonel  Nolan)  had 
been  astonished  to  find  introducing  this 
question — it  would  have  seemed  to  him 
tliat  such  bodies  as  looked   after  the 
schools  in  Ireland  would  have  to  care- 
fully consider  this  matter.  He  was  glad 
to  hear  that  on  that  question  Ireland 
had  nothing  to  fear  from  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer.    He  trusted  he  was 
not  mistaken,  and  that  in  Ireland  all 
those  who  managed  those  schools  would 
find  that  they  had  no  additional  taxation 
to  pay. 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE  (Mr.  Childers)  said,  that  the 
Irish  people  would  gain  rather  than  the 
reverse  in  the  matter  referred  to.  With 
regard  to  the  larger  question  of  the  duties 
upon  beer  and  spirits,  he  would  ask 
hon.  Members  to  defer  raising  it  to  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  whidi  would 
liave  to  be  founded  upon  the  Besolu- 
tions.  The  Government  were  anxious 
to  get  the  Besolutions  passed,  so  that 
the  Bill  might  be  set  up  without  delay. 

Mr.  E.  H.  PAGET  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  g^ven  them  figures 
with  regard  to  taxation  of  property 
covering  four  different  series  of  yecu*s. 
Would  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  be 
ffood  enough  to  lay  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House,  in  the  form  of  a  Eetum,  the 
figures  he  had  g^ven  them  with  the  details 
showing  how  those  figures  had  been 
arrived  at?  In  those  figures  he  had 
contrasted  the  incidence  of  taxation  on 


articles  of  consumption  with  the  inci- 
dence of  taxation  on  property.  He  had 
assured  the  Committee  that  the  figures 
had  been  decided  upon  after  mature 
consideration,  and  might  be  relied  upon 
as  perfectly  correct.  He  (Mr.  Paget) 
did  not  dispute  that ;  but  it  would  be 
interesting  to  go  into  details  as  to  how 
the  figures  were  made  up.  He  would 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  be  good 
enough  to  lay  on  the  Table  of  the  House 
a  Eetum  of  the  groups  of  figures  show- 
ing those  details.  There  was  one  other 
question  he  should  like  to  put  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  explanation  a  few  minutes 
since  was  that  he  proposed  to  place  real 
and  personal  property,  so  far  as  it  was 
possible,  on  a  footing  of  perfect  equalitv  ; 
and  he  (Mr.  Paget)  wished  to  ask  tne 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  was 
prepared  to  introduce  that  equality  in 
the  manner  in  which  the  Income  Tax 
was  levied  on  realty  and  on  personalty  ? 
On  real  property  Income  Tax  was  levied 
on  gross  rental ;  but  not  so  on  personalty. 
The  point  was  one  to  which  ne  wished 
to  direct  the  attention  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman;  because,  to  be  consistent, 
and  to  put  those  two  descriptions  of 
property  on  a  footing  of  perfect  equality, 
they  must  make  a  change  in  the  inci- 
dence of  the  Income  Tax  as  it  fell  at 
present  upon  land  and  upon  houses.  It 
fell  at  present  upon  the  g^ss  rental 
without  any  deduction ;  and  in  the  case 
of  land,  and  still  more  in  the  case  of 
houses,  the  actual  receipts  could  never 
reach  within  a  very  large  percentage  of 
the  gross  rental  on  which  the  Income  Tax 
was  charged.  If  those  two  descriptions 
of  property  were  put  upon  a  perfect 
footing  of  equality,  and  funds  and  rail- 
way shares  and  other  stocks  were  taxed 
in  the  same  way  as  the  rental  of  houses 
and  land,  a  change  must  be  made  in  the 
incidence  of  the  tax  upon  realty.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  recommended 
the  farmers  of  England  to  show  their 
accounts,  and  to  allow  their  Income  Tax 
to  be  charged  upon  the  profits  which 
they  really  made.  Would  he  extend 
that  to  those  farmers  of  England  who 
were  yeomen  farmers,  owning  their  own 
land,  so  that  they  might  treat  the  whole 
of  their  interest  in  that  land  as  a  busi- 
ness ?  Would  they  be  allowed,  where 
they  could  show  a  profit,  to  be  charged 
Income  Tax  on  that  profit ;  and  where 
they  could  show  that  there  had  been  no 
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profit  at  ally  would  they  be  permitted  to 
enjoy  the  same  treatment  that  was  given 
to  the  owner  of  every  other  kind  of  pro- 
perty ?  The  man  who  farmed  his  own 
land  had  to  pay  the  landlord's  tax  whe- 
ther he  made  a  profit  or  not.  The  only 
exemption  he  could  claim  was  that  of 
the  occupier's  tax.  

ThbOHANOELLOE  op  the  EXOHE- 
QUEB  (Mr.  Childebs)  said,  that  was 
a  question  as  to  the  incidence  of  Sche- 
dule A,  and  he  had  no  reason  to  believe 
that  the  incidence  of  Schedule  A  was  not 
perfectly  proper.  He  was  not  prepared 
to  admit  diat  it  should  be  altered.  As 
to  the  other  question  put  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  he  (the  Ohancellor  of  the 
Exchequer)  had  recommended  that  the 
incidence  of  taxation  on  real  property 
on  transference  on  the  occasion  of  a 
death  should  be  made  as  far  as  possible 
the  same  as  the  incidence  on  personalty ; 
but  he  had  said  nothing  about  the  In- 
come Tax.  As  to  the  Hetum  asked  for, 
he  thought  it  might  be  possible  to  pre- 
sent it;  but  he  would  consult  those  who 
would  be  able  to  help  him  in  framing  it. 
It  would  certainly  be  a  useful  Eetum. 

Mb.  MAO  IYER  wished  to  raise  an 
emphatic  protest  against  that  portion  of 
the  Budget  which  related  to  the  Spanish 
Wine  Duties.  He  hoped  to  state  at  greater 
length  on  another  occasion  his  objections 
to  the  proposal  to  reduce  those  Spanish 
Wine  Duties,  and  all  he  would  say  now 
was  that  it  was  most  mischievous,  and 
that  it  would  have  to  be  very  carefully 
considered.  It  was  part  of  a  general 
commercial  arrangement  with  Spain 
which  would,  no  doubt,  suit  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  Illingworth) 
and  certain  other  hon.  Members  who 
represented  constituencies  in  the  North 
of  England ;  but  it  would  not  suit  the 
country  at  large.  They  would  not  get 
equal  freedom  imder  it,  and  if  such  pro- 
posals were  carried  out  it  would  bo 
found  that  they  would  place  their  Aus- 
tralian Oolonies  under  a  very  great  dis- 
advantage with  regard  to  their  wines. 
Under  those  circumstances,  he  felt 
bound  to  enter  an  emphatic  protest. 

Me.  CAUSTON  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther  the  extra  1«.  per  barrel  added  to  the 
Beer  Duty  was  to  be  regarded  merely  as 
a  temporary  war  tax  or  as  a  permanent 
increase  of  the  duty  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childebs)  said,  he  did  not 
propose  to  make  any  limitation.    The 

Mr.  R.  H,  Paget 


Resolution  would  simply  raise  ths  Beer 
Tax  from  6«.  Zd.  to  7«.  Zd,  per  bancL 

Mb.  BIQGAR  wished  to  offer  &  ifv 
remarks  upon  the   Budget   genenHj, 
and  especially  upon  that  part  of  itvkick 
dealt  with  those  unfortunate  liquor  ttm 
At  present  they  had  nothing  to  do  vitk 
the  question  as  to  whether  the  ooi^ 
was  really  to  be  spent  or  not;  or  wbe- 
ther,  if  spent,  it  was  to  be  ts^eoX  in  tki 
Soudan  or  in  Afghanistan.    All  tkit 
they  liad  to  deed  with  that  night  vas;k 
fact  that  a  certain  amount  of  mone^bii 
to  be  raised,  and  the  question  was  wi- 
ther the  way  in  which  it  was  P'ofio**^ 
to  raise  it  was  the  right  way.   Ttm 
was  one  part  of  the  Budget  of  whieb  b 
very  much  approved — ^at  part  wfckk 
related  to  what  were  called  the  IM 
Duties.    He  did  not  know  whether  is 
was  likely  to  be  carried  out  in  its  dete3» 
in  a  judicious  way  with  which  no  fah 
could  be  found,  especially  in  tho  pnn* 
sion  which  related  to  corporate  propsi^; 
but  he  confessed  that  it  aeraied  to  hni 
that  this  business  of  the  Death  PetMi 
was  likely  to  be  a  pretty  smart  tax^ 
the  owners  of  landed  property.   He  kai 
not  much  sympathy  with  hon.  Hetabo 
who  represented  the    landowniag  i^ 
terest ;  but  he  thought  they  wen  aov 
going  to  bear  quite  as  large  a  proportioi 
of  the  taxation  as  they  were  entitM  ^ 
bear.      The  Death    Duties  had  bea 
threatened  for  a  very  long  timfi;  ^ 
now  it  seemed  as  though,  in  what  w 
probably  a  temporary  Budget,  pat  • 
for  a  special  object  under  eiMpt» 
circumstances,  a  change  was  to  he  bs^ 
in  the  Death  Duties  which  wm  sIm^ 
certain  to  be  permanent,  and  a  tax  wow 
be  put  on  the  owners  of  real  JW*? 
which  they  would  never  get  rid  » 
There  was  no  great  harm  in  lajn^^ 
upon   the  landowners   pretty  hs*'^ 
The  hon.    Member  for  Mid  Soma* 
(Mr.  R.  H.  Paget)  had  raised  a  ^ 
important  question  with  regard  !»*' 
incidence  of  the  Income  Tax— •■■•^ 
the  question  whether  it  should  v^  ^ 
charged  upon  gross   value  iM***^^ 
upon  net  value.     He  (Mr.  Bigg»f)  "^ 
always  thought  that  the  laeoias^ 
should  be  raised  upon  the  oei  ^^ 
because  the  difference  betw««  *hei< 
income  and  the  gross  income  b*^*!*^ 
into  the  pocket  of  the  peraoia  who  J^ 
the  tax  upon  it.     At  the  same  >•• 
secured  property,  such  as  land  ▼•»  "J 
posed  to  be,  ought  to  pay  a  high*** 
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than  uncertain  incomes  made  oat  of 
personal  exertions.  Still,  on  the  whole, 
under  the  present  Budget  he  thought 
the  owners  of  property  would  have  to  pay 
quite  up  to  the  limit  of  their  fair  share. 
As  to  the  indirect  taxation  proposed 
under  the  Budeet,  he  was  glad  to  see 
some  portion  of  me  proposals ;  but  he  was 
very  much  dissatisfied  with  other  parts. 
He  was  glad  to  find  that  no  increase  of 
taxation  had  been  put  on  tea  and  coffee, 
aad  that  sort  of  thing ;  and  as  to  the 
increased  taxation  upon  alcoholic  drinks, 
he  thought  the  Ohancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer should  have  imposed  something 
upon  non-alcoholio  drinks.  Tea  and 
coffee  already  paid  duty  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent, and  there  were  a  good  many  other 
80-oalled  non-alcoholic  drinks  which 
had  a  proportion  of  alcohol  in  them. 
He  remembered  a  story  told  of  an  old 
lady  named  Mrs.  Brown,  of  Armagh, 
who  used  to  sell  a  teetotal  cordial,  and 
when  the  summer  came  round,  and  it 
grew  very  hot,  she  used  to  put  a  very 
considerable  amount  of  whisky  into  it, 
for  otherwise  it  would  not  keep  in  the 
warm  weather.  She  used  to  say  that 
in  summer  time  it  sold  remarkably  well. 
There  was  a  great  number  of  those 
things  made,  and  he  believed  that  most 
of  those  so-oalled  non-alcoholic  drinks 
contained  spirits  of  wine,  or  alcohol  of 
some  sort.  Spirits  of  wine  paid  less 
duty  than  brandy  or  whisky,  and 
therefore  the  sellers  of  those  drinks  did 
doubly  well.  As  to  the  Beer  and  Wine 
Duties,  it  was  a  perfect  scandal  that 
wine  should  be  charged  at  a  lower  rate 
in  proportion  to  its  value  and  alcoholic 
strength  than  whisky  or  brandy.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  told 
them  that  about  1«.  9d,  duty  was  charged 
on  wine,  the  total  value  of  which  was 
7i.,  while  whisky,  which  was  worth 
untaxed  about  4s.  a-gallon,  had  to  pay 
\2s.  per  gallon  duty.  On  wine,  there- 
fore, there  was  only  a  25  per  cent  duty 
upon  the  fuU  value,  while  on  whisky 
there  was  a  75  per  cent  duty  upon  the 
full  value.  As  to  beer,  it  was  proposed 
to  raise  the  duty  by  another  Is.  for 
every  36  gallons,  while  on  whisky  the 
duty  was  to  be  raised  by  2s.  upon  every 
gallon.  According  to  the  estimate  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Limerick  (Mr. 
O'SuUivan),  the  alcoholic  strength  in 
36  gallons  of  beer  was  equal  to  500 
proof,  or  the  same  alcoholic  strength  as 
was  to  be  found  in  five  gallons  of  proof 


whisky.  Tet  the  86  gallons  of  beer 
were  only  to  pay  7s.  3d.  duty,  while  the 
five  gallons  of  whisky  were  to  pay  £3 
duty.  In  other  words,  the  alcoholic 
strength  of  five  gallons  of  proof  spirit 
was  to  pay,  in  the  case  of  beer,  only  Is. 
of  increased  duly,  while  in  the  case  of 
whisky  it  was  to  pay  lOs.  of  increase. 
No  defence  could  be  offered  for  such  in- 
equality of  treatment,  and  he  had  not 
the  least  doubt  that  when  the  Scotch 
Members  came  to  discuss  the  question, 
an  endless  amount  of  time  would  be 
occupied  over  those  "Whisky  Duties,  with 
the  probable  result  that  the  scheme  of 
the  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would 
have  to  be  amended.  The  argument  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  with  regard 
to  wine  was  perfectly  unreasonable  and 
preposterous,  for  it  practically  amounted 
to  giving  a  bounty  to  foreign  producers, 
and  levying  a  special  tax  upon  home 
manufacturers.  Free  Trade  was  all  very 
well;  but  Free  Trade  to  their  opponents, 
and  a  heavy  tax  on  home  productions, 
was  contrary  to  all  their  ideas  of  what 
Free  Trade  ought  to  be.  That  part  of 
the  Budget  ought  to  be  amended,  and 
if  it  were  not  amended  pretty  soon,  a 
great  deal  of  time  would  have  to  be 
spent  in  discussing  it,  and  the  result 
would  not  be  at  aU  satisfactory  to  the 
GK)vemment.  The  explanation  of  the 
OhanceUor  of  the  Exchequer  was  not  by 
any  means  satisfactory.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  told  them  that  it  had 
never  been  the  custom  to  charge  duty 
on  whisky,  beer,  and  wine  in  propor- 
tion to  their  alcoholic  strength  or  value. 
But  that  was  no  reason  why  it  should 
not  be  done.  The  House  ought  to  take 
advantage  of  the  present  Budget  to  try 
to  put  the  relative  taxation  of  those  dif- 
ferent articles  on  a  more  reasonable, 
satisfactory,  and  honest  foundation.  He 
(Mr.  Biggar)  certainly  must  protest 
against  the  manner  in  which  the  duty 
was  laid  upon  Irish  spirits. 

Sir  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  said,  he 
did  not  wish  the  opportunity  to  pass 
without  entering  his  protest  against  the 
increased  duty  which  was  to  be  put  on 
whisky.  It  was  a  tremendous  increase, 
considering  the  way  in  which  that  article 
had  been  surcharged  with  duty  since 
1853  to  the  extent  of  200  per  cent. 
Formerly  the  duty  was  levied,  in  the 
case  of  beer,  upon  dry  malt ;  and  it  was 
not  so  obvious  then  as  now  what  was 
the  amount  of  duty  according  to  alcoholic 
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strength.    But  now  it  was  found  that| 
the  daty  on  beer,  according  to  the  alco- 
holic standard,  was  U,  10 J.  per  gallon 
of  proof  spirit,  or  for  as  much  alcohol 
as  would  be  found  in  a  gallon  of  proof 
spirit.    But  there  was  a  duty  of   10«. 
per  gallon  upon  Irish  whisky,  or  upon 
the  same  amount  of  alcohol  as  went  free, 
in  the  case  of  beer,  for  1«.  lOi.    Beer 
was  the  national  beverage  of  England ; 
but  whisky,  in  one  form  or  other,  was 
the  national  beverage  of  Scotland  and 
Ireland.    The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer had  said  it  was  not  the  rule  to 
apply  the  same  scale  of  taxation  to  those 
articles.    It  certainly  was  not  the  rule, 
because  before  1853  the  duty  on  malt 
raised  the  tax  on  beer  to  about  12«.  6d. 
per  gallon  of  alcoholic  strength,   and 
since  then  the  duty  had  been  reduced 
from  12s.  6d.  to  Is,  lOi.  per  gaUon  on 
the  proof  spirit  contained  in  beer,  while 
the   duty  on  whisky  had  been  raised 
in  Scotliuid  from  d«.  6d.  to  10«.  per  gal- 
lon, and  in  Ireland  from  2s.  Sd,  to  lOs. 
per  gallon.    That  was  a  measure  of  in- 
justice such  as  had  not  been  equalled 
in  the  Budgets  of  any  other  country  in 
Europe.    The  ordinary  consumption  of 
whisky  in  Ireland  was  6,000,000  gal- 
lons for  5,000,000  people— not  a  large 
consumption,  certainly,   for  it  showed 
that  lees  alcohol  was  consumed  in  Ire- 
land than  either  in  Scotland  or  England. 
England  consumed  the  largest  quantity, 
and  yet  Ireland  was  to   be  me  most 
heavily  taxed,  and  was  to  be  made  to 
pay  for  this  war,  which  she  had  had  no 
hand  in  bringing  about.     The  taxation 
on  this  one  article   alone   in  Ireland, 
without  the  addition  which  it  was  now 
proposed  to  place  upon  it,  cast  upon  the 
country    a    burden    of    no    less    than 
£300,000  a-year.    But  what  was  the 
addition  to  be  made  to  the  duty  upon 
beer  in  England?    It  was  only  1«.  on 
evexy  barrel  of  36  gallons,  which  was 
exactly  one-third  of  Id.  on  each  gallon. 
Was  not  that  oppressive  in  the  last  de- 
gree?    Did  it  not  betray  an  absolute 
cowardice  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment, when  they  ought  to  do  justice  be- 
tween the  people  of  the  Three  Eang- 
.  doms  ?    Was  there  any  reason  why  al- 
cohol, in  whatever  vehicle  it  might  be 
contained,  ought  not  to  pay  the  sum 
which  it  paid  before  the  year  1853? 
What  was  the  object  in  changing  the 
old  arrangement  ?    The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  present  Prime  Minister  was 

Sir  Joseph  M^Kenna 


Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  when  tlie 
change  was  made,  and  that  right  hon. 
GenUeman    then    explained    that    the 
change  was   to    establish    equality  of 
taxation.  But  there  never  was  a  greater 
or  a  grosser  fallacy  palmed  off  upon  the 
House  than  was  put  forward   on  that 
occasion.      The    duty    on    spirits    was 
raised  by  degrees  from  2s.  Sd.  per  gal- 
lon in  1853  to  the  10«.  per  gallon  at 
which  it  stood  now.  The  Engli^  papers 
had  leading  articles  about  the  poverty 
of  the  Irish,  and  attributed  it  to  their 
improvidence ;  but  the  fact  was  that  the 
people  of  Ireland  were  poor  because 
they    were    taxed    most    outrageously. 
Any  people  in  the  world  would  be  im- 
povenshed  if  they  were  treated  in  the 
same  manner.    The  true  way  to  measure 
the  income  of  a  country  was  to  consider 
the  amount  of  its  Income  Tax.    The 
taxation  of  Great  Britain,  which  included 
Scotland  as  well  as  England,  would  be 
measured  by  an  Income  Tax  of  2«.  6id. 
in    the    pound,  while  the  taxation  of 
Ireland  could  be   measured  by  this — 
that  it  would  take  no  less  than  5s.  Sd. 
in  the  pound  to  discharge  Ireland  from 
Imperial  taxation,  whereas  before  1853, 
3«.  in  the  pound  would  have  discharged 
her  from  Imperial  liabilities.  He  entered 
a  solemn  protest  against  this  species  of 
legislation  for  raising  the  taxes  of  the 
•ountry.      Ireland  was  miserable  and 
poverty-stricken,  and  that  fact  was  due 
solely  and  entirely  to  the  unfair  rate  of 
taxation  cast  upon  her  in  proportion  to 
her  means  when  compared  with  Eng- 
land. 

Me.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  said, 
he  did  not  know  whether  it  was  in- 
tended to  take  a  division  ;  but  if  so,  he 
should  certainly  vote  against  the  Gt>- 
vemment,  not  because  he  had  any  par- 
ticular objection  to  whisky  being  taxed, 
for  the  people  who  were  taxed  would 
get  something  from  the  taxation.  The 
people  of  Ireland  were  to  be  taxed  more 
heavily  upon  whisky,  and  they  would 
feel  it  more  heavily ;  but  that  was  be- 
cause they  consumed  more  of  it.  But 
why  was  that  increase  to  be  made  at 
all?  The  Government  were  going  to 
tax  alcohol  in  Ireland  because  of  their 
taste  for  blood;  and  he,  as  an  Irish 
Catholic,  thought  it  his  duty,  and  the 
duty  of  every  person  who  had  the  in- 
terest of  humanity  at  heart,  to  object  to 
taxation  which  was  merely  for  the  pur- 
pose of  enabling  the  Government    to 
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carry  on  a  war.  Much  as  the  people  of 
Ireland  were  opposed  to  wars  and  to 
the  onneoessary  shedding  of  blood,  he 
believed  they  would  consent  to  have 
their  bread  heavily  taxed,  provided  that 
would  bring  about  what  a  good  many 
people  in  Ireland  devoutly  wished — the 
end  of  English  rule,  by  plunging  Ghreat 
Britain  into  a  war  with  some  first-rate 
Power  which  would  bring  it  to  a  sense 
of  its  duty  to  Ireland.  But  to  tax  the 
people  for  such  a  war  as  the  Government 
had  been  waeing  in  the  Soudan  and  in 
the  Transvad,  and  for  paying  the  ex- 
penses of  such  Expeditions  as  that  of 
Sir  Charles  Warren,  who  had  been  sent 
out  to  try  and  get  up  another  war  with 
the  BoerSy  in  obedience  to  the  Jingo 
^nrit  of  the  country — to  do  that,  in  ms 
opinion,  was  nothing  short  of  an  infamous 
swindle.  He  hoped  a  division  would  be 
taken,  not  only  as  a  protest  against  the 
proposed  increase  of  taxation,  but  to 
show  that  Ireland  did  not  derive  any 
benefit  whatever  from,  and  was  entirely 
opposed  to,  any  extra  taxation  merely 
to  enable  tiie  Government  to  carry  on 
bloody  and  unnecessary  wars. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(1.)  Bssohed,  That,  towards  raimng  the  Sop- 
ply  g;ranted  to  Her  iMajesty,  there  shall  he 
charged,  colleoted,  and  paid  for  the  year  which 
oommenced  on  the  sixth  day  of  Anril,  one  thou- 
■md  eight  hundred  and  eighty-five,  in  respect 
of  tU  ^operty,  Profits,  and  Gains  mentioned 
or  descrihed  as  chargeahle  in  the  Act  of  the  six- 
teenth and  soTenteenth  years  of  Her  Majesty's 
reign,  chapter  thirty-four,  the  following  Duties 
of  Inoome  Tax  (that  is  to  say) : 

For  every  Twenty  Shillings  of  the  annual 
yalue  or  amount  of  Property,  Profits, 
and  Qi&is  chargeahle  imder  Schedules 
(A),  (C),  (D),  or  (E)  of  the  said  Act,  the 
Duty  of  flight  Pence  ; 

And  for  every  Twenty  Shillings  of  the 
annual  value  of  the  oooupation  of  Lands, 
Tenements,Hereditament8,  and  Heritages 
chargeahle  under  Schedule  (B)  of  the 
said  Act, — 

In  England,  the  Duty  of  Four  Pence ; 

In  Scotland  and  Ireland  respectively, 
the  Duty  of  Three  Pence ; 

Subject  to  the  provisions  contained  in  section 
one  hundred  and  sixty-three  of  the  Act  of  the 
fifth  and  sixth  years  of  Her  Majesty's  reign, 
chs|»ter  thirty-five,  for  the  exemption  of  persons 
whose  income  is  less  than  One  Hundml  and 
Fifty  Pounds,  and  in  section  eight  of  '*The 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Act,  1876,"  for 
the  relief  of  persons  whose  income  is  less  than 
Four  Hundred  Pounds. 

(3.)  RMolwtd,  That  Stamp  Duties,  at  the  like 
>Ktss  as  tre  diarged  on  Affidavits  and  Inven- 
tories by  <«Tlie  Customs  and  Inland  Bevenue 


Act,  1881,"  shall  he  charged  and  paid  on 
accounts  delivered  of  property  to  he  mduded 
therein  according  to  the  value  thereof : 

The  Property  to  he  included  in  the  account 
shall  be  property  of  the  following  description, 


VIZ. : — 


(a.)  Personal  estate  and  effects  of  any  per- 
son dying  on  or  after  the  first  day  of 
May  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
eighty-five,  which  by  reason  of  the 
local  situation  thereof  are  not  included  in 
any  Affidavit  or  Inventory  under  the 
provisions  of  **  The  Customs  and  Inland 
Bevenue  Act,  1881 ;  " 

(b.)  Money  which,  by  virtue  of  the  will  of 
any  person  dying  on  or  after  the  first 
day  of  May  one  tibousand  eight  hundred 
and  eighty -five,  or  upon  the  death  of  any 
person  so  dying,  eitiier  immediately  or 
after  any  interval,  is  or  becomes  charged 
upon  or  made  payable  out  of  any  r^ 
estate  otherwise  than  by  way  of  annuity ; 

(c.)  Real  estate  directed  to  be  sold  by  the 
will  of  any  person  dying  on  or  after  the 
first  day  of  May  one  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  eight-five,  or  held  on  tnist 
for  sale  upon  the  death  of  any  person  so 
dying: 

Provided,  lliat,  in  respect  of  any  legacy 
payable  out  of,  or  a  succession  to,  any  property 
according  to  the  value  whereof  Duty  shall  have 
been  paid  on  an  account  in  conformity  with 
this  Resolution,  the  Duty  at  the  rate  of  one 
pound  per  centum  imnosed  by  the  Act  of  the 
fifty-fifth  year  of  Kine  Oeorge  the  Third, 
chapter  one  hundred  and  eighty-four,  or  '*  The 
Succession  Duty  Act,  1863,''  shall  not  be 
payable. 

(8.)  Jteaohfedf  That,  in  addition  to  the  Succes- 
sions chargeable  with  Duty  imder  section  ten 
of  *'  The  Succession  Duty  Act,  1853,"  there 
shall  be  levied  and  paid  to  Her  Majesty  in 
respect  of  every  Succession  as  defined  and 
mentioned  in  that  Act,  upon  the  deatii  of  any 
person  dying  on  or  after  the  first  day  of  May, 
one  thousand  eight  himdred  and  eighty-five, 
where  the  Successor  shall  be  tiie  husband  or 
wife  of  the  predecessor,  a  Duty  at  the  rate  of 
Three  Pounds  per  centum  upon  the  vidue  of  the 
interest  of  the  Successor : 

And,  in  addition  to  the  Duties  chargeable 
imder  such  section,  there  shall  be  leviea  and 
paid  to  Her  Majesty  in  respect  of  every  Suc- 
cession therein  referred  to,  upon  the  death  of 
any  person  dying  on  or  after  the  first  day  of 
May,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty- 
five,  according  to  the  value  thereof,  the  f<Mlow- 
ing  Duties  (that  is  to  say)  :— 

"Where  the  Successor  shall  be  the  lineal 
issue  or  lineal  ancestor  of  the  predecessor, 
a  Duty  at  the  rate  of  Two  JPounds  per 
centum  upon  the  value  of  tiie  interest  of 
the  Successor ; 

In  all  other  cases  mentioned  in  such  section, 
a  Duty  at  the  rate  of  Three  Pounds  per 
centum  upon  the  value  of  the  interest  of 
the  Successor : 

Provided,  That  no  Duty  in  conformity  with 
this  Resolution  shall  be  payable  upon  tiie 
interest  of  a  Successor  in  Leaseholds  passing  to 
him  by  will  or  devolution  by  Law,  or  in  pro- 
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perty  included  in  an  Account  according  to  the 
▼alae  whereof  Duty  is  payable  under  "The 
GnstomB  and  Inland  Revenue  Act,  1881,"  or  in 
conformity  with  the  foregoing  Resolution,  nor 
shall  such  Duty  be  payable  by  a  person  in 
whom  any  rerersionary  property  expectant  on 
death  shidl  be  vested  by  alienation  for  value  in 
money  or  money's  worth  prior  to  the  first  day 
of  May,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty- 
five. 

Provided  also,  That  where  by  means  of  any 
disposition,  personal  property  is  so  settled  that 
it,  or  the  income  thereof,  is  to  be  enjoyed  upon 
the  death  of  any  person  dying  on  or  after  the 
first  day  of  May,  one  thousand  eight  hundred 
and  eighty-five  by  the  husband  or  wife  of  the 
predecessor  during  his  or  her  life,  or  for  any 
other  limited  intcnrest,  and  subject  thereto  by 
any  lineal  issue  or  lineal  ancestor  of  the  prede- 
cessor for  an  absolute  interest,  the  Duty  of 
Three  Pounds  per  centum  upon  the  value  of  the 
property  shall  be  immediately  charged  upon  and 
paid  out  of  such  property ;  and,  by  the  payment 
of  such  Duiv,  any  claim  to  Duty  under  "  The 
Succession  Duty  Act,  1853,"  and  in  conformity 
with  this  Resolution,  upon  the  Succession  of 
the  said  lineal  issue  or  ancestor,  shall  be  deemed 
to  have  been  fully  ^tisfied  and  dischitfged. 

(4.)  JtuoUed,  That,  in  addition  to  the  Legacies 
chargeable  with  Duty  under  the  Act  of  the 
fifty  -  fifth  year  of  King  George  the  Third, 
chapter  one  hundred  and  eighty-four,  there 
shall  be  levied  and  paid  to  Her  Majesty  in 
respect  of  every  Legacy  by  the  will  of  any 
person  dying  on  or  siter  the  first  day  of  May 
one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty-five, 
charged  upon  or  made  payable  out  of  any  real 
estate,  and  given  by  way  of  annuity  to  or  for 
the  benefit  of  the  husband  or  wife  of  the  de- 
ceased, a  Duty  at  the  rate  of  three  pounds  per 
centum  on  the  value  thereof : 

And,  in  addition  to  the  Duties  chargeable 
under  the  said  Act  and  specified  in  the  Schedule 
thereto,  there  shall  be  levied  and  paid  to  Her 
Majesty  in  respect  of  every  Legacy  charged 
upon  or  made  payable  out  of  any  real  estate 
and  given  by  way  of  annuity  by  the  will  of  any 
person  dying  on  or  after  the  first  day  of  May 
one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty -five,  or 
upon  the  death  of  any  person  so  dying,  either 
immediately  or  after  any  interval,  the  following 
Duties  (that  is  to  say)  : — 

Where  the  same  is  given  to  or  for  the  bene- 
fit of  any  lineal  issue  or  Uneed  ancestor 
of  the  testator,  a  Duty  at  the  rate  of  two 
pounds  per  centum  on  the  value  thereof ; 

In  all  other  cases  specified  in  the  said  Sche- 
dule, a  Duty  at  the  rate  of  three  pounds 
per  centum  on  the  value  thereof. 

(6.)  Reiolved,  That,  towards  raising  the 
Supply  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  and  making  a 
permanent  addition  to  the  Public  Revenue, 
there  shall  be  levied  and  paid  to  Her  Majesty  in 
resnect  of  all  Real  and  Personal  Property  which 
shall  have  belonged  to  or  been  vested  in  any 
body  corporate  or  unincorporate  during  the 
yearly  period  ending  on  the  fifth  day  of  April, 
one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty-five, 
or  during  any  subsequent  yearly  peri(M  ending 
on  the  same  day  in  any  year,  a  Duty  at  the 
rate  of  Five  Pounds  per   centum   upon   the 


annual  income  or  profits  of  such  property 
accrued  to  such  body  corporate  or  unincorporate 
in  the  same  yearly  period,  after  deducting  there- 
from all  necessary  outgoings : 

Subject  to  exemption  from  such  Duty  in 
favour  of  property  of  the  description  following 
(that  is  to  say) : — 

(1.)  Property  vested  in  or  under  the  con- 
trol or  management  of  "  The  Commis- 
sioners of  Her  Majesty's  Works  or  Pub- 
lic Buildings/'  or  "The  Commissioners 
of  Her  Majesty's  Woods,  Forests,  and 
Land  Revenues ;" 

(2.)  Property  which,  or  the  income  or  pro- 
fits whereof,  shall  be  legally  appropriated 
and  applied  exclusively  for  the  benefit  of 
the  public  at  large,  or  of  any  county, 
shire,  borough,  or  place,  or  the  rate- 
payers or  inhabitants  thereof,  or  in  any 
manner  expressly  prescribed  by  Act  of 
Parliament : 

(3.)  Property  which,  or  the  income  or  pro- 
fits whereof,  shaU  be  legally  appropriated 
and  applied  exclusively  for  any  purpose 
connected  with  any  religions  persuasion, 
or  for  any  charitable  purpose,  or  for  the 
promotion  of  education, literature,  science, 
or  the  fine  arts ; 

(4.)  Property  of  any  Friendly  Society  or 
Savings  Bank  established  according  to 
Act  of  Parliament ; 

(6.)  Property  belonging  to,  or  constituting 
the  capital  of,  a  body  corporate  or  unin- 
corporate established  for  any  trade  or 
business,  or  being  the  property  of  a  body 
whose  capital  stock  is  so  cUvided  and  held 
as  to  be  liable  to  be  charged  to  Legacy 
Duty  or  Succession  Duty ; 

(6.)  Property  realised  or  acquired  with 
funds  voluntarily  contributed  to  any  body 
corporate  or  unincorporate  within  a 
period  of  thirty  years  immediately  pre- 
ceding; 

(7.)  Property  acquired  by  any  body  cor- 
porate or  unincorporate  within  a  period 
of  thirty  years  immediately  preceding 
where  llegaoy  Duty  or  Succession  Duty 
shall  have  been  paid  upon  the  acquisition 
thereof: 

The  term  "  body  unincorporate "  in  this 
Resolution  shall  include  every  unincorporated 
Company,  Fellowship,  Society,  Association,  and 
Trustee  or  number  of  Trustees  to  or  in  whom 
respectively  any  real  or  personal  property  shall 
belong,  in  such  manner  or  be  vested  upon  such 
permanent  trusts  that  the  same  shall  not  be 
liable  to  Legacy  Duty  or  Succession  Duty. 

(6.)  SeMolved,  That,  in  lieu  of  the  Stamp 
Duties  payable  upon  any  security  for  money 
given  to  a  subscriber  in  respect  of  a  loan  raised 
by  any  Company  or  Corporation  and  trans- 
ferable to  beiuer,  and  upon  a  Foreign  Security 
transferable  to  bearer,  there  shall  be  charged  a 
Duty  at  the  rate  of  one  shilling  for  every  ten 
pounds,  and  also  for  any  fractional  part  of  ten 
pounds  of  the  money  thereby  secured : 

And,  in  lieu  of  any  other  Stamp  Duties,  there 
shall  be  charged  upon  a  Security  given  in  sub- 
stitution for  a  Securi^  duly  stamped  a  Duty  at 
the  rate  of  six  pence  for  every  twenty  pounds. 
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and   also  for  any  fractional  part   of  twenty 
I>oiindB  of  the  money  thereby  secured : 

The  term  **  Forei^  Security  "  shall  have  the 
meaning  assigned  to  it  by  the  Act  of  the  thirty- 
fourth  and  thirty-fifth  years  of  Her  Majesty's 
Reign,  chapter  four,  and  shall  also  indude  a 
Security  which,  thoujgh  originally  issued  to  the 
holder  out  of  the  United  Kingdom,  is  offered  by 
him  for  subscription,  and  given  or  deUvered  to 
a  subacriber  in  the  United  Kingdom. 


Motion  made,  and  Qaestion  put, 

'*That,  in  lieu  of  the  Duty  of  Excise  now 
payable  on  British  Spirits  under  the  Act  of  the 
twenty-third  and  twenty-fourth  years  of  Her 
Majesty's  Reign,  chapter  one  hundred  and 
twenty-nine,  fiiere  shall  be  charged  and  paid 
the  Duty  of  Excise  following,  that  is  to  say : — 

For  and  upon  every  gallon,  computed  at 
hydrometer  proof,  of  spirits  distilled  in 
the  United  Kingdom,  the  Duty  of  twelve 
shillings; 

and  so  in  proportion  for  any  less  quantity.  "— 
( JTr.  ChanceUor  of  the  Exchequer.) 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  109; 
Noes  27:  Majority  82.— (Div.  list, 
No.  143.) 

(7.)  Retoked,  That,  in  lieu  of  the  Duty  of 
Elzcise  now  payable  on  British  Spirits  under  the 
Act  of  the  twenty-third  and  twenty- fourth 
▼ears  of  Her  Majesty's  Reign,  chapter  one 
hundred  and  twenty-nine,  there  shall  be  charged 
and  paid  the  Duty  of  Excise  following,  that  is 
to  lay:— 

For  and  upon  every  galloD,  computed  at 
hydrometer  proof,  of  spirits  dirtilled  in 
tixe  United  kingdom,  the  Duty  ot  twelve 
shillings ; 
and  80  in  proportion  for  any  lees  quantity. 

(8.)  Reeohed,  That,  in  lieu  of  the  Duties  of 
Customs  now  payable  on  Spirits,  there  shall  be 
charged  and  paid  the  Duties ^llowing  (that  is 
to  say) :  ^^ 

For  every  gallon  compufiNC  mt  hy- 
drometer proof  of  spirits  of  any 
description  (except  Perfumed 
Spirits)  I  including  Naphtha  or 
Methylic  Alcohol,  purified  so  as 
to  be  potable,  and  mixtures  and  £  e,  d, 
preparations  containing  Spirits .  0  12  4 
For  every   gallon  of   renumed 

Spirita    .  .  .  .    0  19  9 

And  BO  on  in  proportion  for  any 
less  quantity. 
That  where  a  person  importing  Liqueurs, 
Cordials,  or  other  preparations  containing 
Spirits  in  bottle,  may  have  entered  the  same  in 
such  manner  as  to  indicate  that  the  strength  is 
not  to  be  tested,  Duty  shall  be  charged  and 
paid  at  the  rate  following  (that  is  to  say) : 

£  8.  d. 
For  every  gallon  thereof  .  .    0  16  0 

And  so  in  proportion  for  any  less 
quantity. 
And,  in  lieu  of  the  Duties  of  Chistoms  now 
payable  on  the  articles  hereinafter  mentioned, 
bemg  articles  in  which  Spirits  are  a  part  or 
ingredient  thereof,  or  in  the  manufacture  of 
which  Spirits  are  used,  there  shall  be  charged 
and  paid  the  Duties  following  (that  is  to  say) : 

VOL.   OOXOYn.      fXHIBD  8XBIES.] 


Chloroform 
Chloral  hydrate 
Ck)llodion 
Ether,  Sulphuric 
Ethyl,  Iodide  of 


the  pound 
the  pound 
the  gallon 
the  gallon 
the  gallon 


£ 
0 
0 
1 
1 
0 


9. 

3 

1 

8 

10 

15 


d, 
7 
7 
9 
0 
7 


(9.)  Resolved f  That,  in  lieu  of  the  Duty  of 
Excise  now  payable  under  the  Inland  Revenue 
Act  1880,  in  respect  of  Beer  brewed  in  the 
United  Kingdom,  there  shall  be  charged  and 
paid  the  Duty  of  Excise  following  (t^t  is  to 

say)  ••— 

Upon  every  thirty-six  ^;allons  of  worts  of 
Beer  of  a  specific  gravity  of  one  thousand 
and  fifty-seven  degrees,  the  Duty  of 
Seven  Shillings  and  Threepence ; 

and  so  in  proportion  for  any  difference  in  quan- 
tity or  ^vity : 

And,  in  lieu  of  the  Drawback  of  Excise  now 
payable  under  the  Inland  Revenue  Act  1880, 
in  respect  of  Beer  exported  from  the  United 
Kingdom  to  Foreign  Parte  as  merchandise,  or 
shipped  for  use  as  ships'  stores,  there  shall  be 
allowed  andpaid  in  respect  of  Beer  brewed  in 
ttie  United  ^ngdom  on  or  after.the  first  day  of 
May,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty- 
five,  a  Drawback  calculated  according  to  the 
original  gravity  thereof  (that  is  to  say) : — 

Upon  every  thirty-six  gallons  of  an  original 
gravity  of  one  thousand  and  fifty-seven 
degrees  tiie  Drawback  of  Seven  Shillings 
and  Three  Pence ; 

and  so  in  proportion  for  any  difference  in  quan- 
tity or  gravity. 

(10.)  Jtetolved,  That,  in  Ueu  of  the  Duties  of 
Customs  now  payable  on  Beer,  there  shall  be 
charged  and  paid  the  Duties  following  (that  is 
to  say) :  — 

For  evOTy  thirty-six  gallons  of  Beer  of  the 
description  called  Mum,  Spruce,  or  Black 
Beer — 

Where  the  Worte  thereof 
were  before  f ermentetion  of 
a  specific  gravity,  £  «.  d, 

>ot  exceeding  one  thou- 
sand two  hundred  and 
fifteen  degrees .  .    1  10  0 

Exceeding  one  thousand 
two  himdred  and  fifteen 
degrees  .  .    1  15  0 

For  every  thirty-six  gallons  of 
Beer  of  any  other  description — 
Where  the  Worte  thereof 
were  before  fermentetion 
of  a  specific  gravity  of  one 
thousand  and  fifty-seven 
degrees  .076 

And  so  in  proportion  for  any  difference  in  gra- 
vity. 

(11.)  Resolvedf  That  there  shall  be  charged 
and  paid  on  licences  token  out  for  a  half-year 
by  Brewers  of  Beer,  not  being  Brewers  of  Beer 
for  sale,  the  Duties  following,  that  is  to  say  :— 

On  a  licence,  when  taken  out  on  or  after 
the  first  day  of  Anril  in  any  year  to 
expire  on  the  thirtieth  day  of  September 
following,  and  on  a  licence,  when  token 
out  on  or  after  the  first  day  of  October 
in  any  year  to  expire  on  the  thirty-first 
day  of  March  following— 

2  S 
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Duty. 

Bj  any  such  Brewer  who  ia  £  t.  d. 
the  occupier  of  a  house  of 
an  annual  value  exceeding 
ten  pounds,  and  not  exceed- 
ing fifteen  pounds  .  .060 

By  any  other  of  such  Brewers    0    4  0 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*'  That  the  Duties  of  Customs  now  chargeable 
upon  Tea  shall  continue  to  be  leyied  and 
charged  on  and  after  the  first  day  of  August, 
one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty  •five, 
until  the  first  Sblj  of  August,  one  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  eighty-six,  on  the  importa- 
tion thereof  into  Great  Britain  or  Ireland  (that 
is  to  say) : 

Tea  .  the  pound  .  Sixpence." 

Mb.  ARTHUE  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
should  like  to  hear  what  answer  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  to  make  to  the  ob- 
servations which  he  (Mr.  A.  O'Connor) 
addressed  to  the  Committee  a  short  time 
ago.  In  the  year  1869,  when  the  im- 
portation of  tea  amounted  to  139,000,000 
lbs.,  the  Talue  of  the  article  was  only  a 
little  over  £10,000,000.  In  1883,  when 
the  importation  had  risen  to  222,000,000 
lbs.,  the  value  was  only  £11,500,000. 
That  was  to  say,  the  amount  of  capital 
invested  only  increased  by  about  8  per 
cent;  but  the  amount  of  tea  on  which  the 
tax  was  raised  had  increased  from 
139,000,000  to  222,000,000  lbs.  There 
was  an  increase  of  70  per  cent  in  the 
amount  levied,  because  there  was  a 
similar  increase  in  the  amount  imported 
as  measured  by  weight.  The  amount  in 
value  had  only  increased  very  slightly. 
Having  regard,  therefore,  to  the  amount 
of  capital  invested  and  the  commerce 
done  there  was  a  virtucd  increase  of  the 
tax  equal  to  about  50  per  cent.  It  was 
as  if  the  tax  was  4d,  per  lb.  in  1869  and 
6d,  in  1883,  though  all  the  time  the  tax 
nominally  remained  the  same.  To  main- 
tain* the  tax  at  the  present  figpire  was  to 
burden  the  capital  invested  in  the  tea 
trade  with  a  tax  50  per  cent  greater  than 
that  tax  levied  in  1869.  In  reality,  the 
incidence  of  the  tax  was  very  much  more 
grievous  on  the  trade  now  than  it  was 
formerly.  He  should  like  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  if  he  con- 
templated a  reduction  of  the  Tea  Duty 
next  year  ? 

The  chancellor  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QIJER  (Mr.  CHii^ERs)  said,  he  was  not 
quite  sure  whether  he  followed  correctly 
the  whole  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  ar- 

Siments;   but  he  understood  the  hon. 
ember  to  ask  whether  next  yeair  the 


Tea  Duty  would  be  reduced.  He  es- 
tainly  could  say  nothing  about  ^sC 
might  be  done  next  year  with  regmid  to 
the  Tea  Duty. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  flud,  t^ 
point  was  exceedingly  simple.  The  tix 
was  levied,  not  aooording  to  the  ywim  rf 
the  tea,  but  according  to  its  ve^^ 
139,000,000  lbs.  were  imxKirted  14  or  IS 
years  ago,  and  6d.  in  every  1  lb.  weight 
was  charged.  The  weight  had  xisn  t» 
222,000,000  lbs.,  and  222,000,000  ox- 
pences  were  accordingly  levied.  Btf 
there  had  not  been  a  corre^Moidisg  ii- 
crease  in  the  value  of  the  tea ;  then  hd 
not  been  a  corresponding  increase  iatit 
amount  of  capital  invoked ;  and  than* 
fore  the  comparatively  smaller  amoot 
of  capital  was  now  weighted  by  t^ 
nominally  equal,  but  in  reality  tki 
greater,  atnount  of  taxation.  In  ofte 
to  maintain  the  incidence  of  taxidA 
equal  upon  the  equal  amount  of  eaptfal 
he  proposed  that  for  the  word  ^^Sa- 
pence  "  in  the  Resolution  pat  from  t^ 
Chair  there  should  be  suDetiteted  tfe 
words  **  Four  Pence." 


Amendment  proposed,  to  leave 
the  word  **  Sixpence,"  in  order  to  i 
the  words  **  Four  Pence," 
0*  Connor,)— instead  thereof. 


Question,  ^'  That  the  word  ' 
stand  part  of  the  Question,"  pot^ 
agreed  to. 

Main  Question  put,  and  ajrmi  U. 


(12.)  RuUved^  That  the  Dntiot  o€ 
now  oharireable  upon  Tea  shall  oontniwr  to  h 


leyied  and  charged  on  and  after  the  int  An*  d 
August,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  Mfik' 
five,  until  the  first  day  of  August, 
eight  hundred  and  eighty-six,  on  the 
tion  thereof  into  Great  &itain  or  Irshaj  ttfc^ 
is  to  say) : 

Tea .    .     .    the  pound    . 

Motion  made,  and  Queetion 

<*  That  on  a  day  to  be  fixed  by  Hm 
sioners  of  the  Treasu^  the  Dubas  of 
now  chargeable  on  Wine  shall  eeaie  a 
mine,  and  that  on  and  after  sndi  day 
be  charged  the  Duties  following  ( 
say): — 

Wine  containing  leas  tiian  10*1 

degrees  ofproof  spirit,  andlaa 

of  such  "mae,  the  gaUoa 
Wine  containing  less  than  4S  d»> 

greee  of  proof  spirit,  and  less  of 

such  Wine,  the  gallon 

And  for  every  degree  of  8treiU[th  br 
highest  above  specified  an  sdmtii— 1 
8<f.  the  gaUon-'M^r.  ChmttMm  ^ 
eh*qu$r,) 


I   *.  I 


•    1   « 
f    S   • 


srv' 
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Me.  O'SULLIVAN  said,  thia  was  a 
Resolution  against  which  the  Committee 
oug^ht  to  protest.  Wine  was  the  only 
exciseable  article  on  which  a  redaction 
was  proposed.  The  riffht  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
proposed  to  increase  the  duty  on  spirits 
and  beer,  which  were  chiefly  consumed 
by  the  working  classes,  while  he  pro- 
posed to  reduce  the  tax  on  the  drinx  of 
the  wealthy  people. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  98  ; 
Noes  26:  Majority  72.— (Div.  List, 
No.  144.) 

(13.)  Bsiokfed^  That  on  a  day  to  be  fixed  by 
the  Commisaionera  of  the  Treasury  the  Duties 
of  Customs  now  chargeable  on  Wine  shall  cease 
and  determine,  and  that  on  and  after  such  day 
there  shall  be  charged  the  Duties  following, 
that  is  to  say :  £  s.    d. 

Wine  containing  less  than  80*1 
degrees  of  proof  spirit,  and  less 
of  such  Wine,  the  gallon         .010 

Wine  oontaining  less  than  43  de- 
grees of  proof  spirit,  and  less  of 
such  Wine,  the  gallon    .        .026 

And  for  every  degree  of  stren^h  beyond  the 
highest  above  specified  an  additional  Duty  of 
3d.  the  gallon. 

(14.)  Suolvid,  That  it  is  expedient  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  the  InUuid  Eevenue  and 
the  Customs. 

Sesolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow, 
Oonunittee  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

FINANCIAL  STATEMENT  (1886-6). 

Statement  ordered,  **o{  Income  and 
Expenditure,  as  laid  before  the  House 
by  the  Chajicellor  of  the  Exchequer 
when  opening  the  Budget."  —  {Mr. 
Bibbert.) 

Statement  preeented  accordingly;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  174.] 

METROPOLITAN    STREETS   ACT    (1867) 

EXTENSION  BILL.-{BiLL  137.] 
(Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler,  Seeretary  Sir  WiUiam 

Mareourt.) 
SECOND  IlEADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLEE,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said, 
that  the  Metropolitan  Streets  Act  of  1867 
defined  the  limits  in  which  the  police 
should  have  certain  powers  to  regulate 
the  traffic  of  the  Metropolis — the  radius 
was  four  miles  from  Charing  Orose.  The 


population  had  largely  increased  since 
then,  and  six  miles  to-day  was  equiva- 
lent to  four  miles  in  1867.  The  object 
of  this  Bill  was  contained  in  the  last 
clause — ^it  was  that  six  miles  should  be 
substituted  for  four  miles.  It  was 
necessary  for  the  safety  of  the  public 
that  the  jurisdiction  of  the  police  i^ould 
extend  to  the  proposed  increased  radius. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^'That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (ifr.  M.  H.  Fowler.) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  To-morrow. 

MEDICAL  ACT  (1868)  AMENDMENT 

BILL.— [Bill  130.] 

{Dr.  Lyom,) 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Db.  LYONS,  in  moving  that  the  Bill 
be  now  read  a  second  time,  said,  its  ob- 
ject was  to  provide  increased  facilities 
for  the  registration  of  membership  of 
the  College  of  Surgeons  in  Ireland.  The 
Bill  was  approved  by  the  Royal  Univer- 
sity of  Ireland,  and  by  the  University 
of  Dublin,  and  the  Members  for  the 
latter  University  had  put  their  names 
to  the  Bill.  It  had  also  been  examined 
by  the  Department  of  the  Privy  Council, 
and  to  meet  their  views  he  had  under* 
taken  to  introduce  a  few  verbal  Amend- 
ments. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Dr.  Lyons.) 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  confessed  that 
the  Bill  had  come  upon  him  by  surprise. 
It  was  now  20  minutes  to  2  o'clock  in 
the  morning ;  and  in  his  opinion  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Dr.  Lyons)  would  best  con- 
sult the  interests  of  the  Bill  and  the  in- 
terests of  the  House  by  postponing  the 
second  reading  till  another  day.  He 
(Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  had  not  had  time 
to  master  the  details  of  the  measure ; 
and  certainly  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Dublin  were 
pitched  in  so  low  a  key  that  they  did 
not  reach  the  part  of  the  House  in  which 
he  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  sat.  He  could 
say  with  perfect  confidence  that,  with  the 
exception  of  the  hon.  Oentleman  himself, 
no  one  in  the  House  at  the  present  mo- 
ment had  the  least  idea  of  what  the  Bill 
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propoBod.  It  was  too  xnuoli  to  ask  them 
at  20  minutes  to  2  o'clock  in  the  morn- 
ing to  pass  the  second  reading  of  a  Bill 
of  the  meaning  and  purpose  of  which 
they  had  no  idea ;  and  in  order  to  giye 
the  House  an  opportunity  of  consider- 
ing the  Bill  more  carefully,  and,  at  the 
same  time,  to  give  the  hon.  Gentleman 
an  opportunity  of  making  some  of  them 
a  little  better  acquainted  with  his  pro- 
posals, he  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  begged 
to  move  that  the  debate  be  now  ad- 
journed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
---{Mr,  T.  P.  (y  Connor.) 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  said,  he  hoped  no 
objection  would  be  raised  to  reading  the 
Bill  a  second  time  on  that  occasion.  It 
had  been  very  earefuUy  considered  at 
the  Privy  Council  Office  and  at  the  Na- 
tional University.  [^Cries  of  **  What  is 
that  ?  "  and  ''  There  is  no  such  Univer- 
sity ! "]  It  was  a  Bill  in  a  very  small 
compass,  and  with  the  Amendments  the 
hon.  Gentleman  (Dr.  Lyons^  agreed  to 
insert  it  would  be  a  very  valuable  mea- 
sure. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  :  What  does 
it  propose  ? 

Mb.  sexton  said,  he  thought  the 
right  hon.  Ghentleman  (Mr.  Mundella) 
had  not  given  them  any  reason  which 
would  induce  the  hon.  Member  for  Gal- 
way  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  to  withdraw 
his  Motion  for  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate.  He  (Mr.  Sexton)  had  looked 
into  the  Bill,  and,  so  far  as  he  had  dis- 
covered, it  was  drawn  with  a  view  of 
shrouding  its  meaning  from  the  minds 
of  ordinary  persons.  It  might  be  that 
by  the  Bill  it  was  desired  to  give  to  the 
physicians  in  the  Queen's  College  in- 
creased powers.  He  and  his  hon. 
Friends,  however,  were  not  disposed  to 
grant  the  increased  powers  desired  with- 
out scrutinizing  them  very  closely.  He 
understood  the  hon.  Member  for  Dublin 
(Dr.  Lyons)  to  state  as  a  recommenda- 
tion of  the  Bill  that  the  names  of  the 
two  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemen 
the  Members  for  the  University  of  Dub- 
lin appeared  upon  the  back  of  the  Bill. 
Now,  those  Gentlemen,  however  gifted 
personally  they  might  be,  were  not  so 
highly  regarded  by  public  opinion  in 
Ireland  as  to  be  entitled  to  have  any 
daim  they  might  make  in  the  House  of 
Commons   pass   without   examination. 

Mr.T.F.  (y  Connor 


The  arg^ument  of  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Council  (Mr.  Mundella)  that  the 
measure  had  been  carefully  considered 
by  the  Privy  Council  was  one  that  had 
no  great  weight  with  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers. He  hoped  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor)  would  persevere  with 
hin  Motion. 

Mb.  HEALY  trusted  that  after  what 
had  been  said  the  Government  would 
not  press  the  Bill  now.  All  that  hon. 
Members  wanted  was  to  understand  the 
Bill.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Dublin  (Dr.  Lyons)  had  acquired  the 
habit  of  speaking  in  the  House  as  if  he 
was  addressing  himself  and  not  the 
Speaker,  consequently  it  was  impossible 
for  hon.  Members  to  understand  a  single 
word  he  said.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Yice  President  of  the  Council 
(Mr.  Mundella)  would  kindly  say  what 
the  Bill  was  about  they  would  give  it 
their  best  consideration ;  but  they  cer- 
tainly could  not  be  asked  to  pass  it 
without  understanding  it.  He  would 
undertake  to  say  that,  if  Mr.  Speaker 
himself  were  to  take  it  and  read  it  with- 
out explanation,  he  would  be  able  to 
form  no  opinion  as  to  what  it  meant. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  io. 
Debate  adjourned  till  Monday  next. 

INDUSTRIES  (IRELAND). 

komination  of  sbleot  committee. 

[adjoubked  debate.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [24th  April],  **  That 
the  Select  Committee  on  Industries  (Ire- 
land) do  consist  of  Twenty-four  Mem- 
bers." 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed, 

Mb.  SHETTj  said,  he  had  an  Amend- 
ment on  the  Paper  to  move  that  the 
Select  Committee  do  consist  of  25  Mem- 
bers, and  that  Mr.  Kenny  be  one  other 
Member  to  serve  on  the  Committee.  He 
presumed,  however,  that  he  would  be 
out  of  Order  in  moving  that  Amend- 
ment, as  he  had  already  spoken  in  the 
debate  before  it  was  adjourned. 

Sm  EAEDLEY  WiLMOT :  I  move 
that  the  Committee  do  consist  of  24 
Members^ 

Mb.  SHEIL  said,  that  the  Amend- 
ment which  stood  in  his  name  he  had 
already  spoken  to,  and  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.   Famell) 
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had  addressed  the  House  upon  it  at 
some  considerable  leng^th..  They  had 
understood  the  other  day  from  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Gk>Temment  that  they  were  de- 
termined in  no  way  to  give  to  Irish 
Members  the  small  concession  they  asked 
for — namely,  to  allow  them  an  addition 
of  one  Member  on  the  Committee ;  and, 
that  being  the  case,  it  was  the  determi- 
nation of  the  Irish  Party  to  in  no  way 
agree  to  the  appointment  of  the  Oom- 
mittee.  Considering  the  nature  of  the 
Committee,  six  Members  to  represent 
the  Irish  Party  was  an  exceedingly 
small  number.  He  begged  leave  to 
more  his  Amendment,  upon  which  he 
should  haye  to  take  the  sense  of  the 
House. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  words  **Twen^-four,"  in  order  to 
insert  the  words  "Twenty-five," — {Mr. 
Sh$il,) — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
'  Twenty-four '  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion." 

Mb.  GHAMBEELAIN  said,  he 
thought  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
moved  the  Amendment  was  under  a 
misapprehension  when  he  attributed  to 
the  Government  resistance  to  the  desire 
expressed  by  the  Irish  Members.  On 
the  contrary,  they  had  felt  that  the  mat- 
ter was  one  for  fair  discussion.  It  ap- 
peared to  them  that  the  representation 
already  offered  to  the  Irish  Members 
was,  on  the  whole,  a  sufficient  represen- 
tation ;  but,  inasmuch  as  there  was  a 
feeling  among  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
that  their  number  of  Bepresentatives 
should  be  increased,  the  Government 
would  offer  no  further  objection  to  their 
wishes. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  that,  in  thanking 
the  right  hon.  GenUeman  for  this  an- 
noancement,  he  could  not  help  making  a 
contrast  between  the  way  in  which  he 
had  met  them  and  the  way  in  which 
they  were  met  the  other  night  by  the 
Home  Secretary. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question,  '*  That  the  words  '  Twenty- 
five'  be  there  inserted,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put. 

Ordtredf  Tliat  the  Select  Ck>inniittee  do  consist 
of  Twenty.five  MembCTS : — Committee  nominated 
of,— Mr.  Tkbvbltan,  Mr.  William  Henky 
BiUTH,  Mr.  Stdnbt  Buxton,  Mr.  Cor&t,  Mr. 


WooDALL,  Colonel  Kino-Habman,  Dr,  Lyons, 
Sir  Hervey  Bbuce,  Mr.  Whitworth,  Mr. 
Justin  M*Carthy,  Mr.  Thomas  Dickson, 
Colonel  Nolan,  '^Lr.  Oroppbr,  Mr.  Parnbll, 
Mr.  Sampson  Lloyd,  Mr.  Armit8tbad,  Mr. 
Sexton,  Mr.  Ewart,  Mr.  Leake,  Mr.  Jackson, 
Captain  Aylmer,  Mr.  Rathbonb,  Mr.  Molloy, 
Sir  Eabdley  Wilmot,  and  Mr.  |Ebnny: — 
Power  to  send  for  persons,  papers  and  records ; 
Five  to  be  the  quorum. 


MOTIONS. 

POST  OFFICE  MAIL  CONTRACT  (ROYAL 

MAIL  STEAM  PACKET  COMPANY). 

BBSOLUnON. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'<That  the  Contract  with  the  Royal  Mail 
Steam  Packet  Company,  for  the  conveyance  of 
the  Mails  to  and  from  the  West  Indies,  be 
approved." — (Jfr.  Eibbert.) 

Mb.  STEWART  MAOMVER  said, 
he  did  not  object  to  the  Oontract,  but  he 
wished  to  correct  a  statement  in  the 
Treasury  Minute  which  accompanied  it. 
There  it  was  said  that  if  Plymouu  were  the 
port  of  departure  for  the  Mails,  it  would 
be  necessary  to  post  letters  from  the 
North  *'  several  hours  earlier  "  than  if 
they  were  despatched  from  Southamp- 
ton.   That  was  a  mistake,   as  anyone 
would  see  who  looked  at  the  facts  of  the 
case  and  understood  them.  If  the  packets 
continued  to  sail  from  Southampton  and 
called  at  Plymouth  for  the  Mails,  they 
would  occupy  from  12  to  14  hours  on 
the  voyage;  and  that  time  would  be 
available  to  the  merchants  of  the  North 
to  post  their  letters  later,  not  earlier, 
than  under  the  present  system.    There 
would  be  no  sense  in  the  application  for 
Plymouth,  if  it  were  to  be  a  disadvan« 
tage,   as  the  Treasury  Minute  stated; 
and  the  various  Ohambers  of  Gommeroe 
which  had  applied  for  it  would  never 
have  done  so  if  they  had  not  been  con* 
vinced  of  the  benefit  which  must  follow 
the  change  which  he  recommended.  He 
was  glad  the  Treasury  had  taken  power, 
in  Uus  new  Contract,  to  adopt  Plymouth 
for  embarking  the  Mails ;  and  he  desired 
that   the    Postmaster    General    should 
avail  himself,  as  soon  as  possible,  of  an 
opportunity  to  carry  out  the  views  which 
had  been  repeatedly  pressed  upon  his 
Predecessor  by  the  commercial  dasses 
in  the  Northern  and  Midland  counties, 
and  would  be  found  equally  advanta- 
geous to  the  Colonists,  who  were  in* 
terested  in  a  closer  union  with  England 
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as  their  gpreat  centre  of  trade  and  autho- 
rity. 

Me.  SAMUEL  SMITH  said,  that, 
from  the  remarks  which  has  just  fallen 
from  the  hon.  Gentleman,  he  supposed 
on  the  part  of  the  Liverpool  Chamber 
of  Commerce,  he  trusted  that  they  would 
insist  on  carrying  out  the  Plymouth 
Clause. 

Mr.  KENNY  said,  that  this  Mail 
Contract  represented  a  positive  loss  to 
the  Post  Office.  He  wished  to  know 
whether  it  was  a  fact  that  the  amount 
derived  by  the  Government  from  the 
conveyance  of  those  Mails  did  not  cover 
the  amount  they  paid  for  the  Con- 
tract? 

Mr.  SHAW  LEPEVEE:  That  is 
undoubtedly  the  fact.  The  Contract  is 
not  favourable,  the  amount  received  for 
the  postage  of  letters  falling  far  short 
of  the  amount  paid  for  the  Contract; 
but,  of  course,  we  have  to  consider  the 
convenience  of  the  public. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  What  is  the 
amount  ? 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVEE :  I  think  it 
is  about  £49,000  a-year. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  What  is  the 
loss? 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  I  say  about 
£49,000  a-year,  the  amount  of  the  total 
Contract  is  £90,000  a-year.  My  hon. 
Friend  behind  me  (Mr.  Stewart  Mao- 
liver)  appears  to  have  quoted  from  the 
Minute  of  the  Treasuiy  and  not  from 
the  Contract.  The  Contract  simply 
states  that  the  Government  shall  have 
the  power  of  calling  at  Plymouth  at  a 
cost  of  £1,250  a-year ;  but  in  the  Trea- 
sury Minute  the  Treasury  points  out  that 
letters  coming  from  the  North  of  Eng- 
land to  these  packets  will  have  to  be 
posted  somewhat  earlier  if  the  steamers 
start  from  Plymouth  than  if  they  start 
from  Southampton.  My  hon.  Friend 
challenged  that  statement ;  but  that 
challenge  does  not  affect  the  Contract. 
He  does  not  object  to  the  Contract,  but 
to  the  statement  in  the  Treasury  Minute. 
The  subject  will  be  examined,  and  I 
will  take  care  to  enter  fully  into  the 
matter,  and  to  see  whether  that  statement 
of  the  Treasury  can  be  relied  upon  or 
not.  I  must  say  that  my  belief  is  that 
it  can.  That  is  an  issue  that  I  have  no 
doubt  my  hon.  Friend  will  allow  to  be 
raised  at  some  future  time. 

Mr.  EDWARD  CLARKE  said,  he 
was  glad  to  gather  from  the  right  hon. 

2fi\  Stewart  Jlaclher 


Gentleman  the  Postmaster  G-eneral  that 
if  the  Lords  of  the  Treasury  could  be 
shown  to  be  mistaken  in  the  Minute,  hon. 
Members  might  have  what  they  asked 
for — ^namely,  have  the  clause  as  to 
Plymouth  put  into  effect.  He  (Mr.  B. 
Clarke)  had  only  risen  to  express  his 
belief  that  they  would  be  able  to  show 
that  by  whomsoever  those  persons  were 
informed  as  to  delay  they  were  mis- 
taken. Taking  into  consideration  the 
important  reason  that  time  would  be 
saved  by  this  plan,  he  thought  the  G-o- 
vemment  should  have  no  difficulty  in 
adopting  it.  

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  I  did  not 
say  that  I  would  make  any  alteration  if 
the  statement  turns  out  to  be  incorrect. 
It  will,  no  doubt,  form  an  element  of 
consideration ;  but  there  may  be  other 
matters  to  consider  in  deciding  the 
question  as  to  the  earlier  or  later  post- 
ing of  letters. 

Mr.  WHITLEY  said,  that  Liverpool 
and  Manchester  considered  that  by  the 
plan  proposed  they  would  have  eight 
hours  longer  to  post  their  letters.  He 
must  say  that  there  was  a  strong  feeling 
in  Lancashire  in  favour  of  Plymouth. 

Mr.  sexton  protested  against  the 
manner  in  which  Post  Office  business 
was  transacted  in  that  House.  Here 
they  had  a  Motion  on  the  Paper  for  the 
first  time 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  No ;  it  was 
on  the  Paper  on  Saturday. 

Mr.  SEXTON  said,  that  the  explana- 
tion given,  or  rather  extracted,  from  the 
Postmaster  General  only  increased  the 
evil  of  which  he  complained.  An  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  had  elicited 
the  extraordinary  fact  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  the  enormous 
amount  of  £90,000  was  paid  for  this 
Contract,  of  which  £49,000,  or  nearly 
half,  was  a  dead  loss  to  the  public  Ex- 
chequer. He  would  submit  to  the 
House  that  a  Contract  of  that  kind  in- 
volving such  a  heavy  loss  to  the  Trea- 
sury was  not  a  thing  which  should  be 
sprung  upon  the  House.  At  any  rate, 
the  House  should  not  be  asked  to  form 
an  opinion  upon  it  at  2  o'clock  in  the 
morning.  They  had  that  night  heard 
of  a  Treasury  Minute  of  which  they  had 
never  heard  before ;  but  the  tone  of  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Stewart  Macliver)  in 
his  speech  was  so  low,  and  his  words 
were  so  inaudible,  that  when  he  had 
finished  the  House  was  no  wiser  as  to 
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iBrlioin  it  came  from,  or  to  whom  it  was 
addressed,  nor  as  to  what  it  contaiiied ; 
so  that  the  information  which  had  been 
gathered  from  the  hon.  Member  was 
not  very  important.     He  (Mr.  Sexton) 
maintained  that  at  the  time  when  the 
X^ostmaster  General  gave  his  annucd  ne- 
flnitiye  to  the  appead  made  to  him  by 
Irisli  Members  for  a  mere  bagatelle  of 
JB3,000    a-year    to  facilitate   the    con- 
veyance of  Mails  over  to  Ireland  to  suit 
the   oonvenience  of    1,250,000   people, 
they  should  not  be  asked  to  submit  to 
this  annual  loss  of  £40,000  on  a  West 
Indian  Mail  Service  without  a  word. 
From  an  Irish  point  of  view,  that  was  a 
Teiy  questionaDle  proceeding.  Believing 
that  the  House  should  have  time  to  con- 
sider the  matter,  he  begged  to  move  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Debate  be*  now  adjourned." 
--{Mr.  Sexton.) 

Mb.  HIBBEBT  said,  he  must  protest 
against  the  statement  that  this  Contract 
was  sprung  against  the  House,  because 
the  Treasury  Minute  had  been  before 
bon.  Members  for  12  days,  and  every- 
one had  had  an  opportunity  of  consider- 
ing it.    The  present  Motion  had  been 
upon  the  Paper  for  three  days,  and  he 
was  therefore  fully  justified  in  saving  it 
had  not  been  sprung  upon  the  House. 
If  it  had  not  been  so  late  he  should 
have  felt  bound  to  make  an  explanation 
in  moving  the  Hesolution.    He  might 
add  now,  however,  that  the  whole  of 
this  Contract  had  been  most  carefully 
considered  by  the  Treasury.     It  had 
been  before  them  for  some  considerable 
time,  and  it  was  only  after  verv  close 
oonsideration    that   they   had    decided 
upon  this  Contract.    He  should  like  to 
draw  attention  to  this  fact  that,  for  this 
Contract — ^that  was  to  say.  No.  2  in  the 
Treasury   Minute  —  the    Colonies  con- 
tributed £23,000 ;  and  though,  no  doubt, 
there  was  a  considerable  loss  in  carry- 
ing the  Mails,  it  must  be  remembered 
that  those  Mails  went  to  all  their  West 
Indian    Colonies,  which   Colonies  con- 
tributed a  very  considerable  proportion 
towards  the  expense.    Taking  that  into 
coDsideration,  the  Treasury  themselves 
felt  justified  in  contributing  something. 
The   service,  as  proposed   in  the  new 
Contract,    would    be    an   improvement 
upon  the  old  service.    The  effect  of  the 


change  would  be  to  make  12  knots 
between  this  country  and  Barbadoes 
and  the  West  Indies,  the  cost  being 
£9,000  a-year  more  than  the  old  Con- 
tract. They  would  thus  get  a  good 
service ;  and  a  large  number  of  people 
connected  with  the  Colonies,  in  these 
countries  and  the  Colonies  themselves, 
were  in  favour  of  the  proposal.  Those 
were  the  grounds  upon  which  the 
proposed  was  made.  So  far  as  Plymouth 
and  Southampton  were  concerned,  if 
wrong  information  had  been  given,  he 
was  sure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Postmaster  General  and  the  Post  Office 
Authorities  would  be  glad  to  make 
inquiries  into  the  subject,  and  to  make 
the  fullest  investigation  as  to  what 
would  really  be  the  best  service. 

Mr.  GBAY  said,  he  was  sure  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Sexton)  had  no  desire  to 
prejudice  the  inhabitants  of  the  West 
Indian  Islands  by  refusing  to  Ihem  Mail 
facilities ;  but  the  finances  of  the  Post 
Office  were  in  such  an  impoverished 
condition  that  it  was  impossible,  accord- 
ing to  the  suggestion  of  the  Postmaster 
General,  to  provide  proper  postal  facili- 
ties for  people  at  home,  and  that  was 
the  point  to  which  his  hon.  Friend 
wished  more  particularly  to  draw  atten- 
tion. The  people  of  Ireland  were 
deprived  of  the  Mail  facilities  they 
required  on  account  of  the  financial 
condition  of  the  Department,  which 
rendered  it  impossible  to  spend  £8,000 
or  £4,000  a-year  in  accelerating  a  Mail 
Service  which  would  serve  for  1,000,000 
persons  in  that  country.  Irish  Members 
were  driven  into  the  unhappy  position 
of  being  compelled  to  consider  whether 
it  would  be  not  advisable  to  leave  the 
people  of  the  West  Indies  in  the  position 
in  which  they  had  been  before  with 
reeard  to  the  Mail  Service,  if  by  so 
domg  they  could  get  a  part  of  this 
increase  which  it  had  been  proposed  to 

Say  on  behalf  of  the  West  Indies 
evoted  to  the  acceleration  of  the  Irish 
Mail  Service.  The  Irish  Members  were 
of  opinion  that,  whether  the  West 
Indies  got  an  addition  or  had  a  knot 
taken  away  from  them,  a  part  of  this 
increase  should  be  given  to  Ireland. 
He  would  rather  give  this  money  to  the 
people  of  Ireland  than  to  the  people  of 
Barbadoes,  much  as  he  respected  them. 
If  there  was  only  one  knot  to  g^ve  he 
would  support  the  adjournment  of  the 
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debate,  in  order  that,  if  possible,  Ireland  I 
might  obtain  a  little  of  it.  He  would 
indulge  in  the  hope  that  the  Treasury, 
with  their  increased  Death  Duties,  their 
increased  Beer  and  Spirit  Duties,  and 
their  other  financial  arrangements  for 
increasing  income,  would  be  able  to 
find  the  small  sum  of  £3,000  to  facilitate 
the  Irish  Mail  Service.  At  any  rate,  in 
order  to  give  the  Government  an  oppor- 
tunity, a  few  days  to  consider  the 
matter,  it  would  be  as  well  to  adjourn 
the  debate. 

Me.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  said,  he 
hoped  the  hon.  Member  for  Garlow 
(Mr.  Gray)  would  not  insist  on  mixing 
np  the  question  of  the  Irish  Mwl  Ser- 
vice with  this  matter  of  the  accelera- 
tion of  the  Mails  to  the  West  Indies. 
He  thought  that  whenever  the  Irish 
question  came  up  for  consideration 
it  would  be  found  that,  so  far  as  the 
acceleration  of  Mails  was  concerned, 
Ireland  had  not  been  treated  illiberally. 
No  doubt,  as  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury had  pointed  out,  the  new  Contract 
would  cost  £9,000  a-year  more  than 
the  old  one ;  but  the  convenience  to  the 
Colonists  and  the  people  of  this  country 
would  be  greatly  increased. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  said,  the  question 
before  the  House  was  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate,  and  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman seemed  to  be  going  into  some 
old  arguments  with  regard  to  another 
matter  altogether. 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  Question  before 
the  House  is  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate,  and  not  the  original  Motion. 

Me.  SEEAW  LEFEVEE  said,  he  was 
only  answering  arguments  which  had 
been  used  on  the  Question  of  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate.  He  would, 
however,  confine  himself  to  only  urging 
the  House  not  to  agree  to  the  Motion 
for  the  adjournment.  There  was  no  real 
opposition  to  the  Motion. 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  had 
listened  attentively  to  the  discussion 
which  had  taken  place  on  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  with  regard  to  the  Contract 
for  the  conveyance  of  Mails  to  and 
from  the  West  Indies ;  and  he  desired  to 
say  a  very  few  words  on  the  Motion  of 
his  hon.  Friend  for  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate.  They  had  to  consider 
whether  it  was  right  or  not  to  decide  on 
the  question  of  this  Contract  at  that 

Mr,  Gray 


B» 


hour  (2.15),  or  whether  the 
should  be  put  off  to  another  daj. 
was   the    Question    really   befove 
House,  and  to  that  Queetioii  he 
the  Members  of  the  Goyemment 
on  the  Treasury  Bench  to  a^^y 
minds.     He  would  ask  if  the  right 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  knew  a£ 
this  Contract !  [Mr.  Htbbkbt  :  Ym ;  le 
approves  of  it/]     Did  the  right 
Ghentleman,  however,  know  that  it 
to  come  on  that  night;    and    did  hi 
know  that  the  question  was  to  he  &- 
cussed  and  decided  at  half-past  2  o^daik 
in  the  morning  ?    Of  course, 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
to  the  Treasury  said  was  entitled 
his  own  high  character   to 
credence ;  but  had  it  not  heM&  for  the 
authoriiy  of    the   hon.   GFentLemaa  hi 
should  certainly  have  been  hewildfinl 
to  think  that  the  Prime  Minfuter 
party  to  the  settlement  of 
involving  no  less  than  £45,000  at 
hour  of  the  morning.    It  waa  a  i 
audacious   proposition    to    saj   thai 
Contract  of  that  kind  was  to  be 
lowed  under  such  crrcumstanoea. 
did  not  think  that  the  hon. 
Stoke  (Mr.  Broadhorst)  would 
of   the  course  the    Oovemmoit' 
taking  in  this   matter;   and  ha 
appeal  to  those   hon.  Gentlema 
were  constantly  in    attendance 
House,  and  who  watched  zeakmilf  t» 
see   that  the    various   Services  of  thi 
country  were  conducted  upon  an. 
mical  scale,  as  to  whether  that 
proper  time  at  which  to  rush  throa^ 
the  House  a  measure  dealing  with  as 
less  a  sum  than  £45,000  of  the 
money  ?    For  his  own  pait^  had  he 
taken  advantage  of  the  Order  Fsmt  of 
an  hon.  Friend  beside  him  he  wootd  aot 
have  known  at  all  what  was  going  at 
at  the  moment  in  the  House ;  and,  visk 
the  exception  of  the  hon.  Meoiher  lor 
Plymouth    and   the   two  Membccs  he 
Liverpool,  he  ventured  to  saj  that  te 
whole  House  would  be  perfectly 
of  the  character  of  the  pio[ 
discussion.     That  proposal  which 
being  put  to    the    House  in 
silence  would  have  the  resnh  of 
an  annual  charge  of   £45,000 
finances   of  the  country.     He  mai  ft 
was  trifling  with  the    finances  of  ihs 
country,  and  with  the  Hoaseof 
mens,  to  endeavour  to  force  this 


1265        Contagious  Diseases        {April  30,  1885}        {Army  and  Navy).         1266 

opon  them  under  such  oiroumstances. 
He  again  appealed  to  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway  opposite,  in  the  hope 
that  it  would  not  be  left  to  Irish  Mem- 
bers alone  to  defend  the  finances  of  the 
eountiy  from  this  inroad.  It  was  im- 
possible that  the  discussion  at  that  time 
should  be  as  complete  and  satisfactory 
as  the  importance  of  the  subject  de- 
manded; and  he,  therefore,  added  his 
appeal  to  that  of  his  hon.  Friend  for  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Mr.  OHAMBEBLAIN  said,  he  would 
appeal  to  hon.  Gentlemen  that,  having 
msuie  their  protest,  they  should  consider 
whether  it  was  desirable  to  persist  in 
their  opposition  to  the  Motion  of  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Seipretair  to  the  Trea- 
sury any  longer.  His  rignt  hon.  Friend 
the"  Postma^r  Genertd  had  arrived 
at  a  decision  in  this  matter ;  and  as  no 
serious  objection  to  the  Contract  had 
been  put  forward  he  trusted  the  Motion 
would  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HEiJLY  reminded  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  that  when  he  sat  below  the 
Gangway  he  was  not— on  that  memor- 
able morning  in  July — satisfied  with 
making  academic  protests.  He  remem- 
bered that  it  was  5  o'clock  in  the  morn- 
ing on  that  day  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  moving  adjournments 
of  the  debate  and  adjournments  of  the 
House.  It  was  not  by  academic  protests 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  ob- 
tained his  present  seat  on  the  Treasury 
Bench ;  but  he  must  of  course  leave  it  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  whether 
the  course  he  was  now  suggesting  to 
hon.  Members  on  those  Benches  was 
consistent  with  his  former  mode  of  pro- 
cedure. 


Motion,  by  leave,  mihdraum. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

B$9olced,  That  the  Contract  with  the  Boyal 
Mail  Steam  Packet  Company,  for  the  convey- 
anee  of  the  Bibuls  to  and  xrom  the  West  Indies, 
be  approved. 

TUAMWAYS  PBOVISIONAL  0BDEB8    (nO.    1) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Holms,  Bill  to  confirm 
certain  Ptovisional  Orders  made  by  the  Board 
of  Trade,  under  "The  Tramways  Act,  1870," 
relating  to  Bradford  and  Shelf  Tramways, 
Cardiff  District  and  Penarth  Harbour  Tnun* 
ways  (Elxtensions),  Cwdiff  Tramways  (Exten- 
sions), Shipley  Tramways,  Tynemouth  and 
District  Tramways,  and  Worcester  Tramways, 


ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Holms  and  My. 
Chambbblain. 
^tHI presented f  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  143.] 

LEASEHOLD  BUILDINa  LAND  ENFBANOHISE- 

MENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Daniel  Grant,  Bill  for 
the  Enfranchisement  of  Leasehold  Building 
Land,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Danibl 
Grant,  Mr.  Indbrwick,  Mr.  Spbncbr  Balfour, 
Sir  Thomas  Chambers,  and  Mr.  Firth. 

'BiJlpreeenied^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  145.] 

TUBBABy  (iBELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Lea,  Bill  to  amend  and 

define  the  Law  relating  to  Turbary  in  Ireland, 

ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Lea,  Mr. 

Thomas  Dickson,  and  Mr.  Findlatbr. 

'SiSlpretentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  146.] 

LAin>  TENUBB  (SOOTLAM))  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Barclay,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  the  Tenure   and  Occu- 

Ccy   of   Land  in  Scotland,    ordered  to   be 
light   in   by  Mr.  Barclay,    Sir    George 
Balfour,  Dr.  Farquharson,  and  Mr.  Jambs 

HeWARD. 

BmpreeevUed,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  147.] 

PARLIAMENTABT     ELBOTIONS     (COBKXJPT 
PBACnOES)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Bichard  Paget,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  with  respect  to  corrupt  Prac- 
tices at  Parliamentary  Elections,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Richard  Paget,  Sir  Joseph 
Pease,  and  Mr.  Bulweb. 

Billi»rtf##it^,and  read  Uie  first  time.  [Bill  148.] 

COlfTAOIOUS  DISEASES  (ABMY  AND  KAYY). 

Address  for  "  Returns  showing  the  number  of 
Soldiers  serving  at  Home  admitt^  to  hospital  for, 
and  remaining  in  hospital  on  account  of.  Venereal 
Diseases  in  each  week  from  the  11th  day  of  May 
to  the  dlst  day  of  December  1884,  showing 
separately  the  numbers  [at  the  fourteen  Stations 
formerly  protected  under  the  Acts,  at  the  fourteen 
Stations  not  formerly  so  protected,  which  were 
used  for  comparison,  at  other  non-proteoted  Sta- 
tions, and  at  all  non-protected  Stations,  together 
in  each  case  with  the  weekly  ratio  per  thousand 
of  strength,  and  the  total  ratio  per  thousand  for 
the  period  shown  : " 

'*  For  the  Royal  Navy,  showing  for  the  first  and 
second  half-years  respectifely  of  the  year  1884, 
the  force  of  Sailors  on  the  llome  Station,  with 
the  number  of  admissions  for  Venereal  Diseases 
to  the  Hospitals  at  Haslar  and  Plymouth,  and  the 
number  of  oases  on  board  ship,  together  in  each 
case  with  a  ratio  per  thousand  of  strength  :  " 

"For  the  same  periods,  of  the  number  of 
Women  received  into  certified  hospitals  (in  con- 
tinuation of  Parliamentary  Paper,  No.  82,  of 
Session  1884) : " 

"  And,  showing  for  each  of  the  years  from  1860 
to  1884  the  admissions  of  Soldiers  to  hospital  on 
account  of  Primary  Syphilis,  Secondary  Syphilis, 
and    GonorrhcDa    respectively  at    the    Stations 
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formerly  protected  under  the  Contagious  Diseases 
Ace,  and  at  the  fourteen  Stations  not  so  protected, 
and  used  for  comparison  in  the  Army  Medical 
Reports." — (Afr.  Btdwer,) 

House  adjourned  at  hall  after 

Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF    LORDS, 
Friday,  Ut  May,  1885. 


MINUTES.]— Public  BiLLS—J'ir*^  Reading^ 
Industrial  Schools  (Ireland)  •  (96) ;  Oyster 
and  Mussel  Fisheries  Provisional  Order* 
(96). 

Select  Committee — Burgh  PoUoe  and  Health 
(Scotland)  *  (57),  nominated. 

Committee — ^Water  Companies  (Begulation  of 
Powers)*  (87). 

Committee — Report — Local  Gk)vemment  (Ireland^ 
Provisional  Orders  (Publio  Health  Act) 
(No.  1)  ♦  (63). 

Third  Reading  —  Federal  Council  of  Austral- 
asia *  (69) ;  Criminal  Law  Amendment  (92), 
and  pasted, 

NOBTHFLEET  DOCKS  BILL, 
PETITIONS  FBESENTED.      BE80LTJTI0N. 

The  Mabquess  of  SALISBURY  pre- 

sented  Petitions  with  respect  to    this 

Bill,  and  moved — 

"That  the  Examiners'  Certificate  of  non- 
compliance with  the  Standing  Orders  he  re- 
ferred hack  to  the  Standing  Orders  Committee." 

The  noble  Marquess  said  that  the  Bill 
was  in  this  position — that  it  had  not 
been  before  the  House  upon  its  merits, 
as  it  had  been  rejected  by  the  Standing 
Orders  Committee.  These  Petitions 
asked  for  leaye  to  re-introduce  the  Bill. 
They  were  from  Gravesend,  Northfleet, 
and  from  workmen  who  were  members 
of  Associations  in  the  Metropolis.  There 
was  a  Eule  of  the  House  tnat  by  a  cer- 
tain day  in  January  a  sum  of  money 
should  be  deposited  by  the  promoters  of 
a  Private  BiU.  The  money  was  usually 
borrowed  from  some  Insurance  Company 
or  stockbroker,  and  repaid  the  next  day. 
In  this  case  it  was  alleged  that  the 
person  whose  business  it  was  to  negotiate 
for  the  deposit  being  made  was  so  seri- 
ously ill  in  January  that  the  deposit  was 
not  paid  until  the  middle  of  March. 
There  was  nothing  more  than  that  to 
justify  the  rejection  of  the  Bill.  The 
promoters  complained  that  their  oppo- 
nents did  not  give  them  any  notice  of 


their  opposition,  but  reserved  their  fin 
until  they  got  before  the   Owninittoe^ 
and  then  the  Bill  was  rejected  upoa  a 
technicality.    It  was  a  Bill  in  which  &• 
inhabitants  of  the  localiW  took  a  groit 
interest,  inasmuch  as  in  the  event  of  ia 
being  allowed  to  go  forward  employ- 
ment would  be  found  for  a  larg^  nnmlMr 
of  workmen  now  out  of  woi^  at  At 
East  End  of  London,  for  it  was  a  mater 
of  notoriety  that  thousands  of  pec^Se  a 
that  district,  although  willing  to  wnk. 
had  no  work  to  do,  and  were  proloBgiBf 
their  existence  in  a  state  of  seam-iSa^ 
vation.     It  would  be  extremeij  miwtar 
tageous  to  them  if  work  oonld  be  fool 
and  if  capital  were  allowed  to  bs  a- 
pended  upon  this  work ;  and  it  was  tfci 
wish    of    the  Petitioners  that  all  At 
obstacles  raised  against  ihe  expen&ot 
of  this  capital  should  be  removed. 
were  capitalists  who  were  willing  to 
pend  the   money.     No    objection 
raised  to  the  Bill  by  landowners 
persons  in  the  neighbourhood,  and  & 
only  ejection  came  from  the  £aat  sai 
West  India  Docks,   which    might  b* 
called,  without  any  disrespect,  the  nnl 
shop  over  the  way.    The  people  vW 
were  suffering  were  not  so  modi  tfas 
contractors,  but  the  thousands  of  vo^* 
men  to  whom  employment  would  bt 
given.    It  was  by  a  tedmioaHtj  of  t^ 
very  slightest  character  that  this  Bil 
was  not  allowed  to  go  forward.     He  £2 
not  wish  to  cast  the  slightest  censazv  «t 
blame  upon  his  noble  Friend   at  f^ 
Table  (the  Earl  of  Redesdale), 
the  Members  of  the  Committee 
selves ;  but  it  had  been  well 
all  self-imposed  rules  should  be 
ciently  elastic  to  avoid  inflicting  iigszj 
out  of  all  proportion  to  the  ixregnlaitfy 
they  sought  to  arrest    Punishment  wk 
no  doubt,   a  very  good  thins;  bat  is 
should  be  inflicted  with  some 
to  the  magnitude  of  the  offence, 
the  right  person.    But  in  this  case  ^ 
punishment   of   stopping    these    gntf 
works  was  inflicted  for  a  vefj  tziral 
breach  of  a  technicality,  and  really  Sil 
not  on  the  capitalist,  but  on  the  axfv- 
tunate  men  who  would  be  em{4o7^ 
That  was  the  case  he  had  to  lay 
his  noble  Friend,  and  he  asked  hia 
this  case  to  temper  justice  wi 
It  had  happened  two  or  three  tzoMS  Iktf 
these  Standing  Orders  had  pnf««>i^ 
the  investment  of  private  capital,  sal 
that  at  a  very  critical  period.    B^Ai 
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not  in  the  least  appear  in  the  position  of 
a  rebel  against  the  despotism  of  his 
noble  Friend,  but  he  appeared  rather  as 
a  suppliant  to  his  mercy ;  and  he  ex- 
horted him  not  to  press  the  technicality 
in  this  case,  when  there  were  hundreds 
and  thousands  of  starring  men  looking 
with  anxiety  for  the  decision  of  the 
House. 

Movtd^  <*  That  the  Examiners'  Certifioate  of 
non-compliance  with  the  StaniUng  Orders  be 
referred  back  to  the  Standing  Orders  Oom- 
mittee.*' — {The  Marquess  of  Salisbuiy.) 

Thb  Earl  of  EEDESDALE  (Ohaie- 
MAN  of  OoMMiTrEEs)  Said,  he  was  sure 
their  Lordships  would  feel  that  it  was 
with  great  regret  that  he  rose  to  oppose 
the  Motion  of  his  noble  Friend.  He 
thought  the  Eules  of  the  House  ought 
to  be  supported ;  and  if  they  could  be  got 
rid  of  simply  because  they  happened  to 
be  an  inconvenience  to  one  party  to  a 
Bill  or  the  other,  they  would  practically 
be  of  no  use.  There  was  one  matter 
with  regard  to  this  Bill  which  he  felt  he 
must  bring  before  their  Lordships,  and 
that  was  that  a  Bill  with  this  very  ob- 
ject was  brought  in  last  Session,  and 
was  dropped.  The  same  Bill  was 
brought  in  this  Session,  and  the  pro- 
moters failed  to  perform  the  duty  of 
Saying  up  the  deposit  money  on  the 
ay  fixed  by  the  Kules  of  the  House, 
and  did  not  do  so  until  two  months 
after  that  day.  The  important  question 
in  this  case  was.  Why  was  not  the  de- 
posit paid  ?  It  was  said  someone  was 
too  ill ;  but  it  was  clear  that  those  par- 
ties who  were  acting  as  promoters  of 
the  Bill  were  not  themselyes  actirely 
ooneemed  in  providing  the  means  of 
carrying  it  on.  The  Standing  Orders 
GommiUee  before  which  this  Bill  came 
was  a  strong  one,  and  came  to  a  unani- 
mous conclusion  against  the  Bill;  and 
he  believed  there  was,  practically  speak- 
ing, no  instance  in  which  the  House 
had  set  aside  a  Standing  Order  in  the 
way  proposed.  He  thought  the  decision 
of  the  Committee  was  right ;  and  those 
who  were  opposed  to  the  Bill  would  be 
put  to  great  inconvenience  and  expense 
if  they  were  not  supported,  as  they  be- 
lieved the  matter  had  come  to  an  end. 

Lord  BALFOUR  wished  to  point  out 
that  the  Standing  Orders  Committee  came 
to  the  decision  at  the  end  of  March;  and 
if  there  had  been  a  desire  to  appeal 
against  it,  it  should  have  been  brought 
on  before  the  1st  of  May.    It  would  be 


a  great  injustice  to  the  other  side  to 
reverse  the  decision  after  such  a  long 
period  had  elapsed. 

TheEabl  op  OAMPERDOWN  agreed 
that  it  was  unfortunate  that,  at  a  time 
when  a  great  deal  of  distress  prevailed  an 
Order  of  that  House  should  have,  even 
indirectly,  the  effect  of  diminishing  the 
amount  of  money  that  might  h&  thrown 
into  the  labour  market.  There  was, 
however,  no  guarantee  that  if  the  Order 
were  reversed  the  Bill  would  pass  and 
be  carried  into  execution.  The  breach 
of  the  Standing  Order  that  was  com- 
mitted was  a  very  distinct  breach.  A 
deposit  which  ought  to  have  been  made 
in  January  was  not  made  until  March. 
Two  months,  therefore,  elapsed,  during 
which  the  opponents  of  the  Bill  natu- 
rally believed  that  it  had  been  dropped. 
It  would  be  a  considerable  hardship  to 
the  opponents  of  the  Bill  if  they  were 
now  to  be  suddenly  called  upon  to  re- 
new their  opposition. 

The  Earl  of  CARNARVON  said, 
he  hoped  the  House  would  not  feel  itself 
obliged  to  act  in  strict  accordance  with 
the  techicalities  of  the  question.  The 
Committee  were,  of  course,  compelled  to 
adjudicate  according  to  the  strict  letter 
of  the  law ;  but  the  House  might  take  a 
broader  view,  and  consider  the  merits 
of  the  case  as  well  as  the  technicalities, 
particularly  when  a  considerable  amount 
of  work  could  be  found  for  those  who 
were  in  want  of  it. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  observed  that 
six  of  the  Peers  who  had  formed  the  Com- 
mittee were  present,  and  that  not  one  of 
them  had  shown  any  intention  of  re- 
ceding from  the  judicial  decision  to 
which  the  Committee  came.  It  was 
necessary  that  Committees  of  that  cha- 
racter should,  in  justice  to  both  parties, 
act  according  to  the  Rules  laid  down ; 
but  they  did  not  consider  themselves 
rigidly  bound  by  technicalities,  and 
considered  judicially  whether  sufficient 
reason  existed  for  suspending  the 
Standing  Orders  or  not.  The  noble 
Marquess  asked  the  House  to  reverse 
the  decision  of  the  Standing  Committee, 
on  the  ground  that  the  scheme  advo- 
cated by  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  would 
provide  employment  for  certain  persons 
who  were  now  suffering  from  distress. 
He  would  remind  the  noble  Marquess 
that  if  money  was  prevented  from  going 
in  a  certain  direction  for  the  employ- 
ment of  labour,  it  was  almost  always 
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certain  of  so  going  in  some  other  direc- 
tion, and  thus  the  same  result  was  reached 
in  the  end.  He  hoped  that  the  House 
would  support  the  Standing  Orders 
Committee  in  their  action  in  this  case. 

The  Mabqxjess  of  SALISBUEY  said, 
the  noble  Earl  seemed  to  treat  with 
great  contempt  the  fact  that  he  had  ap- 
pealed to  their  Lordships  on  the  ground 
that  if  this  Bill  were  proceeded  with 
work  would  be  supplied  for  those  who 
were  starving.  He  would  leave  the 
noble  Earl  in  full  possession  of  that 
opinion.  He  was  aware  of  the  neces- 
sity of  supporting  technicalities;  but, 
after  all,  they  were  not  the  Alpha  and 
Omega  of  the  matter.  In  regard  to 
the  present  case,  he  would  say  that  the 
distress  which  prevailed  should  make 
the  House  pause  before  determining  to 
adhere  rigidly  to  technicalities.  It  was 
said  that  the  course  which  he  advocated 
would  be  unfair  to  the  opponents  of  the 
scheme;  but  it  should  be  remembered 
that  its  opponents  were,  after  all,  only  a 
rival  Dock  Company.  He  feared  that 
by  a  rigid  adherence  to  their  rules  in 
this  case,  and  by  stifling  an  enterprize 
which  was  said  by  the  inhabitants  of 
the  locality  interested  to  be  of  great  im- 
portance, they  would  not  increase  the 
people's  estimate  of  the  action  of  Parlia- 
ment. 

The  Eabl  of  KIMBEELEY  refused 
to  be  guided  in  his  conduct  in  this 
matter  by  the  $x  parte  statements  of  the 
noble  Marquess  to  the  effect  that  the 
merits  of  this  scheme  were  so  very  re- 
markable. Anything  said  on  the  merits 
must  he  Bji  ex  parte  statement.  If  he 
were  instructed  by  the  opponents  to  BOf 
that  the  scheme  was  a  very  bad  one,  and 
if,  therefore,  he  strongly  urged  the 
House  to  maintain  its  Eules,  he  thought 
that  was  an  argument  which  would  not 
be  listened  to  by  their  Lordships.  The 
fact  was  that  the  Eules  had  been  laid 
down  for  the  protection  of  the  public ; 
and  if  they  were  good  rules,  as  they 
were  ably  and  fairly  administered  by  the 
noble  Efiurl  the  Chairman  of  Committees 
(the  Earl  of  Eedesdale),  they  ought  to 
be  complied  with. 

The  Eabl  of  MILLTOWN  observed 
that  his  noble  Friend  (the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury)  never  asked  their  Lordships 
to  suspend  the  Standins;  Orders  on  the 
ground  of  the  merits  of  the  scheme ;  but 
simply  told  them  that  the  scheme,  if 
carried  out,  would  give  a  vast  amount  of 

Uarl  Granville 


employment,  and  on  that  aooount 
he  asked  to  have  the  certificate  ol 
compliance  referred  back  to  die  Send- 
ing Orders  Committee.  He  (the  £«i  ol 
Mmtown)  trusted,  under  the  cocib- 
stances,  that  the  House  would  wwt  to 
the  proposal. 

On  Question  ?  roiohed  in  the 


SOUTH  AFRIOA— METHTJKirS  IBHKC- 
LAB  HOBSE— MILITIA  UEU- 
TENANTS. 

QUESTION.      OBSXBYAIIOHm. 

LoBD  HAEEI8  asked  the  Under  8^ 
oretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  ki 
will  take  into  consideration  the  id- 
visability  of  distributing  a  few  coiiinii 
sions  amongst  Militia  lieuteoaiiti  asv 
serving  with  Methuen's  Horse  in  Soedi 
AMca  ?  The  noble  Lord  said,  maay  dt 
those  officers  volunteered  under  the 
that  their  absence  in  South 
not  spoil  their  chance  of  gettuig 
missions ;  and  he  hoped  that  the 
Earl  would  be  able  to  return  a 
tory  answer  to  the  Question,  aad 
those  who  were  imable  to 
requisite  standard  equally  w&h 
who  were  would  share  in  those 


sions.  

The  EiL&L  OF  MOELEY :  In  additm 
to  the  75  commissions  granted  katf> 
yearly  to  Militia  candidates,  line  oam- 
missions  have  been  offered  to  all 
candidates  who  have  not  been 
in  the  last  and  in  previous 
examinations  in  military  subjects^  btf 
who  have  obtained  at  theee  examiaataaBi 
the  number  of  marks  required  to  qaahfy 
them  for  oommissionB,  prorided  tfcat 
they  were  under  22  years  of  a^  «a 
January  1,  1^84.  Theee  offats  hare.  ^ 
course,^,  been  made  to  any  qnsTiM 
Militia  dicers  who  may  be  i 
under  Sir  l9>^arles  Warren  in 
Africa.  Six  Jiilitia  officers 
Sir  Charles  WaT^ea  are  so  qi 
Three  of  them  hSPJ®  already 
commissions  in  Line*  bsttsKons  at  ^ 
Cape,  and  three  moijN  ^>^  shortly  kt 
gazetted.  t 

LoBD  INCHIQUIN^«'g«*  that  thi 
War  Office  would  do  weli'  ^  stistek  tks 
limit  of  age  a  little  further^^ 

The  Eabl  op  MOELEY  __ 
afraid  he  could  hold  out  no 
that  would  be  done. 

Lord  ELLENBOEOUGH 
it  had  always  been  held  by 


.he«» 


hope 


that 
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:  lat  23  was  the  age  at  wliioh  they  would 
:  d  most  fit. 

z   EGYPT  — THE    SOTJDAN  — THE 

-  FRIENDLY   TRIBES. 
QT7E8TION.    OBSBBYATIONS. 

Visoouirr  BUEY,  in  rising  to  ask  Her 
lajesty'sGovenunent,  Whether,  having 
sgard  to  the  announcement  made  in 

-joth  Houses  of  Parliament  on  21st  April, 
i  the  effect  that  the  Forces  in  the  Soudan 

:  re  to  be  henceforth  considered  avail- 
ble  for  service  wherever  they  may  be 
equired,  and  that  the  Vote  of  Credit  of 
/1 1,000,000  "  does  not  include  any  pro- 
iaion  for  further  offensive  operations  in 
iie  Soudan,"  they  wiU  give  a  distinct 
ssorance  that  ample  provision  will  be 
lade  for  insuring  the  safety  and  re- 
rarding  the  ser?ices  of  the  Mudir  of 
)ongok,  and  of  others  who  have  been 

-  n  active  alliance  and  armed  co-operation 
vith  the  British  Forces  in  the  Nile 
7alley,  as  weU  as  of  the  friendly  tribes 
fho  have  joined  the  British  standard  at 
Saakin  ?  said,  that  there  had  been  a 
^at  many  massacres  in  the  Soudan, 
ind  a  large  number  of  people  had 
perished  uselessly  there.  Inquiries  had 
often  been  made  why  they  were  there, 
ftnd  what  they  were  going  to  do ;  and 
Qow,  when  the  Nile  Expedition  was  pro- 
noonced  to  be  a  useless  failure  and  their 
troops  were  to  be  retired,  when  their 
Forces  on  the  Bed  Sea  were  to  be  held 
disposable  for  future  events  and  to  go 
they  knew  not  whither,  the  whole  sub- 
ject of  this  Soudan  Expedition,  in  which 
they  had  been  engaged  so  long,  seemed 
hkely  to  remain  a  matter  of  hopeless 
inystery,  and  he  supposed  they  would 
nerer  biow  either  why  they  went  there, 
or  what  object,  if  any,  they  had  attained. 
On  the  261h  of  February  the  noble  Mar- 
gMSi  behind  him  (the  Marquess  of 
Siiiiburv)  moved  aBesolution,  one  part 
ttiAich 


^  r'^S^  ^^  policy  of  abandoning  the  whole 
^  ^^jpondan  after  the  conclnaion  of  military 
:fS  ^'^^  ^^  he  dangerous  to  Egypt  and  in- 
'yinih  Uie  intmete  of  the  Empire." 


^SIQnN 


was  debated,  and  a  state- 
e  in  both  Houses  of  Par- 
most  distinctly  declared 
the  Government  was 
iitde  '''^^'^^P^h^  Soudan,  but  their 
oFJfOBl^'^iLSI^wthe  Mahdi  at 
jd  hdi  0"*  ^^  ^  \a  Question  put 
?  ^^^^r^r^nan  said,  that      n  independent 


Member,  the  Prime  Minister  very  warmly 
disavowed  the  construction  put  upon  his 
words,  that  he  contemplated  abandoning 
the  Soudan  as  soon  as  the  Mahdi  was 
overthrown.  Nothing  had  changed  in 
the  Soudan.  They  were  still  confronted 
by  the  power,  be  it  more  or  less,  of  the 
Mahdi;  they  did  not  know  what  were 
his  objects  or  what  his  resources ;  and 
if  they  were  bound  to  attack  him  then  in 
Khartoum,  they  were  equally  bound  to 
attack  him  now.  If  they  did  not,  it  was 
simply  because  the  hot  fit  had  been  suc- 
ceeded by  a  cold  fit,  as  it  had  so 
often  been  before  in  the  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  and  that  they 
had,  in  fact,  got  tired  of  their  objectless 
slaughter  of  those  brave  men  who  had 
been  pronoimced  on  the  highest  autho- 
rity to  be  persons  '*  rightly  struggling  to 
be  free.''  The  strange  point  was  that 
throughout  the  whole  transaction  they 
were  told  that  they  were  not  at  war. 
They  had  been  engaged  since  1880  in 
military  operations ;  but  they  never 
amoimted  to  war.  Mark  Twain,  in  one 
of  his  books,  described  an  interview  he 
had  with  a  French  gentleman  who  was 
about  to  engage  in  a  duel,  and  whom  he 
said  he  found  immersed  in  a  profound 
French  calm.  But  he  added  that  a 
French  calm  differed  in  some  material 
particulars  from  an  English  calm,  and 
that  it  induced  the  French  gentleman  to 
tear  his  hair,  to  foam  at  the  mouth,  and 
to  break  up  the  furniture.  At  the  time 
of  the  interview  he  was  engaged  in 
smashing  his  last  chair.  He  covdd  not 
help  thinking  that  the  phase  in  which 
they  had  been  so  long  involved  resembled 
the  calm  in  which  that  French  gentle- 
man indulged.  The  whole  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  the  Soudan 
alia  in  Egypt  seemed  to  have  been 
simply  to  take  the  minimum  of  respon- 
sibility with  reg^ard  to  their  dealings  in 
that  country.  No  doubt  there  was  a 
time,  after  the  bombardment  of  Alexan- 
dria, when  the  fortunes  of  Egypt  re- 
mained absolutely  at  the  disposal  of 
England.  Three  courses  might  have 
been  pursued.'  They  might  have  al- 
lowed the  Egyptian  Gx)vemment  to 
make  itself  feared,  to  hang  Arabi, 
and  to  establish  the  old  form  of 
Government.  He  did  not  say  that 
that  would  have  been  a  right  course  to 
pursue.  Then  they  might  have  assumed 
the  government  of  Eg3rpt  themselves, 
and  established  a  strong  Government  on 
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lines  which  would  have  been  acceptable 
to  the  English  people ;  and  the  third 
course — a  course  which  Her  Majesty's 
Oovemment  adopted — was  to  rule  under 
the  cover  of  a  Native  Prince,  to  thwart 
and  insult  him  at  every  point,  to  para* 
lyze  his  influence,  to  reduce  him  to  a 
mere  cipher,  to  do  as  little  as  possible 
themselves,  but  to  do  that  little  from 
behind  the  mask  of  their  puppet,  the 
Khedive ;  to  allow  the  finances  of  Egypt 
to  go  to  absolute  ruin,  and  the  (Govern- 
ment to  anarchy ;  to  proclaim  at  every 
moment  their  non-responsibility  for  what 
was  taking  place,  and  then,  when  the 
Egyptians  showed  some  signs  of  inde- 
pendent action.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment turned  against  them  suddenly  with 
savagery  and  anger.  This  third  course 
Her  Majesty's  Government  pursued,  and 
the  natural  result  of  their  policy  was 
anarchy,  ruin  every  day  more  profound, 
and  paralysis  at  the  very  heart  of  Egypt. 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers,  it  was  true, 
amused  themselves  in  establishing  some 
form  of  representative  Government  in 
Egypt;  but  the  domestic  policy  which 
had  been  so  successful  in  this  country 
was  utterly  and  absolutely  inapplicable 
on  Eg3rptian  soil.  In  July,  1882,  there 
came  the  revolt  in  the  Soudan,  and,  true 
to  their  fatal  policy,  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment disclaimed  responsibility.  The 
Egyptians  took  the  matter  into  tiheir  own 
hands,  and  announced  their  determina- 
tion of  retaking  the  Soudan ;  but  Her 
Majesty's  Government  advised  them  not 
to  do  so.  Then  followed  General  Hioks's 
Expedition  to  restore  order  in  the  Sou- 
dan. At  first  Hicks  had  some  success ; 
but  from  January  to  May,  1888,  things 
assumed  a  different  character.  The 
General  was  shut  up  in  Kordofan,  and 
in  November  his  whole  Army  of  11,000 
men  was  defeated  and  massacred.  Upon 
Her  Majesty's  Gbvemment  must  rest 
the  responsibility  for  that  Expedition 
and  massacre.  In  the  same  year  the 
Earl  of  Dufferin's  Mission  was  sent  to 
Egypt,  and  the  noble  Earl  recommended 
that  certain  parts  of  the  Soudan  should 
be  resigned,  and  that  a  certain  part 
should  be  held.  The  wise  counsel  of 
the  Earl  of  Dufferin  was  never  followed, 
and  matters  were  left  simply  to  drift. 
A  month  after  the  massacre  of  General 
Hicks  there  came  another  massacre,  that 
of  Moncrieff  at  Tokar,  and  then  the  Go- 
vernment seemed  to  wake  up  from  their 
attitude  of  positive  neutrality  to  imme- 

VUamtU  Bury 


diate  action  for  the  moment.  They  de- 
termined to  evacuate  the  Soudan,  and 
they  declared  that  the  Egyptian  Mini- 
sters who  would  not  consent  to  the  dis- 
memberment of  their  country  should  be 
dismissed.  In  February,  1884,  yet  an- 
other massacre  took  place — Sinkat  fell. 
Public  opinion  in  England  was  certainly 
stirred  to  its  depths  by  that  event,  and 
the  immediate  result  was  the  sending 
out  of  the  first  Expedition  of  General 
Graham  on  the  12  th  of  February.  The 
first  Expedition  of  General  Graiiam  to 
Suakin  was  immediately  after,  and  con- 
sequent upon,  the  massacre  at  Sinkat ; 
and  the  last  Expedition  of  that  General 
was  immediately  after,  and  consequent 
upon,  the  massacre  of  General  Gordon. 
Two  battles  were  fought  in  February 
and  March,  1884 — Teb  and  Tamanieb — 
and  thousands  of  brave  Arabs  were 
killed.  It  was  magnificent  on  both 
sides ;  but  it  was  not  war.  The  result 
of  those  battles  was  the  withdrawal  of 
General  Graham  as  fast  as  possible  to 
his  ships.  After  that  five  months  of  in- 
action took  place,  and  during  that  time 
the  Government  were  deciding  what  fur- 
ther steps  they  would  take.  The  Prime 
Minister,  in  '*  another  place,"  stated  that 
during  those  five  months  the  Govern- 
ment were  considering  what  was  the 
best  way  of  getting  up  the  Nile  to  Khar- 
toum ;  and  he  was  not  ashamed  to  say 
that  the  time  was  not  too  long  in  which 
to  come  to  a  decision  upon  so  moment- 
ous a  point.  On  the  23rd  of  April,  soon 
after  Gordon  was  shut  up  in  Khartoum, 
Berber  was  invested.  That  investment 
was  denied  in  that  House,  and  in  the 
other.  It  was  said  Berber  was  not  in 
danger,  and  that  the  (Government  were 
without  information  which  tended  to 
show  that  relief  ought  to  be  sent.  On 
the  10th  of  June  another  massacre  of 
5,000  men  ensued,  and  Berber  fell.  Then 
came  the  Vote  of  Oredit  for  £300,000, 
that  miserably  inadequate  Vote.  They 
now  knew  that  £15,000,000  was  the 
sum  that  had  been  ruthlessly  spilt  in 
the  sands  of  the  Soudan.  On  the  1 1th 
of  February  news  came  that  Gordon 
had  died  in  defence  of  Khartoum ;  so 
that  all  the  gallant  blood  of  their  soldiers 
was  spent  in  vain,  and  their  gallant  op- 
ponents were  slain  in  vain,  and  the 
Kelief  Expedition  was  so  much  wasted 
energy  and  courage.  It  would  have 
been  far  better  never  to  have  gone  there 
at  all.    In  February  Generu  Graham 
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went  out  onoe  more  to  Suakin  to  estab- 
lish a  route  from  Suakin  to  Berber,  and 
to  oo-operate  with  the  Nile  Expedition, 
and  join  hands  with  Wolseley,  who  was 
on  luB  way  to  Khartoum.  What  had 
been  the  effect  of  all  that?  One  ob- 
jectless battle  after  another.  The  best 
blood  of  England  was  sent  out  to  die  at 
Saakin.  And  they  were  told  now  that 
the  whole  of  that  was  at  an  end ;  that 
their  troops  were  wanted  elsewhere; 
that  the  whole  of  their  blood  and  trea- 
sure had  been  spent  in  vain ;  and  that 
this  Expedition  had  ceased.    At  the  be- 

f  inning  of  that  time  there  were  10  forti- 
ed  pl^s  in  the  Soudan  ;  and,  besides 
Hioks  Pasha's  Army,  there  had  been 
massacres  at  Sinkat,  Tokar,  Teb,  Tama- 
nieb)   Berber,   and  Khartoum.      Now, 
Kassala  still  remained ;  and  he  believed 
that  the  garrison  of  that  and  Sennaar 
^^ere  the  only  garrisons  which  still  re- 
mained unmassaored.    They  were  going 
to  withdraw  from  the  Soudan ;  but  they 
had  had  allies  and  friends.      Among 
them  was  the  Mudir  of  Dongola.    Were 
they  going  to  repeat  in  the  Soudan  what 
they  had  done  elsewhere  ?    Wotdd  the 
Government  give  some  assurance  that 
means  would   be  adopted    to  prevent 
their  Allies  and  friendly  Arabs  from 
suffering    because    they    had    helped 
them?    They  might   have    had   more 
help  if  the  Arabs  had  not  feared  that 
they  would  desert  them.     They  could 
not  by  scuttling  out  of  the  Soudan  get 
rid  of  their  responsibility  to  those  who 
had  been  friendly  to  them,  nor  of  their 
responsibility  in  Egypt.      Egypt    was 
their  road  to  India,  and  from  the  be- 
ginning that  had  been  recognized.    If 
they  left  Egypt  to  its  fate,  it  would  be 
at  tiie  mercy  of  France,  and  Englishmen 
would  not  like  to  see  the  highways  of 
India   in  the  hands  of  any   Foreign 
Power.    They  must,  therefore,  remain 
responsible  for  the  affairs  of  Egypt.    If 
they  withdrew,  they  must  do  so  with 
their  responsibility  on  their  heads.     He, 
therefore,  trusted  the  Government  would 
be  able  to  say  that  they  had  made  ar- 
rangements to  protect  those  who  had 
been  friendly  to  them.    The  Prime  Mi- 
nister once  wrote — 

•<  The  oortain  has  been  slowly  rising,  and 

what  a    scene   has    it    diaclosed We 

look  back  over  this  traot  of  lethargy  as  over 
days  of  ease  purchased  by  dishonour ;  the  pro- 
longed 6uoination  of  an  evil  dream.  They  have 
not  undsntood  the  ri^ts  and  duties  which 
iniepambly  attach  to  this  fountry.  ....  They 


have  been  remiss  when  they  ou^ht  to  have  been 
active.  They  have  been  active  where  they 
ought  to  have  been  circumspect  and  guardea. 
They  have  seemed  to  be  moved  too  little  by 
an  intelligent  appreciation  of  prior  obligations 
and  of  the  broad  and  deep  interests  of  humanity, 
and  too  much  by  a  disposition  to  keep  out  of 
sight  what  was  disagreeable  and  might  be  in- 
convenient." 

These  words  were  taken  from  the  pamph- 
let on  Bulgarian  horrors.  Worse  horrors, 
and  more  directly  connected  with  Eng- 
lish rule,  had  been  transacted  in  the 
countries  of  which  he  had  been  speak- 
ing within  the  last  two  or  three  years. 
He  concluded  by  asking  the  Question 
of  which  he  had  given  Notice. 

Eabl  GEANVILLE  :  The  noble  Mar- 
quess opposite  the  Leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition, two  or  three  days  ago,  asked  me 
whether  I  was  prepared  to  make  any 
commimication  with  regard  to  the  Egyp- 
tian policy  of  the  Government  ?  He  ex- 
pressed a  wish  that  such  a  statement 
should  be  made,  and  asked  me  whether 
I  could  fix  a  day  for  that  statement.  It 
was  a  request  which  the  noble  Marquess 
had  every  right  to  make,  and  it  came 
with  very  great  authority  from  him.  It 
was  with  regret  I  said  &at,  in  the  opi- 
nion of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  such 
a  statement  would  be  premature,  and  I 
declined  to  make  it.  1  said  it  was  im- 
possible for  me,  at  that  time,  to  make 
a  statement  with  regard  to  Egyptian 
policy.  The  noble  Yisooimt  who  has 
just  sat  down  prefaced  the  Question  of 
which  he  had  given  Notice  by  reading  to 
us  a  very  long  essay — an  essay  which  ap- 
peared to  me  to  bear  a  very  strong 
family  likeness  to  a  long  speech  which 
he  made  when  the  Vote  of  Censure  was 
moved — a  speech  which  I  have  no  doubt 
greatly  contributed  to  the  adverse  vote 
which  fell  from  your  Lordships  on  that 
occasion.  But  in  the  essay  to  which  I 
have  just  alluded  the  noble  Viscount  has 
not  stated  a  single  ground  for  supposing 
that  it  would  be  proper  or  consistent  in 
me,  having  declined  to  answer  a  Ques- 
tion put  to  me  by  such  authority  as  that 
of  the  noble  Marquess,  two  days  after- 
wards to  go  into  a  statement  as  to  a 
great  portion  of  our  Egjrptian  policy.  I 
am  quite  sure  the  noble  Yiscoimt,  on 
reflection,  will  not  be  surprised  at  my 
not  answering  the  Question  he  has  put 
to  me. 

Thb  Maequbss  of  SALISBUB Y  :  My 
Lords,  I  am  not  surprised  that  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  should  feel  stung  by  the 
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eloquence  of  the  roeech  we  haye  heard 
from  the  noble  Visoount  near  me.  I 
shall  not  attempt  to  go  into  the  lament- 
able history  which  he  has  so  well 
sketched.  I  fully  acknowledge  that  the 
noble  Earl  opposite  is  the  master  of  the 
time  when  he  will  think  it  right,  having 
regard  to  the  state  of  public  affairs,  to 
explain  the  policy  of  the  Government.  I 
regret  that  there  should  be  so  much 
delay  in  the  performance  of  that  task ; 
and  I  do  not  believe  that  the  task  will 
be  less  easy,  or  the  result  more  accept- 
able to  the  people  of  this  country,  by 
reason  of  delay.  The  time  for  balancing 
the  books  must  come.  We  must  ask  our- 
selves how  much  blood  has  been  shed  ; 
how  much  money  we  have  poured  out  on 
the  deserts  of  Africa ;  what  we  have  got 
to  show  for  the  blood  of  our  coimtr3rmen 
and  others  that  has  been  shed,  and  the 
money  that  has  been  thrown  away ;  and 
what  we  have  done  for  the  reputation 
of  England  ?  How  can  we  defend  our- 
selves for  the  treatment  of  many  whom 
we  have  induced  to  risk  everything  on 
our  behalf,  and  whom,  when  the  danger 
came,  we  left  in  the  lurch  ?  How  can 
we  defend  ourselves  before  our  country- 
men for  having  repeated  the  sad  story 
of  Oandahar  and  the  Transvaal,  and 
allowing  garrison  after  garrison,  tribe 
after  tribe,  to  be  defeated  ?  My  Lords, 
this  is  a  terrible  account  which  must  be 
rendered,  and  the  sooner  it  is  rendered 
the  better.  At  present,  if  the  policy  of 
the  Government  in  Egypt  is  to  be  what 
it  seems  to  be,  I  am  afraid  the  opi- 
nion passed  upon  it  wiU  be  that  our 
frienoiahip  has  been  a  curse  to  every 
tribe  and  nation  to  whom  it  has  been 
offered,  because  it  has  always  been  foU 
lowed  by  desertion. 

SOUTH  APBICA-STELLALAND. 

ADDRESS  POB  PAPBB8. 

Lord  HARRT8,  in  asking  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Gt)vemment,  Whether  they  are 
m  a  position  to  give  the  House  any  in- 
formation as  to  the  course  affairs  are 
taking  with  regard  to  the  settlement  of 
difficulties  in  Stellaland  ?  said,  that  he 
had  no  idea  of  raising  a  debate,  as  there 
was  not  sufficient  information  to  enable 
him  to  do  so ;  but  he  thought  it  right  to 
move  for  Papers.  He  wished  to  know 
what  progress  had  been  made  in  dis- 
covering the  murderers  of  Mr.  Beihell 
and  Mr.  Walker;    secondly,    whether 

The  Marqueit  of  Sahshity 


Montsioa's  looaticm  had  been 
him ;  and,  thirdly,  whetho'  8ir 
Warren's  action  was  tending  to 
the  trade  route  in  Central  Africa ; 
if  it  was,  whether  that  course  wrna  to  W 
considered  as  tending  to  any  s^mom  sC 
annexation  ?  Gratitude  was  owi^  to 
Mr.  Bhodes  for  the  arrangeoiAito  k* 
had  been  able  to  effect,  especiallj  afbm 
the  somewhat  precipitous  course  oi  Ik. 
Mackenzie.  He  believed  Mr. 
had  brought  about  a  better 
throughout  Stellaland.  A  few 
ago  it  was  stated  that  Mr.  "Rhcdta  kai 
suddenly  left  Stellaland  shortly 
the  arrival  of  Sir  Charlee  Warrea. 
hoped  that  did  not  indicate  an; 
genoe  of  opinion  between  Mr. 
and  Sir  Charles  Warren.  He 
lastly,  to  know  whether  th^ 
Exchequer  was  responsible  for  the 
advanced  by  Mr.  Bhodee  lor  tl^  G»> 
vemment  of  Stellaland;  and,  if 
were  so,  whether  the  Home  Qo 
would  also  be  responsible  lor  tii*  dsk 
incurred  in  Stellaland  ?  He  wo«U  «■- 
elude  by  moving  for  Papers. 

Mov^,  "That  an  humble  Addrwi  W  |b> 
sented  to  Her  Majeety  for  I^pen  Ttagmeaa^ 
the  settlement  of  difficoltifli  in  fTtnTliliai'' 
(The  Lord  HerrU,) 


H« 


Thb  EiLRL  OF  DERBY  quite 
with  the  noble  Lord  that  the 
mation  was  not  sufficient  to  joatiff 
in  raising  a  debate,  and,  indeed,  «m 
that  in  ms  own  poeseesion  was 
cient  for  that  purpose.  The 
nate  deficiency  of  Papers 
causes  over  which  he  had  no 
The  cable  ha4  been  broken, 
telegram  had  reached  theOdoaial 
of  a  later  date  than  the  Slst  of 
The  interruption  still  oontiniied  ee  n^ 
garded  telegraphic  oommanication ;  ta 
a  series  of  despatches  up  to  the  date  «f 
April  8  had  reached  him  within  Ihs  iHl 
two  hours.  They  were  very  TohauBMa 
and  he  had  not  had  time  to  look  sHi 
them.  The  noble  Lord's  inqaiij  ir 
Papers  was  peifectly  justifiable ;  bat  st 
would  be  more  oonvenient  if  yU  abUt 
Lord  would  withdraw  his  Motioa.  B« 
should  be  ready  to  present  the 
before  Whitsuntide,  so  that  then 
be  ample  time  for  a  diiiuuiwiua 
them.  With  regard  to  what  had 
he  could  answer  some  of  the 
Lord's  Questions.  He  could, 
give  no  answer  regarding  the 
punishment  of  the  men 
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charges  of  murder  had  been  brought ; 
but    with  respect  to    the    securing    of 
Montsioa's  rights,  he  knew  that  was  a 
primary  object  with  Sir  Hercules  Robin- 
son and  Sir  Charles  Warren,  and  he 
liad  no  doubt  that  whatever  Montsioa 
could  fairly  claim  he  would  obtain  with 
their  assistance.    As  to  the  trade  route 
and  the  security  of  the  line  of  commu- 
nication, those  were  points  of  which  the 
Qoyemment  had  never  lost  sight ;  and, 
in  the  new  Convention  with  the  Trans- 
Taal  Government  which  was  come  to 
about  15  months  ago,  special  care  was 
taken  to  carry  the  boundary  so  as  not  to 
intercept  the  line  of  communication  be- 
tween the  Cape  and  the  independent  dis- 
tricts North  of  the  Cape.    Sir  Charles 
Warren  had  occupied  Bechuanaland  with 
a  military  force,  and  had  entirely  restored 
order.  A  Protectorate  had  been  declared, 
including  a  large  extent  of  territory  to 
the  North,  and  no  armed  opposition  had 
been  met  with;  but  the  question  of  what 
was  to  be  done  in  the  future  for  the 
country  had  not  yet  come  before  him. 
It  was,  in  his  view,   desirable  that  it 
ebonld  be  ultimately  absorbed  in  the 
Cape  Colony,  rather  than  that  it  should 
be  permanently  maintained  as  a  separate 
8tate.    At  the  same  time,  he  was  not  in 
a  position  to  announce  that  any  imme- 
diate annexation  would  take  place.  There 
were  various  parties  to  consider,  and  the 
Imperial  Government  could  not  force  ter- 
ritory on  the  Cape  Colony  against  its  will. 
He  need  not  point  out  to  their  Lordships 
the  great  inconvenience  which  would 
arise  if  they  were  required  to  station  a 
considerable  military  force  in  that  coun- 
try.   He  trusted  that  before  long  an  or- 
ganized police  would  be  sufficient  for  the 
requirements  of  the  case.      He  quite 
agreed  with  the  noble  Lord  that  the 
affairs  of  Bechuanaland  were  a  very 
proper  subject  for  discussion  in  that 
House ;  but  it  was  impossible  to  discuss 
them  without  further  information  than 
they  now  possessed. 

The  Eabl  of  CAENAEVON 
trusted  that  the  Papers  which  were  pro- 
mised would  contain  all  that  informa- 
tion which  it  was  so  desirable  their 
Lordships  should  have  upon  the  subject. 
It  was  a  serious  matter  that  the  cable 
fihoold  be  broken  at  this  time ;  and  he 
would  be  glad  to  know  whether  it  would 
be  repaired  within  a  short  period  of 
time  ?  His  noble  Friend  (Lord  Harris) 
had  referred  to  another  point  which  the 
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noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Derby)  had  not 
alluded  to — the  difference  of  opinion 
that  unfortunately  was  stated  to  exist 
between  Sir  Charles  Warren  and  the 
High  Commissioner  at  the  Cape.  He 
regretted  extremely  that  there  should 
be  any  difficulty  whatever  between  two 
high  officers  of  such  character  and  posi- 
tion, who  were  discharging  functions  of 
so  delicate,  not  to  say  critical,  a  nature. 
He  hoped  that  the  Papers  would  show 
what  the  differences  were,  and  how  all 
matters  stood. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with' 
drawn, 

WATER  COMPANIES  (REGULATION  OP 

POWERS)    BILL.— (No.   2L) 

{The  Earl  of  Camperdown,) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
put  into  Committee,  read. 

Moved,  "That  the  House  do  now  re- 
solve itself  into  Committee  on  the  said 
Bm.''— {The  Marl  of  Camperdown.) 

The  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN  said, 
the  Bill  had  been  very  fully  considered 
by  the  Select  Committee  to  which  it  had 
been  referred,  and  he  had  to  thank  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord  Bram- 
well)  and  the  other  Members  of  the  Com- 
mittee for  their  assistance  during  the 
seven  days  that  the  Committee  sat.  He 
might  shortly  sketch  the  effect  of  the 
Bill.  In  future,  every  Water  Company 
would  be  obliged  to  furnish  to  its  con- 
sumers a  claim  or  demand  note,  before 
the  delivery  of  which  it  would  not  be 
able  to  enforce  its  demands.  Within  21 
days  after  this  note  had  been  delivered 
it  would  be  in  the  power  of  every  con- 
sumer to  object  to  the  whole  or  any  part 
of  the  details,  and  he  would  be  bound  to 
specify  what  his  objections  were,  and  to 
state  the  sum  he  thought  he  ought  to  be 
charged.  The  amount  admitted  by  the 
consumer  was  deemed  to  be  the  mini- 
mum, and  this  the  consumer  was  liable 
to  pay  forthwith.  If  he  failed,  the  Com- 
pany would  be  entitled  to  serve  a  14 
days'  notice,  after  which  the  supply 
might  be  stopped.  In  regard  to  the  dis- 
puted portion  of  the  claim  the  Company 
would  have  to  take  the  case  for  decision 
by  a  Court  of  Summary  Jurisdiction. 
These  provisions  would  apply  to  the 
ordinary  supply  of  water,  and  not  to 
water  supplied  under  some  agreement. 

2  T 
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A  new  clause  had  been  placed  in  the 
Bill  which  was  of  great  importance,  and 
which  provided  that  where  the  owner, 
and  not  the  occupier,  was  liable  by  law 
or  by  agreement  to  the  "Water  Company 
for  the  payment  of  the  water  rate,  it 
should  not  be  competent  to  the  Company 
to  cut  off  the  supply  on  any  ground 
whatever.  On  the  other  hand,  the  rate 
would  be  made  a  charge  upon  the  pre- 
mises, or,  as  an  alternative,  the  Com- 
pany might  receive  it  from  the  occupier, 
who  would  be  entitled  to  deduct  it  from 
his  rent.  This  would  provide  against 
what  was  a  very  serious  inconvenience 
now  suffered  by  many  poor  tenants 
whose  landlord  undertook  to  pay  the 
water  rate,  but  who  failed  to  do  so.  At 
present  the  unfortunate  tenants  suffered 
in  such  cases,  and  were  deprived  of  the 
first  necessary  of  life  because  their  land- 
lord and  the  Company  fell  out  with  one 
another.  This  would  no  longer  be  the 
case.  He  believed  the  views  of  the 
Water  Companies  with  regard  to  the  Bill 
had  been  very  much  modified  during  its 
passage  through  Committee,  and  that 
they  were  now  convinced  the  measure 
was  not  so  unjust  or  revolutionary  as 
they  had  supposed. 

Motion  agreed  to:  House  in  Com- 
mittee. 

Amendments  (proposed  by  the  Select 
Committee)  made  :  The  Beport  thereof 
to  be  received  on  Monday  next. 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS   OF  THE 
HOUSE.— RESOLUTION. 

LoED  DENMAN  moved— 

"  That  this  House  sits  on  Mondays  at  Five 
o'clock  in  lieu  of  a  quarter  past  Four  o'clock.'* 

He  had,  he  said,  sat  in  the  House  for  27 
years  under  the  old  system,  and  had  a 

§  reference  for  the  old  arrangement  un- 
er  which  the  House  never  sat  until 
5  o'clock,  rather  than  for  the  three  years 
during  which,  besides,  he  had  seen  the 
present  system  tried.  In  the  debate 
on  the  Motion  of  the  noble  Earl 
(the  Earl  of  Camperdown)  the  Leader 
of  the  House  had  said  that  if  the  House 
rose  before  5  o'clock,  noble  Lords  woidd 
be  able  to  go  into  the  country  by  the 
train.  He  (Lord  Denman),  before  the 
change,  had  heard  the  Motion  for  the 
adjournment  of  the  House  more  often 
than  any  other  Peer  not  a  Minister,  so 
did  not  wish  the  House  to  rise  early. 
In  regard  to  Mondays,  in   particular,  I 

The  Earl  of  Camperdown 


there  were  objections  to  meeting 
that  hour ;  but  the  Law  Lords,  m\q  ob 
other  week-days  had,  in  oonseqaenoe  of 
the  Motion  of  the  noble  Earl  (the  Eld 
of  Camperdown),  sat  earlier  in  the  moo- 
ing, since  the  change  had  agreed  not  to 
sit  till  half-an-hour  later  on  Mcmdiji. 
E[is  own  position  was  this.  Hehadtwp 
places  in  the  Midlands,  and,  whicher«r 
of  them  he  happened  to  be  at,  he  kai 
to  sleep  five  miles  from  home  ovenigls 
in  order  to  get  to  town  in  time ;  n^ 
he  did  not  like  to  arrive  only  to  find  t^ 
the  House  had  adjourned,  which  ofta 
happened. 

Moved,  ''  That  this  House  sits  oa  Mm- 
days  at  Five  o'clock,  in  lien  of  a  quarts 
past    Four  o'clock.'' — {Tks  Lmrd  Dm^ 

man,) 

The  Easl  of  CAMPERDOWN  moL 
he  thought  that  before  anything  fintlfl' 
was  said  they  ought  to  have  some  fatdm 
reasons  laid  before  them  iat  the  disafa 
He  hoped  there  were  not  manj  of  t&iir 
Lordships  in  a  similar  predScaiBciil  ti 
that  of  the  noble  Lord.  

The    Mabquess    of    8ALI8BTJBT: 
The  reasons  will  be  found  in  tha 
way  Time  Tables. 

On  Question?  rMofc^liiiihe 


OBIMINAL  LAW  AMEKDMENT  BUL 
(^The  Earl  of  DaiJkoum^) 

(KO.   92.)      THIBD  BKABISQ. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Thiri  Bast- 
ing read. 

Moved,  ^ThattheBillbenowiMdr* 
—(The  Earl  of  DMoutie.) 

Lord  DENMAN,  who  had 
ing   Notice  upon   the    Paper : — J 
Clause  12,  add: — 

«  No  person  oonyictad  under  tiu»  i 
be  entitled  to  Tote  at  any 
manioipal  election,  and  no  lodger  in  kia 
house  shall  qualifv  under  a  lo&«r  ^^r*^^* 
long  as  he  keeps  uie  house ;  and  tliia 
cation  shall  apply  to  every  Iodg«r  thcrn," 

said,  that  he  could  hardly  hope  tD  it- 
troduce  a  disfranchisement  daiiae  ia  t^ 
Bill ;  but  the  Act  of  1869  had  not  mS- 
ciently  guarded  against  the  rc^bn  d 
such  householders  as  were  prorvd  » 
exist  on  the  inquest  upon  the  Dai>sa 
Crescent  murder. 

LoBD  BALFOXJB  said,  he  hoj^  tW 
Government  would  take  the  opiaifla  ^ 
the  other  House  on  this  Bill,  whick  ' 
been  passed  by  their  Lordships  oa 
separate  occasions  without  boig 
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mitted  to  the  judgment  of  the  other 
House.  When  a  fiill  containing  such 
clauses  as  this  contained  passed  their 
Lordships'  House,  it  would  be  at  least 
respectful  to  their  Lordships  that  the 
opinion  of  the  other  House  should  be 
taken  upon  it.  Some  of  the  clauses 
would  neyer  have  passed  their  House 
except  on  the  demand  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day.  He  held  the  opinion, 
which  he  thought  was  shared  by  many 
noble  Lords,  that  to  pass  a  Bill  like  this, 
year  after  year,  and  not  take  the  opinion 
of  the  other  House,  was  reducing  their 
Lordships'  House  to  the  position  of  a 
mere  debating  society,  and  placing  it 
altogether  in  a  very  ridiculous  position. 
No  doubt  they  would  be  told  that  this 

was  on  account  of  the  press  of  Business 

in  the  other  House;   but  when  their 

Lordships  had  passed  a  Bill  once  or 

twice,  he  thought  they  should  not  be 

asked  to  do  it  again  untQ  at  least  the 

opinion  of  the  other  House  had  been 

taken  upon  it.  He  was  strongly  of  opi- 
nion that  if  the  earlier  clauses  of  the 

Bill  stood  alone  they  would  have  passed 

without  the  slightest  difference  of  opi- 
nion;  and  he  protested  against  their 

being  kept  back  from  what  he  belieyed 

to  be  beneficent  operation  because  of  the 

other  clauses  which  were  totally  foreign 

to  them,  and  as  to  which  there  were 

great  differences  of  opinion.  For  him- 
self, he  wished  to  say  that  if  no  decision 

of  the  other  House  of  Parliament  were 

challenged  on  this  Bill,  and  if  it  was 

presented  again  to  this  House  another 

year,  he  should  do  his  best  to  prevent  it 

passing  until  that  was  done,  and  he 

new  that  other  noble  Lords  shared  that 

view  with  him. 


MINUTES.]— Wats  and  mtxvB^Cofisideredin 
Commutes — Betolutiona  [April  30]  reported, 

Privatb  Bill  (by  Order}— Second  Beading — 
Regent's  Canal,  City,  and  Docks  Railway. 

Public  3ills — Retolution  in  Committee — East 
India  (Unclaimed  Stocks)  fExpenses]. 

Orderedr--Cxiaioms  and  Inland  Revenue'. 

Ordered^— First  Beading — Gas  and  Water  Pro- 
visional Orders  (No.  2)  ♦  [149], 

First  Beading — Honorary  Freedom  of  Boroughs* 
[163]. 

Second  Beading — Metropolis  Management  Acts 
Amendment  *  [138] ;  Friendly  Societies  Act 
(1875)  Amendment*  [139]. 

Committee  —  Beport  —  Registration  of  Voters 
(Ireland)  [110-160];  Registration  of  Voters 
(Scotland)  [132-1511;  Metropolitan  Streets 
Act  (1867)  Extension  [137];  Waterworks 
Clauses  Act  (1847)  Amendment  [7-152]. 

Considered  as  awtended — Hiird  Beading — High- 
ways •  [89],  and  passed. 

Withdrawn-^^Q,\A  Bill  Legislation  •  [25]. 

PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 


Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  paesed,  and  sent 
to  the  Oommona. 

BUBGH   POIJOE    AKD    HEALTH  (sOOTUOn)) 

BILL  [h.L."| 

Select  Committee  on:  The  Lords  following 
were  named  of  the  CSommittee : 

E.  Mar  and  EeUie.  L.  Ker. 

E.  Minto.  L.  Ramsay. 

L.  Balfour  of  Burley.  L.  Tweeddale. 
L.  Sondiidge. 

^e  CJommittee  to  meet  on  Tuesday  next  at 

Huee  o'clock,  and  to  appoint  th^  own  Chair- 
man. 

^Qte  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past  Six  o'clock, 
to  Monday  next,  a  quarter  before 

Eleven  o'clock. 


REGENTS  CANAL,  CITY,  AND  DOCKS 
RAILWAY  BILL  {by  Order.) 

8E0OND  BEADnra. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

l^otion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (i/ir.  Bodde.) 

Sib  JOSEPH  PEASE  said,  he  had 

placed  a  Notice  on  the  Paper,  which  had 

now  been  there  for  some  time,  of  his 

intention  to  move — 

*'  That  it  ia  not  expedient  to  pass  any  Rail- 
way BUI  which  involves  the  payment  of  m- 
terest  out  of  capitid  during  the  construction  of 
works,  pending  the  introduction  of  a  public 
measure  on  this  subject,  as  recommended  by  a 
C!ommittee  of  this  House  in  1882,  especially 
where  such  a  Bill  practically  makes  the  altera- 
tion of  the  Standing  Orders  of  this  House  re- 
trospective in  their  action." 

In  moving  that  Eesolution  as  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill, 
it  was  scarcely  necessary  to  explain  that 
it  was,  of  course,  a  direct  attack  upon 
the  second  reading.  He  would  state  to 
the  House  at  once  the  position  in  which 
he  stood  in  regard  to  tms  measure.  He 
had  taken  up  the  question  entirely  as  a 
matter  of  public  duty.  Whatever  might 
be  the  opinion  of  the  Bail  way  Association, 
which  he  had  sometimes  represented  in 
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that  House,  he  did  it  without  regard  to 
any  resolution  which  tliey  might  have 
come  to  upon  this  subject.  He  had  no- 
thing whatever  to  do  with  the  BaUway 
Shareholders'  Association.  He  was  not 
a  member  of  that  Association ;  but,  on 
the  contrary,  he  had  declined  to  become 
a  member  of  it,  as  he  felt  that  his  own 
work  was  more  particularly  connected 
with  railway  direction  and  management 
generally  than  it  was  with  railway  share- 
holders in  particular.  He  had  always 
maintained  that  it  was  the  duty  of  a  Hall- 
way Director  to  try  and  hold  the  balance 
as  carefully  as  possible  between  the  traffic 
senders  and  the  shareholders.  He  had, 
therefore,  declined  to  become  a  member 
of  that  Association,  which,  he  believed, 
had  sent  out  a  Circular  that  afternoon, 
stating  reasons  why  the  House  should 
support  him  in  the  Motion  he  had  just 
made.  He  had  been  under  the  impres- 
sion that  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Cambridgeshire  (Mr. 
Hicks)  stood  first  on  the  list  that  after- 
noon, and  the  proposal  of  his  hon. 
Friend  was  a  direct  negative  to  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill.  His  (Sir 
Joseph  Pease's)  ground  was  a  somewhat 
different  one ;  and  probably  his  hon. 
Friend  would  be  able  to  explain  the 
different  reasons  for  opposing  this  Bill 
much  better  than  he  could.  His  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Gloucester  (Mr. 
Monk)  had  in  1882  also  opposed  the 
Hegenfs  Canal  Bill  upon  the  same 
ground  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Cam- 
bridgeshire (Mr.  Hicks) — ^namely,  that 
the  operations  of  this  Company  would 
probably  result  in  the  closing  of  the  old 
Eegent's  Canal,  and  if  that  were  done 
that  the  practical  effect  would  be  to  close 
some  of  the  important  branches  of  in- 
land navigation,  which  his  hon.  Friends 
considered  to  be  for  the  public  interest 
to  keep  open  with  a  view  of  benefiting 
the  trade  of  the  country  generally.  His 
(Sir  Joseph  Pease's)  argument  was  alto- 
gether different.  It  was  an  argument 
entirely  based  upon  principle,  and  it  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  railway  accom- 
modation of  the  district  traversed  by 
the  Canal  Company.  He  opposed  the 
Bill,  because  he  considered  it  to  be 
wrong  financially  to  pay  interest  out  of 
capited  during  the  construction  of  works. 
He  would  now  endeavour  to  explain  the 
position  in  which  the  matter  stood,  and 
he  hoped  that  he  would  be  able  to  lay 
a  dear  statement  before  the  House,  so 

Sir  Joseph  Pease 


that  the  whole  matter  might  be  tiio- 
roughly  appreciated.  The  Hne  wit 
about  18|^  miles  long,  and  it  ran  from 
Paddington  along  the  old  Begcot*i 
Canal  bank — which  would  be  familiar  to 
many  Members  of  the  House — as  far  ai 
Islington,  reducing  the  width  of  t^ 
Canal  navigation  in  certain  poftions. 
The  Canal  was  protected,  as  fax  ai 
he  could  see,  by  clauses  in  the  Com- 
pany's Act  of  Parliament.  Thoee  daom 
were  imdoubtedly  inserted  in  the  fint 
instance,  whatever  might  ultimately  be- 
come of  them,  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
tecting the  traffic  upon  the  CanaL  At 
Isling^n,  the  Hailway  divided  itself  ist» 
three  distinct  lines.  No.  1  brandied  off 
south  to  the  Barbican ;  No.  2  branebed 
off  north  to  the  Midland  and  Gre«t 
Northern  (3t>ods  Yards ;  and  No.  3,  whi^ 
was  the  main  line,  ran  eastward  from 
Islington,  over  Plaistow  Marshes,  to  tbt 
Albert  Docks.  The  Act  authorizing  thoN 
lines  was  passed  in  1882,  and  the  ordi- 
nary shares  authorized  by  that  Act  wsra 
set  down  at  £8,100,000,  and  the  botrov- 
ing  powers  at  £2,390,000 ;  makinga total 
of  £10,490,000.  Ofthis8um,£l,500,OM 
had  been  relegated  to  the  Begest*i 
Canal  purchase,  and  of  that  £1,275,000 
had  already  been  applied  to  the  psr- 
poses  laid  down  in  the  Act  of  Paz£a- 
ment.  As  he  understood  the  |um«t 
Bill,  it  auUiorized  the  raising  of  aa 
additional  share  capital,  with  the  eoe- 
sent  of  Parliament,  to  the  extent  of 
£660,000,  which  was  to  pay  intvest  oil 
of  capital  during  the  constroctioii  of  t^ 
works.  The  total  amount  of  capital  in- 
volved, which  would  be  handed  orer  i» 
the  care  of  the  Directors  of  the  Begeafs 
Canal  Company,  would  thus  be  abost 
£11,150,000.  Now,  immediatdj  to  tfe 
north  of  this  line  was  the  North  Loaioa 
Eailway,  which  had  cost  £3,900,00^, 
and  towards  which  the  North-Wsrtea 
Eailway  Company  was  a  contributor  to 
the  extent  of  £168,000.  Over  the  hm 
of  the  North  London  Railway  theNortk- 
Westem  Company  had  power  to  n&, 
and  there  were  junctions  with  the  Mii^ 
land,  the  Great  Northern,  the  Qraat 
Eastern,  and  the  London,  THbnrr,  ivi 
Southend  Bail  ways,  which,  together  vt^ 
the  North  London  Bailwaj,  w  had  thaa 
access  to  the  Albert  Docks.  Immedxaaaly 
to  the  south  of  the  western  end  of  tkaa 
line,  from  the  Harrow  Boad,  as  Fai- 
dington,  to  Aldengate  Street,  c&oas  ti 
its  tennination  at  the  BarUesi,  was 
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the  Metropolitan  main  line,  over  wbioh 
ran  the  Great  Western  Company.     This 
railway  had  four  lines  of  rails  all  the  way 
from  St.  Fancras  to  Moorgate  Street  Sta- 
tion.    The  Midland  and  Great  Northern 
Companies  ran  over  two  of  these  four 
lines  of  rails,  the  Metropolitan  having 
constructed  them  for  their  special  traffic. 
That  line  ran  parallel  with  the  Eegent's 
Canal  line,  and  had   been  made  at  a 
considerably  less    cost   than   the  esti- 
mate for  the  corresponding  section  of 
the  Eegent's  Canal  line.    The  cost  of 
the  three  miles  of  railway  had  been  less 
than  £3,000,000,  or  about   £1,250,000 
less  than  the  estimate  of  the  line  proposed 
to  be  made  by  the  Eegent's  Canal  Com- 
pany.   Where  the  east  end  of  the  Canal 
lines  ran    through  Plaistow    Marshes, 
there  already  existed  the  Great  Eastern 
line,  the  London,  Tilbury,  and  Southend 
Kailway,   and  the  North  London  line, 
all  being  more  or  less  in  connection. 
These  were  the  Companies  with  which 
the  new  line,  when  made,  would  have  to 
compete  for  all  its  traffic.    He  did  not 
wish  to  enter  at  all  into  the  merits  of 
these  railway  systems ;  but  they  were 
there  already,  and  they  were  lines  with 
which  the  new  line  would  have  to  com- 
pete for  the  traffic  of  the  locality.    After 
entering  upon  this  competition,  could 
it  go  on  paying  4  per  cent?    He  put 
it  to  the  House  plainly  whether  they 
thought  it  at  all  likely,  judging  from 
past  experience,  and  with  the  competi- 
tion of  the  Metropolitan  Eailway,  that 
this  line  would  pay  the  original  share- 
holders?   What,  however,  he  particu- 
larly objected  to  was  that  the  House  of 
Commons  should  take   upon  itself  to 
guarantee,  as  it  were,  4  per  cent  for  the 
payment  of  interest  out  of  capital  while 
the  works  were  in  the  course  of  con- 
struction.   In  his  humble  opinion,  the 
House  would  not  be  justified  in  autho- 
rizing the  payment  of  4  per  cent,  while 
the  works  were  being  constructed,  unless 
they  were  perfectly  and  morally  satisfied 
that  after  the  railway  was  opened  the 
same  rate  of  dividend  would  be  con- 
tinued.   The  sole  object  of  this  Bill  was 
to  create  £660,000,    which  was  to  be 
drawn  from  shareholders'  subscriptions, 
and  then  returned  to  them  during  the 
construction  of  the  works,  and  to   be 
called  interest  out  of  capital.    Instead 
of  holding  their  own  money,  and  using 
it  as  they  liked  and  as  they  desired,  the 
ahareholdera  were  to  intrust  it  to  the 


Canal  Company,  and  to  receive  it  back 
again,  little  by  Httle,  as  the  Directors 
were  prepared  to  pay  what  they  called 
interest  out  of  capital  during  the  con- 
struction of  the  works.  He  could  not 
conceive  how  any  advantage  whatever 
could  be  obtained  by  this  class  of  share- 
holders. There  might  be  some  advantage 
in  this  process  to  the  financial  arrange- 
ments of  the  Directors;  but  it  was 
absolutely  without  any  advantage,  as  far 
as  he  could  see,  to  the  deluded  innocents 
who  consented  to  receive  their  money 
back  again  out  of  their  own  capital. 
The  old  Canal  shareholders  got  £130 
for  a  £100  share.  That,  so  far  as  he 
knew,  was  a  fair  and  proper  arrange- 
ment. But  there  was  one  curious 
transaction  to  which  he  should  like  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House,  because 
it  showed  how  some  of  these  schemes 
were  got  up.  The  Canal  Directors 
secured  seven  years'  purchase  on  their 
fees,  notwithstanding  that  some  of  them, 
as  it  was  stated  before  the  Committee  on 
the  Bill,  were  already  75  years  of  age. 
Beyond  the  Canal  shareholders  there 
seemed  to  be  very  few  shareholders,  and 
the  only  object  the  Directors  had  in  bring- 
ing the  Bill  before  the  House  was  to 
secure  additional  shareholders.  He  could 
not  £nd  that  there  were  any  landowners 
who  wanted  the  Bill.  There  might  be 
some  Local  Authorities  in  favour  of  it ; 
but  no  residents,  as  far  as  he  could  ascer- 
tain, were  asking  for  it.  In  the  three 
years  which  had  elapsed  since  the  Bill 
of  1882  was  passed  there  had  been  no 
shareholders  registered  who  were  willing 
to  take  hold  of  the  scheme  and  work  out 
the  railway.  When  the  Bill  was  brought 
before  the  House  of  Commons  in  1882 
it  contained  a  clause — ^No.  117— autho- 
rizing interest  to  be  paid  out  of  capital. 
That  clause  was  struck  out  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Commons  as  a 
condition  precedent  to  the  passing  of 
the  Bill  at  all.  That  took  place  on  the 
23rd  of  May,  1882,  and  Clause  201  was 
put  in  to  provide  that  no  interest  should 
be  paid  out  of  capital  during  the  con- 
struction of  works.  On  the  20th  of  July, 
1882,  the  Bill  was  in  the  House  of  Lords; 
and  Mr.  Pope,  the  eminent  Queen's 
Counsel,  who  had  charge  of  the  Bill,  in 
addressing  the  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Lords,  said — 

**  The  promoterB  of  this  measure  are  respon- 
sible, and  respectable,  and  enterprising  nutg- 
nates  of  the  City  of  London." 
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True ;  but  the  learned  counsel  went  on 
to  tell  their  Lordships  that  such  a 
Directorate,  and  such  a  scheme,  would 
be  abundantly  able  to  raise  the  sum 
required  (£8,000,000).  It  must  be 
borne  in  mind  that  this  statement  was 
made  after  the  clause  providing  for  the 
payment  of  interest  out  of  capital  was 
eliminated  from  the  Bill  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Commons.  He 
believed  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  the  Chair  would  have  a  lively  recol- 
lection of  the  proceedings  of  that  Com- 
mittee, as  he  had  happened  to  be  a 
Member  of  it.  It  was,  therefore,  after 
the  Committee  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons had  designedly  and  pointedly 
struck  out  the  clause,  and  after  their 
Lordships  had  been  assured,  as  posi- 
tively by  counsel  as  they  could  be,  that 
without  any  such  clause  the  Bill  would 
be  in  safe  and  good  and  rich  hands, 
and  that  the  money  would  be  forth- 
coming, that  the  Bill  passed  the  two 
Houses.  Therefore,  he  alleged  that  the 
promoters  of  the  scheme,  after  this  cir- 
cumstance had  occurred,  in  asking  that 
the  decision  of  Parliament  should  be 
set  aside,  were  not  keeping  good  faith 
with  Parliament,  seeing  that  the  Bill 
had  been  readily  accepted  by  the 
Company  without  this  clause.  A  new 
Standing  Order  had  been  peissed  in 
1883  by  the  House  subsequently  to  the 
promotion  of  this  Bill.  It  was  proposed 
by  the  Committee  that  there  should  be 
genered  legislation  upon  this  subject. 
Such  legislation  had  never  been  at- 
tempted. The  new  Standing  Order  said 
that  the  Committee  on  the  Bill  might,  in 
certain  cases,  if  they  thought  fit,  aUow 
interest.  The  Committee  before  whom 
this  Company  made  their  proposal  was 
a  strong  Committee.  It  had  the  whole 
of  the  facts  before  it,  and  went  fully 
into  the  question,  and  yet  the  result  was 
that  the  clause  was  omitted.  The  pro- 
moters of  the  Bill  alleged  that  they  were 
acting  in  conformity  with  the  Standing 
Order  on  the  interest  question  adopted 
by  the  House  of  Commons  in  1883. 
This  was  manifestly  not  the  case.  The 
Standing  Order  in  question  was  not 
retrospective ;  and,  moreover,  provision 
was  made  that  interest  should  only  be 
permitted  when  the  Committee  charged 
with  the  inquiry  into  the  merits  of  the 
Bill  reported  in  favour  of  such  a  prac- 
tice. In  this  case,  the  Committee  de- 
cided just  the  reverse ;  and  it  would  be 
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most  unjust  to  the  numerouB  Canal  Com- 
panies, and  other  opponents  who  dm 
opposed  the  Bill,  if  a  questicm  ol  tb 
magnitude,  after  having  been  decided 
by  a  Committee,  where  opponents  eoold 
be  heard,  was  to  be  re-opened  befon 
another  Committee,  where  the  same 
opponents  would  have  no  right  to  be 
present.  This  was  a  case  in  whidi  the 
Committee  clearly  decided  that  interett 
should  not  be  paid  out  of  capitaL  Hie 
present  Bill  was  a  Finance  Bill;  and  no 
inquiry  as  to  works,  or  the  position  ol 
the  Company,  or  the  probabilitj  of 
paying  dividend  hereafter,  bad  beea 
made,  or  could  be  made.  As  a  practi- 
cally unopposed  Bil],  it  would  go  be- 
fore his  hon.  Friend  the  Chaiimaa  of 
Ways  and  Means  ;  but  that  was  noc 
what  was  intended  by  the  Standing 
Order.  It  was  intended  by  the  Stand- 
ing Order  th^t  every  application  of  thk 
kind  should  be  thoroughly  investisrAted 
by  a  Select  Committee,  in  order  to  se* 
whether  there  was  a  reasonable  prospeet 
of  being  able  to  pay  4  per  cent  danac 
the  construction  of  the  works,  aad 
whether  the  same  amount  of  interect 
likely  to  be  paid  after  the  line 
opened  to  the  public.  In  1883,  under 
much  more  special  circumstances,  tht 
House  declined  to  pass  a  proTiaiott  of 
this  kind  in  the  case  of  a  Bill  brought  zi 
on  behalf  of  the  Hull  and  Bamsbr 
Bail  way  Company  to  enable  them  to  psy 
interest  out  of  capital.  His  hon.  tad 
gallant  Friend  who  sat  not  far  from  faim. 
the  Member  for  Wycombe  (Ooloe«l 
Smith),  stated  the  case  of  that  Onnpcirr 
with  g^eat  fairness ;  and  although  uicre 
were  special  reasons  for  passing  tht 
Hull  and  Barnsley  Intereet  Bill,  t^ 
House  considered  the  principle  a  bed 
one — namely,  the  principle  of  parior 
interest  out  of  capital,  and  they  dechaw 
to  pass  the  measure.  The  dedaion  cob* 
to  at  that  time  had,  he  thought,  beta 
amply  justified  by  subsequent  nets.  H« 
was  not  concerned  in  these  railvari: 
but  he  was  concerned  in  maintaniaf 
commercial  integrity,  especiallj  in  tbt 
railway  world ;  and,  looking  at  this  ms 
matter  of  principle,  he  might  aay  tksi 
all  our  great  financiers  had  object«d  t9 
the  proposal  to  pay  interest  cmX  of 
capital.  Mr.  Hume  and  Mr.  Hkai^ 
were  both  opposed  to  it — Mr.  Bkw^ 
saying  that  when  the  Directors  wniti 
£2  10«.  they  called  it  £i  lU,,  aad  pui 
bi.  back  again.    Sir  Charles  Wood.  Sr 
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James  Graham,  and  Sir  Eobert  Peel 
were  all  opposed  to  it.  He  came  now 
to  our  own  tinges,  and  there  had  cer- 
tainly been  some  g^eat  men  who  had 
left  the  House  of  Commons  for  the  other 
branch  of  the  Legislature  who  were 
stroDgly  opposed  to  this  principle.  What 
did  the  Lord  Ohancellor  say  on  the  26th 
of  June,  1883,  in  the  House  of  Lords? 
He  said — 

"I  cannot  help  thinking  that  we  ought  to 
proceed  with  g^eat  care,  for  it  is  a  yery  serious 
thing  to  change,  without  ample  deliheration, 
a  Rule  founded  on  the  sound  principle  of 
letting  it  he  understood  that  when  Parliament 
sanctions  a  cdttain  amount  of  capital  it  means 
what  it  says,  and  not  something  else.  If  you 
are  to  permit  the  deduction  of  £20  per  cent 
from  £100  of  nominal  capital  as  a  dividend, 
th^t  will  reduce  the  real  capital  to  £80  instead 
of  £100,  and  will  he  a  delusion ;  it  is  simply 
returning  to  the  suhscriher  26  per  cent  out  of 
the  money  which  he  has  nonunally  invested. 
He  might  just  as  well  keep  the  £50  in  his 
pocket,  and  let  the  capital  he  called  £80." — 
(SiTafMari;,  [28o]1541.) 

The  Marquess  of  Salisbury,  who,  what- 
ever his  politics,  was  a  man  of  astute 
intellect  in  regard  to  railway  matters, 
and  had  solved  some  of  the  most  difiQ.- 
cult  railway  problems  that  had  been 
brought  forward,  said — 

"Considering  the  enormous  amount  of  pro- 
peity  affected,  this  is  one  of  the  gravest  Heso- 
iQtions  this  House  could  pass  as  regards  it. 
There  is  an  ohvious  ohjection  which  must  strike 
everyone,  for  it  is  really  a  proposal  to  enahle  a 
certitin  numher  of  investors  to  practise  upon 
themselves  a  species  of  wholly  innocent  self- 
deceit,  and  to  take,  in  the  form  of  interest,  what 
is  really  a  little  of  their  own  capital  returned 
to  them.  This  is  entirely  a  question  whether  the 
land  of  railway,  which  its  friends  call  a  contrac- 
tor's railway  and  its  enemies  call  a  bogus  rail- 
way, is  a  kind  of  railway  which  it  is  desirable  to 
multiply."--(i*i</.  1644.) 

Earl  Granville  said — 

*'A  good  many  years  ago,  Parliament  came 
to  the  conclusion  that  it  was  unsound  in  princi- 
ple^ to  sanction  a  nominal  payment  of  interest, 
which  was  only  a  return  of  a  portion  of  the 
capital."— (/*irf.  1545.) 

Lord  Kimberley  also  said,  in  the  course 
of  the  same  debate,  that  the  proposal  to 
repeal  the  law  which  prohibited  the 
payment  of  interest  out  of  capital  was 
neither  made  by  nor  supported  by  the 
Govemment.  Our  whole  Statute  Law 
was  opposed  to  it,  and  every  Bill  passed 
by  Parliament,  with  this  power  in  it, 
was  a  repeal  insomuch  of  wise  and  good 
Statute  Law.  Ourfinancial  laws  had  been 
well  tried,  and  were,  for  the  most  part, 
founded  on  sound  principles.    They  de- 


clared that  it  was  unwise  and  financially 
immoral  to  pay  interest  out  of  capital. 
The  Limited  Liability  Companies  were 
prevented  by  law  from  paying  interest 
out  of  capital  during  the  construction 
of  works.     Our  financial  laws  had  done 
much  to  build  up  the  commercial  standing 
of  this  country.  There  was  no  reputation 
in  trade  so  high  as  that  of  an  English- 
man ;  and  wherever  he  went  he  received 
the    highest    credit     for    the    manner 
in  which  he  carried  out  his  financial 
engagements.      To  repeal   these    laws 
in  whole  or  in  part,  unless  some  very 
good  cause  were  shown,  would  be  an  in- 
fraction of  principle  for  the  sake  of  ex- 
.pediency;  and  was  there  in  this  case 
such  an  expediency  as  ou^ht  to  be  al- 
lowed to  conquer  principle  ?     Surely, 
when  they  were  framed  upon  right  prin- 
ciples, these  laws  ou^ht  to  be  kept  as  they 
were.    Whenever  me  House  pursued  a 
different  course,  they  established  dan- 
gerous precedents  in  regard  to  the  credit 
of  the  commercial  community.    When- 
ever this  plan  was  resorted  to,  the  House 
might  be  quite  certain  of  two  things — 
that  the  rich  and  knowing  would  not 
make  the  investment,  because  they  did 
not  see  its  soundness  ;  but  that  the  poor 
and    igpdorant    would    be  led    into   it. 
Those  who  had  money  to  invest,  and 
who  were  looking  out  for  substantial 
investments,  would  not  touch  shares  of 
this  description ;   and  it  was  only  by 
putting  forward  proposals  of  this  cha- 
racter that  Companies  were  able  to  in- 
duce poor  and  ignorant  persons,  with  a 
little  capital  in  hand,  to  become  share- 
holders.    He  did  not  wish  to  say  any- 
thing in  any  way  to  hurt  the  feelings  of 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Member 
for  Wycombe;  but  he  had  mentioned 
the  case  of  the  Hull  and  Bamsley  Hail- 
way,  and  he  would  refer  to  it  again. 
When  that  line  was  brought  out,  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  fairly  and  boldly 
stated  to  the  House  that  it  was  a  line 
which  promised  5  per  cent  to  the  share- 
holders.     He  found,  from  the  list  of 
shareholders,  that  it  was  contributed  to 
by  persons  all  over  the  country — from 
Hull,  Birmingham,  London,  York,  Har- 
rogate,  Bedford    Square,    Nine   Elms, 
Barnsley,  Comhill,  Manchester,  Easing- 
wold,    and   many    other    places,    who 
were  described    as  fish  curer,   gentle- 
man,    broker,     spinster,     shipbroker, 
innkeeper,    cabinet    maker,    manager, 
painter,    artist,  builder,  architect,  far- 
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mer,  engine  driver,  city  agent,  bank 
manager,  bank  clerk,  and  cooper.  Those 
were  the  class  of  persons  who  were  de- 
ceived by  these  investments ;  and  al- 
though in  this  case,  during  the  construc- 
tion of  works,  the  shareholders  received  5 
per  cent,  in  whole  or  in  part,  there  was 
hardly  a  man  in  Yorkshire  who  imagined 
that  the  line,  although  paying  5  per  cent 
during  construction,  would  even  pay  2 
per  cent  to  the  shareholders  when  at 
work.  His  right  hon.  Friend  below 
him,  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  (Mr.  Chamberlain),  when  a  simi- 
lar question  to  this  was  raised  on  a  pre- 
vious occasion,  spoke  of  the  shareholders 
as  being  able  to  take  care  of  themselves. 
He  (Sir  Joseph  Pease)  thought  he  had 
proved  to  the  House  by  the  list  he  had 
read  that,  in  the  instance  ho  had  re- 
ferred to,  that  was  scarcely  the  case ;  and 
he,  therefore,  thought  that  the  law 
ought  to  make  the  matter  perfectly  clear. 
Could  it  be  for  a  moment  believed  that 
when  this  Begent's  Canal  line,  nursed 
as  it  was  by  other  lines,  was  opened,  it 
would  pay  the  dividend  proposed  to  be 
paid  during  construction  ?  It  was  well 
known  that  the  dividends  on  all  the 
great  railway  properties  in  the  Three 
Sangdoms  together  were  not  worth 
much  more  than  4  per  cent,  or,  at  any 
rate,  not  more  than  £4  d«.  Ad.  The 
money  invested  in  railways  during  the 
last  10  years  amounted  to  £210,000,000 ; 
and  if  this  particular  investment  was  a 
good  one,  there  could  be  no  reason  for 
supposing  that  the  necessary  amount  of 
capital  would  not  be  readily  subscribed. 
Nevertheless,  out  of  £280,000,000  of 
ordinary  Stock,  £60,000,000  did  not  pay 
2  per  cent.  The  principle  was  bad  ;  the 
expediency  was  bad ;  but  it  was  worse 
still  when  it  was  as  clear  as  reason  could 
make  it  that  the  dividend  paid  during 
construction  could  not  be  maintained 
when  the  line  was  opened.  He  had  now 
stated  all  that  he  considered  it  necessary 
to  lay  before  the  House  on  this  subject. 
He  believed  that  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
would  contend  that  competition  generally 
was  good ;  but  in  this  case,  as  soon  as 
competition  was  entered  upon,  they 
would  have  no  4  per  cent,  but  if  competi- 
tion became  combination  away  would  go 
all  the  arguments  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
in  favour  of  competition .  He  thought  he 
had  proved  that  this  Bill  was  not  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  Standing  Order  which 

Sir  Joseph  Pease 


at  present  existed ;  that  it  went  against 
the  decision  of  their  own  Committee  on 
the  original  Bill — ^that  the  principle  of 
paying  interest  out  of  capital  was  ficti- 
tious and  a  trap  for  the  unwary,  and  that 
no  sound  undertaking  required  this  ex- 
pedient; and,  therefore,  he  hoped  the 
House  would  affirm  to-day — as  it  had 
affirmed  in  1883 — a  principle  which  all 
our  leading  financiers  and  statesmen 
had  approved.  He  begged  to  move  the 
Amendment  which  appeared  on  the 
Paper  in  his  name. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  '*  That  *'  to  the 
end  of  tiie  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
'*  it  is  not  expedient  to  pass  any  Railway  Bill 
which  involves  the  payment  of  interest  out  of 
capital  during  the  construction  of  works  pend- 
ing the  introduction  of  a  public  measure  on  this 
subject,  as  recommended  by  a  Committee  of  this 
House  in  18S2,  especially  where  such  a  Bill 
practically  makes  the  alteration  of  the  Standing 
Orders  of  this  House  retrospective  in  their 
action,'* — {Sir  Joseph  Pecue,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  *^  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Sm  GABEIEL  GOLDNET  said,  that 
it  was  altogether  impossible  for  the 
House  to  enter  into  the  details  of  a  Bill 
of  this  kind.  He  considered  it  a  mon- 
strous thing  that  people  should  not  be 
allowed  to  take  care  of  their  own  money, 
and  invest  it  in  such  concerns  as  they 
thought  desirable,  and  in  the  mode 
which  they  thought  most  expedient. 
He  understood  that  the  object  of  this 
Bill,  and  of  the  Standing  Order,  was  to 
enable  a  certain  class  of  persons,  who 
had  funds  at  their  disposal  for  invest- 
ment, to  have  interest  paid  to  them 
during  the  time  the  works  were  in  pro- 
gress. But  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  opposite  was  that  persons  who 
were  disposed  to  make  investments  of 
this  sort  should  not  have  their  money  re- 
turned in  the  shape  which  they  them- 
selves desired.  The  hon.  Baronet  said 
he  wished  to  protect  the  poor  by  throw- 
ing the  mantle  of  that  House  over  them, 
and  preventing  them  from  adopting  their 
own  independent  action  in  regard  to  the 
investment  of  their  own  money.  If  a 
man  chose  to  say — "I  have  £100,  and 
I  desire  to  invest  it  in  an  undertaking 
which  I  think  will  be  profitable  ;  but  I 
cannot  forego  the  income  which  that 
£100  now  brings  me  in,  and,  therefore, 
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I  must  have  some  return  while  the  works 
are  being  carried  out,"  why  should  he 
not  be  able  to  give  effect  to  his  wishes  ? 
It  was  a  principle  that  was  now  carried 
out  in  the  ordinary  affairs  of  life.  Take, 
for  instance,  the  case  of  a  farmer.  A 
farmer  had  £3,000  to  invest  in  land,  and 
he  said — **  While  the  crops  are  growing 
I  must  have  something  to  live  upon,  and 
something  to  enable  me  to  clothe  myself 
with."  The  proposition  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  amounted  to  this — that  the 
farmer  must  invest  the  whole  of  his 
£3,000  in  the  farm,  according  to  some 
great  principle,  and  he  must  not  use  any 
portion  of  it  in  any  other  shape,  but 
must  wait  until  the  proper  time  came 
round  for  realizing  a  profit  upon  his 
produce.  Until  that  moment  arrived 
the  f  6u*mer  would  be  required  to  starve. 
But,  altogether  apart  from  that  point, 
he  was  prepared  to  support  the  con- 
struction of  this  particular  railway.  He 
knew  nothiug  more  than  what  the  hon. 
Baronet  had  himself  stated  ;  but  he 
gathered,  from  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
Baronet,  that  the  line  was  designed  for 
the  benefit  of  the  working  classes.  The 
House  was  aware  that  the  Commission, 
in  which  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Finsbury  (Mr.  W.  M.  Torrens)  took 
an  active  part,  and  which  contained 
among  its  Members  some  of  the  highest 
persons  in  the  land,  was  engaged  at 
this  moment  in  ascertaining  what  mea- 
sures could  be  carried  out  for  improving 
the  condition  of  the  working  classes. 
He  understood  that  this  line  was  de- 
signed mainly  for  the  purpose  of  con- 
necting certain  outlets  with  the  City  of 
London,  and  to  facilitate  the  convey- 
ance of  the  working  classes,  who,  of  ne- 
cessity, must  be  employed  in  the  Me- 
tropolis, to  and  from  their  homes  to 
certain  points  at  a  cheap  rate — an  ob- 
ject of  great  importance  in  connection 
with  the  problem  of  how  to  house  the 
labouring  population  properly.  The 
only  argument  against  the  line  was 
that  there  were  certain  other  railways 
with  which  it  might  run  in  competition. 
He  thought  it  was  a  most  important  ob- 
ject to  house  the  working  classes  cheaply, 
and  to  do  so  comfortably,  with  a  fair 
amount  of  space  in  their  dwellings,  and 
in  situations  where  they  could  obtain 
the  advantage  of  fresh  air.  That  in 
itself  was,  to  his  mind,  a  far  higher 
moral  object  than  the  principle  of  pre- 
venting the  general  public  from  using 


their  own  money  as  they  pleased,  by 
providing  that  they  should  receive  no 
portion  of  it  back  again  for  a  certain 
number  of  years  while  the  works  were 
being  constructed.  If  the  House  read 
the  Bill  a  second  time,  the  Standing 
Order  would  be  fairly  considered  by  a 
Select  Committee  upstairs.  That  was 
all  that  the  Bill  asked;  and  the  hon. 
Baronet  was  endeavouring  to  throw  a 
mantle  of  Parliamentary  prevention  over 
persons  who  wished  to  cut  their  cloth 
according  to  their  own  fashion,  and  to 
enter  into  what,  according  to  their  own 
judgment,  they  regarded  as  profitable  in- 
vestments. He  trusted  that,  for  the  sake 
of  laying  down  an  abstract  principle,  the 
House  of  Commons  would  not  consent  to 
stifle  a  Bill  which  ought  to  be  inquired 
into  through  the  ordinary  tribunal  es- 
tablished by  the  House. 

Colonel  GERARD  SMITH  said,  he 
opposed  the  Amendment,  for  he  con- 
tended that  the  Bill  ought  to  be  allowed 
to  go  before  a  Select  Committee,  instead 
of  being  disposed  of  on  the  second  read- 
ing. The  object  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  Joseph  "W.  Pease)  was,  no  doubt,  a 
laudable  one ;  and  among  other  reasons 
which  the  hon.  Baronet  assigned  in  sup- 
port of  it  was  the  ground  that  the  Bill 
was  unopposed.  The  hon.  Baronet, 
however,  was  entirely  in  error  in  that 
respect,  seeing  that  there  were  four 
strong  Petitions  against  the  measure. 
He,  therefore,  ventured  to  submit  that 
the  time  of  the  House  would  be  saved 
by  allowing  the  Bill  to  go  to  a  Commit- 
tee upstairs  in  the  usual  way,  instead 
of  fighting  it  on  the  second  reading. 

Sir  WHITTAKER  ELLIS  said,  he 
wished  to  make  one  or  two  remarks 
upon  the  Bill,  and  upon  the  Amendment 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Baronet  oppo- 
site (Sir  Joseph  Pease).  The  hon. 
Baronet  appeared  to  take  exception  to 
the  principle  of  paying  interest  out  of 
capital  whue  an  undertaking  was  in  the 
course  of  construction.  Now,  he  (Sir 
Whittaker  Ellis)  submitted  to  the  House 
that  there  was  no  great  undertaking  in 
this  country  which  did  not  pay  interest 
during  the  construction  of  works.  Vhy 
was  a  railway  to  be  treated  differently 
from  a  public  street  ?  If  the  Board  of 
Works  were  making  a  new  street,  they 
raised  the  money  to  pay  the  cost  of 
that  street,  and  to  make  provision 
for  the  poor  who  were  unhoused  by  their 
operations,   and  to  compensate   others 
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wlio  were  disturbed  in  their  business 
arrangements,  and  the  money  so  raised 
paid  interest  until  the  new  street  was 
opened.  He  ventured  to  say,  if  the 
Board  of  Works  were  to  propose  not  to 
pay  interest  until  a  new  street  was 
opened,  they  would  find  that  it  would  be 
necessary  to  pay  a  very  much  higher 
rate  of  interest  on  the  money  required, 
or  they  would  have  to  issue  their  bonds 
at  a  much  lower  rate  than  they  were  able 
to  do  under  present  circumstances.  Then, 
again,  take  the  case  of  the  new  block  of 
public  buildings  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  intended  very  shortly  to 
commence.  He  took  it  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  have  to  obtain  the  money 
necessary  for  the  erection  of  the  new 
offices  from  the  public,  and  that  they 
would  pay  interest  upon  the  money  they 
obtained  while  the  buildings  were  being 
constructed.  In  that  case  the  principle 
was  entirely  analogous,  and  he  could  not 
understand  why  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  had  been  placed  on  the 
Paper.  He  had  been  appealed  to  by  a 
great  many  persons  to  vote  against  the 
present  Bill,  and  he  had  written  to  some 
of  them  to  know  why  they  did  not  wish 
the  Bill  to  pass  in  its  present  form. 
They  told  him  that  if  interest  was  to  be 
paid  out  of  capital  while  the  works  were 
being  constructed  there  would  be  a  great 
many  more  railways  laid  down  than 
there  were  at  present.  Now,  he  did  not 
know  whether  the  House  or  the  public 
would  care  to  prevent  the  construction 
of  great  railways;  and  certainly  it  would 
be  a  monstrous  thing  that  a  railway 
should  be  treated  differently  to  other 
undertakings  of  a  similar  character.  If 
a  man  built  a  house,  he  had  to  use  his 
oapital  during  the  construction  of  that 
house;  and  if  he  lost  the  interest  on  the 
money  he  was  thus  utilizing,  if  he  under- 
stood finance  in  a  proper  way,  he  would 
necessarily  add  that  lost  interest  to  the 
cost  of  the  house.  With  the  provisions 
that  were  contained  in  the  amended 
Standing  Order,  No.  167,  there  was  no 
reason  whatever  why  this  or  any  other 
railway  should  not  be  allowed  to  pay  a 
reasonable  rate  of  interest  while  it  was 
being  constructed,  and  it  would  be  a 
great  injustice  if  the  line  were  not  per- 
mitted to  be  made.  The  clause  in  the 
Bill  provided  that  only  4  per  cent  per 
annum  should  be  paid ;  and  it  would  be 
monstrous  to  prohibit  this  railway,  or 
any  other  railway,  from  paying  interest 

Sir  WhittaJier  JEllis 


in  that  way  during  the  progienof  ^ 
works.  There  was  one  other  pndial 
point  which  he  wished  to  pot  to  tk 
House ;  and  it  was  that  \i  thejdebund 
this  Bail  way  Company  from  ptJin(i^ 
terest  and  adding  it  to  capittl  duaf 
construction,  they  would  compel  tk 
Company  to  issue  their  bonds  aaa  voir 
ties  at  a  very  much  lower  rate  per  coi 
than  they  would  otherwise  obtaifi  k 
them.  What  he  meant  was  that,  m^ 
of  getting  90  per  cent  for  thoriMK 
they  would  have  to  take  80.  Heoppoai 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Baronets  ^ 
cause  he  thought  it  was  undeoiaUetk 
public  enterprize  should  hedieckedk 
the  benefit  of  the  shareholders  of  tk 
large  existing  undertakings. 

Mr.  chamberlain  said,  henAe 
regretted  that  his  hon.  Friend  befaa^ 
him  (Sir  Joseph  Pease)  should  k« 
thought  it  necessary  to  move  this  AmJ; 
ment.  He  knew  that  his  hon.  Fnot 
was  a  man  of  great  pubhc  ^irit^  aad^ 
was  sure  that  he  was  controlled  \fl  & 
sense  of  duty.  But  at  the  same  tiae  W 
thought  he  would  be  able  to  sboti^ 
the  course  proposed  by  his  hon.  Fri« 
was  inconvenient,  and  would  he  at»» 
with  considerable  disadvantage.  &9 
were  not  now  dealing  with  one  of  A* 
bogus  Companies  about  which  his  ^ 
Friend  was  so  very  anxious.  Tha  ^ 
a  very  large  and  important  co»|**'r* 
volving  a  capital  of  somethinf  ■• 
£10,000,000,  and  it  was  intended  to  «•• 
nect  the  whole  of  the  Docks  at  the  &* 
End  of  London  with  the  Great  Nodi** 
the  Midland,  and  the  North-We<* 
Bailways,  and  therefore  it  was  P  |fj 
prize  of  first-rate  importance  iaNF^ 
to  the  convenience  of  trade.  That* 
another  consideration  which  tt  Ai*^ 
ment  was  not  altogether  unwortkT«*| 

attention  of  the  House.  If  ^^"*^f^ 
pany  went  on  and  capital  was  i*^ 
very  large  amount  of  emj^oymeot^ 
be  given  to  the  working  dassei  rfjj^ 
don ;  and  just  now,  when  there  en*^ 
much  depression  of  trade,  itwtwM**.* 
serious  thing  to  throw  any  ofc** 
in  the  way  of  such  emplojTW"t  W 
aflTorded.  What  was  the  reasoa  k*"* 
Friend  proposed  that  day  to  tab » 
unusual  course  of  refusing  to  J*, 
Select  Committee  to  consider  the^^ 
eions  of  this  Bill  ?  It  was,  he  "AJ^ 
cause  the  Company  propoted  t»J^^ 
terest  out  of  capitSLL  The hojt ^2i» 
then,  was  propoaing  by  a  •fc** 
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reverse  tlie  solemn  decision  of  the  House, 
because  the  whole  question  of  whether 
such  Companies  should  be  allowed  to 
pay  interest  out  of  capital  was  decided 
in  June,  1883,  when,  Iby  a  majority  of 
eight,  the  House  passed  the  amended 
Standing  Order  permitting  that  practice. 
It  was  quite  true  that  about  a  fortnight 
later  the  Hull  and  Barnsley  Bailway 
Bill  was  thrown  out  on  the  second  read- 
ing ;  but  that  was  because  the  Hull  and 
Barnsley  Bailway  Company  did  not  com- 
ply with  the  Standing  Order,  but  pro- 
posed a  larger  rate  of  interest  than  was 
sanctioned  by  the  Standing  Order. 
What  happened?  It  did  not  prevent 
the  construction  of  the  Hull  and  Barnsley 
Bailway,  because  the  Company  obtained 
powers  in  the  subsequent  year  that  en- 
abled it  to  evade  the  decision  of  the 
House  by  raising  Debenture  and  Mort- 
gage Stock,  which  attained  practically 
the  same  result  as  paying  interest  out  of 
capital,  and  he  believed  the  works  were 
now  approaching  completion.  Why,  as 
a  matter  of  principle,  should  that  privi- 
lege be  denied  to  Bailway  Companies  ? 
It  was  not  denied  to  numerous  other 
undertakings.  There  were  numberless 
undertakings  in  which  it  prevailed.  It 
prevailed  without  exception  in  foreign 
trade,  and  in  almost  every  commercial 
speculation.  For  instance,  there  had  been 
a  very  large  enterprize  entered  into  on  this 
principle  in  reference  to  the  refinement 
of  sugar  in  Brazil.  There  was  a  State 
guarantee  given,  and  that  guaran- 
tee applied  to  payments  during  the 
construction  of  works.  The  Indian  Bail- 
way  Companies  had  a  guarantee  from 
the  Gbvemment  for  the  payment  of  in- 
terest during  construction.  His  hon. 
Friend,  speaking  with  the  authority 
and  position  of  one  who  represented 
the  great  established  railway  lines, 
was  very  hard  on  the  new  undertak- 
ings which  required  a  provision  of  this 
kind  to  induce  their  Stock  to  be  taken  up. 
After  all,  it  was  a  great  convenience  to 
the  shareholders.  In  some  way  or  other 
a  man  who  had  not  got  a  large  sum  of 
money  at  his  bankers  upon  interest,  but 
had  to  contrive  to  be  able  to  live,  must 
provide  something  like  an  annual  in- 
come, and  by  an  investment  of  this  sort 
it  was  very  convenient  for  him  that  pay- 
ment of  interest  should  go  on  during  the 
construction  of  the  line.  His  hon.  Friend 
told  the  House  he  was  not  now  acting 
in   the    interest   of   the    widows    and 


orphans,  but  in  that  of  high  financial 
morality.  But  there  was  another  ex- 
planation, not  of  the  action  of  his  hon. 
Friend,  but  of  the  opposition  offered  by 
some  of  the  other  opponents  of  the  Bill. 
Now,  he  himself  happened  to  be  a  share- 
holder of  the  South-Eastern  Bailway 
Company,  and  in  his  capacity  as  a 
shareholder  he  had  received  a  Circular 
signed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  South- 
Eastern  Company ;  and  in  his  capacity 
as  a  Member  of  Parliament  he  had  re- 
ceived another,  both  of  those  documents 
containing  this  statement — 

''This  Bill  !■  promoted  by  a  Company  of 
which  Mr.  J.  S.  Forbes  is  Chairman,  and  it 
seeks  power  to  pay  interest  out  of  capital  upon 
£10,000,000.  If  the  precedent  for  such  an 
objectionable  practice  be  once  set  in  this  case, 
it  will  be  followed  by  many  more  instances  of  a 
similar  character.  The  result  will  be  loss  and 
ruin  to  vast  numbers  of  shareholders,  without 
any  compensating  advantages  to  travellers  or 
traders,  x  ou  will  materially  help  the  Directors 
who  are  assisting  to  oppose  this  Bill  if  you  will 
kindly  write  at  once  to  your  Bepresentatives  in 
Parliament,  requesting  them  to  oppose  this  BiU 
on  second  reading.'' 

He  had  not  written  to  his  Bepresenta- 
tives in  Parliament ;  but  he  thought  that 
Circular  threw  a  great  light  upon  this, 
opposition.  The  interests  of  these  great 
lines  were  opposed  to  competition.  Were 
the  interests  of  the  countnr  opposed  to 
competition  ?  There  had  been  a  great 
agitation  lately  in  favour  of  a  reduction 
of  railway  fares,  and  the  only  chance  of 
obtaining  that  reduction  was  in  the  ex- 
istence of  competition,  actual  or  poten- 
tial. Everything,  therefore,  that  tended 
to  check  competition  and  to  keep  up  a 
monopoly  helped  the  Companies  in  re- 
sisting any  attempt  on  the  part  of  the 
public  to  gain  a  reduction.  He  con- 
fessed that  he  was  more  anxious  to  pro- 
tect the  public  than  the  foolish  investor, 
even  if  the  result  was  to  establish  com- 
peting lines ;  and  he  thought  that  the 
House  would  do  wisely  in  passing  a  Bill 
of  this  kind,  the  proposal  of  which  was 
undoubtedly  a  lond  fide  one,  and  one 
which  involved  a  large  and  important 
addition  to  their  means  of  communica- 
tion. 

Sir  B.  ASSHETON  CBOSS  said,  that 
if  one  thing  would  have  done  more  than 
another  to  prevent  the  encroachments  of 
the  great  Bailway  Companies  and  keep 
them  perfectly  in  check,  as  far  as  the 
fares  were  concerned,  it  was  the  adop- 
tion of  the  strong  and  unanimous  recom- 
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mendation  of  the  Joint  Committee  of  the 
Lords  and  Commons  which  sat  ahout  20 
years  ago,  and  of  'which  he  had  had  the 
honour  to  be  a  Member.  That  Com- 
mittee recommended  that  the  Canals 
should  not  be  allowed  to  fall  into  the 
hands  of  the  Hailway  Companies ;  but 
he  was  sorry  to  say  that  that  unanimous 
recommendation  of  the  Joint  Committee 
had  not  been  acted  upon  when  Private 
BQls  came  before  the  House.  He  thought 
it  would  have  been  very  much  better  if 
the  Committee,  which  sat  upon  this  Bill 
two  or  three  years  ago,  had  borne  that 
recommendation  in  mind,  and  had  kept 
up  this  Canal,  instead  of  allowing  it  to 
fall  into  the  hands  of  the  Sailway  Com- 
pany. If  the  right  hon.  G-entleman  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  had  the 
question  really  at  heart,  he  might  yet 
do  much  good  by  putting  the  Board  of 
Trade  in  action,  whenever  it  was  desir- 
able, to  give  effect  to  the  recommenda- 
tion of  the  Joint  Committee. 

Mb.  chamberlain  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  appealed  to  him. 
He  thought  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
could  not  be  aware  that  there  was  in  the 
present  Bill  a  provision  for  keeping 
open  the  navigation  of  the  Begent's 
Canal. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  that 
the  Canal  was  practically  handed  over 
to  the  control  of  the  Railway  Company, 
and  the  Proviso  referred  to  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  have  very  little 
effect  except  in  misleading  the  House. 
[*'Oh!"J  He  did  not  for  a  moment 
suggest  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  intended  to  mislead  the  House ; 
but  what  he  felt  was  that  the  statement 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  calcu- 
lated to  mislead  many  Members  who 
were  not  aware  of  the  real  provisions 
and  scope  of  the  Bill.  The  question 
came  before  the  House  in  this  way. 
This  clause,  having  reference  to  the 
payment  of  interest  out  of  capital,  had 
been  in  the  original  Bill,  and  when  the 
Bill  was  before  the  House  of  Commons 
it  was  thrown  out.  Therefore,  although 
in  the  first  instance  the  Railway  Com- 
pany tried  to  get  the  benefit  of  the 
clause,  the  House  would  not  allow  them 
to  have  it ;  and  when  they  were  ques- 
tioned upon  the  subject  when  the  Bill 
was  before  the  House  of  Lords,  their 
Chairman  said  that  he  had  no  fear  about 
being  able  to  raise  the  money,  whether 
the  Standing  Order  was  enforced  or  not. 

Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross 


He  added  that  the  Company  probably 
might  have  a  little  more  trouble  in  per- 
suading people  to  subscribe;  but  that 
was  all.  What  had  been  the  result? 
The  Company  got  the  Bill  without  that 
clause,  and  they  had  not  been  able, 
during  the  last  three  years,  to  persuade 
people  that  this  was  such  a  good  under- 
taking that  they  ought  to  invest  their 
money  in  it.  If  any  hon.  Member  would 
look  at  the  Preamble  of  t'he  Bill  now 
before  the  House,  he  would  find  that 
the  Railway  Company  had  itself  inserted 
that  fact  in  the  BUI.    They  said — 

*'  And  whereas  by  the  Act  of  1882  it  was  pro- 
vided (Section  201)  that  the  CSompany  should 
not  out  of  any  money  by  that  Act  authorized  to 
be  raised  pay  interest  or  dividend  to  any  share- 
holder on  the  amount  of  the  calls  made  in  re- 
spect of  the  shares  held  by  him,  but  that  nothing 
in  the  said  Act  should  prevent  the  Company 
from  paying  to  any  shareholder  such  interest 
on  money  advanced  by  him  beyond  the  amount 
of  the  calls  actually  made  as  was  in  conformity 
withjthe  Companies  Glauses  Consolidation  Ac^ 
1846." 

The  next  paragraph  said — 

"  And  whereas  the  practical  effect  of  the  said 
Section  201  of  the  Act  of  1882  has  been  to  render 
it  impossible  for  the  Company  to  raise  any  part 
of  the  capital  (other  than  the  Canal  capital) 
required  for  the  execution  of  their  authorized 
works,  and  it  is  expedient  that  the  said  section 
be  rei>ealed  and  the  Company  be  authorized, 
subject  to  the  provisions  hereinafter  in  that 
behalf  contained,  to  pay  interest  or  dividends 
upon  the  amount  paid  up  from  time  to  time  in 
respect  of  shares  or  stock  in  their  capital,  and 
for  that  purpose  to  raise  further  money  by 
shares  or  stock  as  by  this  Act  provided." 

The  Bill  now  came  before  the  House  in 
this  way — the  Company  had  obtained  a 
railway  which  they  thought  would  at- 
tract investors.  But  although  it  had 
been  before  the  public  for  three  years 
the  public  refused  to  invest ;  and,  ac- 
cordingly, the  Railway  Company  had 
arrived  at  the  conclusion  that  unless 
they  could  get  the  insertion  of  this  par- 
ticular clause  to  enable  them  to  pay  in- 
terest out  of  capital  during  the  con- 
struction of  works  their  undertaking 
was  not  likely  to  be  a  success.  The  Com- 
pany said  that  there  was  a  Standing 
Order  in  existence  which  would  enable 
them  to  do  this,  and  that  they  ought  to 
have  the  benefit  of  it;  but  he  would 
point  out  that  the  Standing  Order  was 
not  retrospective ;  that  the  original  Bill 
had  been  carefully  considered  by  the 
House ;  and  that,  notwithstanding  what 
had  fallen  from  hon.  Gentlemen  in  sup- 
port of  the  Bill,  there  was  no  certainty 
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iid  no  guarantee  tHat  if  the  House 
llowed  the  second  reading  to  pass,  the 
Company  would  not  be  in  a  position  to 
uy  up  the  opposition  with  which  it  was 
breatened.  In  that  case  it  would  be- 
ome  an  unopposed  Bill,  and  would  not 
ome  under  the  consideration  of  a  Select 
Committee  at  all.  Therefore,  this  par- 
Icdar  question  of  whether  interest  was 
0  be  paid  out  of  capital  would  run  the 
isk  of  being  virtuculy  withdrawn  from 
he  cognizance  of  the  House.  He  had 
»eeQ  glad  to  hear  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  South  Durham  (Sir  Joseph 
Pease)  take  such  strong  ground,  be- 
ause  he  believed  that  if  they  held  out 
nducements  to  people  that  they  were  to 
lare  interest  at  4  per  cent  until  the  rail- 
way was  made,  there  were  a  great  num- 
)er  of  persons  who  did  not  thoroughly 
inderstand  the  matter  who  would  be 
miBled.  They  would  invest  their  money 
Q  the  belief  that  they  were  certain  to 
receive  a  fair  rate  of  interest  for  a  good 
oaany  years.  He  was  now  speaking  en- 
tirely in  behalf  of  a  number  of  persons 
of  small  means  who  were  constantly 
having  prospectuses  of  this  kind  sent  to 
them.  Me  happened  to  have  been  Trustee 
for  a  number  of  poor  ladies  at  different 
times,  and  they  had  sent  to  him  many 
prospectuses  offering  them,  as  an  ad- 
oitiond  inducement  to  invest,  the  pay- 
ment of  interest  at  the  rate  of  4  or  5  per 
cent  out  of  capital  during  construction. 
What  was  the  result?  They  invested 
their  money,  and  they  received  4  or  5 
per  cent  during  the  time  the  works  were 
beiDg  constmcted,  and  then,  when  they 
expected  their  income  to  be  increased, 
they  found  that  it  was  suddenly  di- 
mmished,  and  that  what  they  had  re- 
ceived in  one  pocket  had  been,  in  reality, 
taken  out  of  another.  He  thought,  as 
a  matter  of  commercial  honesty,  that 
the  House  of  Commons  was  bound  to 
protect  that  class  of  people  who  were 
80  easily  induced  to  invest  their  money 
in  these  undertakings.  He,  therefore, 
hoped  that  the  House  would  assent  to 
the  Amendment. 

Mb.  BITGHIE  said,  he  was  bound  to 
Bay  that  the  main  argument  used  by  his 
right  hon.  Friend  was  not  one  which 
had  impressed  him  very  strongly.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  commenced  his 
remarks  by  telling  the  House  that  it 
would  be  very  much  better  if  Parlia- 
ment would  prevent  Oanal  Companies 
from  being  bought  up  by  Bail  way  Com- 


panies.   But  that  was  not  the  question 
which  the  House  had  to  consider  at  the 
present  moment.   The  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons  had,  as  he  under- 
stood, permitted  this  operation  to  be 
carried  out  after  a  full  and  adequate 
examination;  and,  so  far  as  the  Bill 
itself  was  concerned,   they  were    told 
that  it  made   adequate    provision  for 
keeping  up  the  navigation  of  the  Canal. 
That,  however,  was  not  the  point  which 
the  House  had  to  discuss.    The  main 
argument  used  by  his  right  hon.  Friend 
was  that  the  Company,  not  having  been 
able  to  persuade  people  that  their  under- 
taking was  a  good  one,  desired  now,  in 
order  to  induce  the  public  to  invest,  to 
obtain  a  clause  empowering  them  to  pay 
interest  on  capital  during  the  construc- 
tion of  wor^.     Surely  his  right  hon. 
Friend  must  have  a  poor  idea  of  the 
intellect  of  the  investing  public  if  he 
imagined  that  a  power  of  paying  4  per 
cent  during  the  progress  of  construction 
was  likely  to  convince  those  who  had 
formerly  thought  the  undertaking  a  bad 
one  that  it  was  now  a  remarkably  good 
one.    That  was  the  main  contention  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend ;  but  he  thought  it 
was  not  sufficiently  strong  to  induce  the 
House  to  throw  out  the  Bill.    This  was 
a  Bill  in  which  considerable  interest  was 
felt  in  the  East  .End  of  London  upon 
two   grounds.     Li  the   first  place,    it 
would  connect  the  Docks  in  the  East 
End  with  the  great  railways  in  a  way 
which  would  prove  beneficial  to  the  East 
End  of  London.     There  was  another 
ground  which  to  his  mind,  at  the  pre- 
sent moment,  was  of  even  greater  im- 
portance.   It  had  already  been  touched 
upon  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade.    Dur- 
ing the  present  time  of  distress  he  had 
several  times  formed  part  of  deputations 
which  had  waited  upon  Ministers  of  the 
Crown  with  reference  to  the  employ- 
ment of  the  working  classes ;  but  it  had 
been  very  properly  pointed  out  by  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  that  it 
was    impossible    for  the    Government 
themselves  to  take  any  step  in  the  direc- 
tion indicated.    At  the^  same  time,  the 
deputations   had   been  reminded  that 
there  were  'great  undertakings   before 
Parliament  which  it  was  hoped  would, 
if  carried,  provide  employment  for  the 
working  classes.    This  was  certainly  one 
of  those  undertakings,  and  he  imagined 
that  it  was  in  the  mind  of  the  right  hon. 
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Oentleman  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  when  he  gave  that  advice.  It 
was  an  undertaking  which  the  House  of 
Commons  had  declared  to  be  a  good  and 
sound  one,  and  one  that  ought  to  be 
carried  out.  Hitherto  a  difOlcultj  had 
been  experienced  in  raising  the  neces- 
sary capital,  because  the  Company  were 
unable  to  pay  a  small  percentage  of  in- 
terest out  of  capital  during  the  construc- 
tion of  works.  That  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  question  whether  the  under- 
taking was  good  or  bad.  There  was  a 
vast  number  of  people  who  could  not 
afford  to  subscribe  to  an  undertaking 
unless  they  received  some  interest  in  the 
meantime  before  the  scheme  was  in  ope- 
ration, and  it  was  for  that  reason  that 
the  capital  in  this  instance  had  not  been 
subscribed.  If  the  Bill  were  passed,  it 
would  undoubtedly  give  ultimate  em- 
ployment to  a  large  number  of  persons. 
It  was  a  good  undertaking  in  itself,  and 
he  could  not  imagine  that  any  of  the 
arguments  which  had  been  used  against 
it  that  day  would  induce  the  House  of 
Commons  to  throw  out  the  Bill. 

Sm  AETHUE  OTWAY  said,  he  did 
not  propose  to  enter  into  the  merits  of 
the  Bill,  or  to  discuss  the  question  raised 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  who  objected  to  the 
Bill  as  to  the  financial  morality  of  pay- 
ing interest  out  of  capital  during  con- 
struction; but  he  must  tell  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  South  Durham 
(Sir  Joseph  Pease)  that  he  was  mistaken 
if  he  supposed  that  there  was  a  general 
concurrence  in  the  views  he  had 
expressed.  That  question  had  been 
fully  investigated  by  a  Committee,  which 
had  reported  to  the  House.  Their  Re- 
port showed  that  their  opinion  was  very 
different  from  that  which  the  hon. 
Baronet  had  expressed.  He  TSir  Arthur 
Otway)  could  hardly  see  anything  finan- 
cially immoral  in  a  proposition  which 
at  the  present  moment  governed  com- 
mercial undertakings  abroad,  and  was 
adopted  with  the  sanction  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  reference 
to  their  own  Dependencies  in  India. 
Nor  did  he  propose  to  enter  into  the 
other  questions  which  the  hon.  Baronet 
had  brought  under  the  notice  of  the 
House.  His  hon.  Friend  had  been 
quite  eloquent  on  behalf  of  the  cooper, 
the  painter,  the  managing  clerk,  and 
the  spinster,  who  were  about  to  be  de- 
luded into  investing  their  money  on  the 
promise  of  being  paid  5  per  cent  during 
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the  construction  of  the 
Friend  was  quite  in  error  as  to  tLi 
amount  proposed  to  be  paid  aa  iotanC; 
it  was  4  per  cent,  and  not  5. 

SiB  JOSEPH  PEASE  said,  h«  kd 
been  referring  to  the  payment  c^isttnit 
under  the  Hull  and  Barnsley  Bill ;  lad 
he  had  stated  that  the  proposal  to  bit 
so  high  a  rate  of  interest  hiad  pcobtkr 
induced  many  investors  to  subaciibe. 

SiK  AETHUR  OTWAY  said,  tik# 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  kt 
South- West  Lancashire  (Sir  B.  AwKitti 
Cross)  had  also  been  eloqu^it  on  bcbif 
of  certain  poor  ladies  for  whom  b*  w 
Trustee ;  but  the  point  which  he  [Sr 
Arthur  Otway)  wished  to  bring  b«£0i 
the  House  was  that  there  was  ahtiir 
a  Standing  Order  deliberatelv  mm- 
tioned  by  a  Committee  which  U: 
with  the  subject.  This  pzoponl  W 
been  discussed  in  connection  with 
ral  Public  Departments,  and  it  wai 
sidered  absolutely  neeeesaiy  todo  i 
thing  to  prevent  the  constant 
of  the  Standing  Orders  of  the 
When  he  first  took  the  Office  of 
man  of  Wim  and  Means,  he  fonadtitillb 
Standing  Order  was  constantly  tmidi 
and  after  much  consideration  he  «■•>> 
the  conclusion  that  it  was  desixahk.  w 
even  necessary,  to  deal  with  thft  mttr 
by  amending  the  Standing  Order.  tW 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  £or  5i^ 
Durham  (Sir  Joseph  Pease)  secasi  % 
forget  altogether  the  proteotioa  aftiU 
to  the  public  by  the  eri  sting  StafiiC 
Order  of  the  House.  The  SelwtO» 
mittee  before  whom  the  Bill  von^ 
come  would  have  it  in  their  power  to  !^ 
fuse  their  sanction,  if  they  thoogla  it* 
the  payment  of  interest  oat  «  <*f*^ 
Moreover,  a  Beport  of  the  Bosn  ^ 
Trade  was  required,  and  there  wm  v 
prospect  of  the  public  bein^  deoaisL  « 
for  any  deception  of  any  kind^  ht  ^ 
hended,  to  be  practised.  All  the 
stances  would  have  to  be  made 
In  fact,  so  far  as  the  public 
cemed,  every  protection  was  afoU* 
them  by  the  Standing  Ordec*  sis^ 
now  existed ;  and  he  thought  tM  6» 
House,  having  amended  wt  &tis£af 
Orders  only  two  years  ago,  scffiiy  ^ 
no  complaint  was  made  of  the  vsj  a 
which  they  worked,  would  be  stfi^ 
most  unwisely  if  they  were  now  t>  ^ 
verse  their  recent  deciflkm.  Hit  te 
Friend  had  certainly  made  (»s  itelaA 
which,  if  conedi  would  be  i^flrta 
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He  had  said  that  the  Bill  would  be  an 
unopposed  Bill«  and,  therefore,  that  there 
would  be  no  Committee  to  decide  whether 
it  was  proper  that  this  privilege  should 
be  conceded    or    not.      That   was,   no 
doubt,  a  very  important  point ;  and  if 
the  Bill  came  before  him  as  an  unop- 
posed Bill,  all  he  could  say  was  that  a 
measure  involying  such  large  and  im- 
portant considerations  would  not  be  one 
that  he  would  undertake  to  adjudicate 
upon.      As  a  matter  of  fact,  however, 
the    Bill  was    not  unopposed,    and  it 
would  go  upstairs  to  a  Select  Committee, 
who   would  be  perfectly  competent  to 
decide  the  various  questions  involved  in 
it,  and  would  be  able  to  say  whether 
this  was  an  undertaking  to  which  the 
privilege  of  paying  interest  during  con- 
struction should  be  applied  or  not,  or 
whether    the    sanction    of   the  House 
should    be    refused    to  it.     Therefore, 
there  was  on  this  point  also  no  ground 
for  the  apprehensions  of  his  hon.  Friend. 
It  was  not  necessary  that  he  should  de- 
tain the  House  by  going  into  details 
further;  but  he  thought  he  had  said 
sufficient  to  induce  the  House  to  read 
the  Bill  a  second  time. 

Mb.  hicks  said,  that,  as  one  who 
had  opposed  the  Segent's  Canal  Bill  in 
the  first  instance,  he  would  ask  the  in- 
dulgence of  the  House  while  he  ex- 
plained the  ground  of  his  opposition, 
and  while  he  called  attention  to  one  or 
two  points  which  had  not  been  fully 
raised.  Of  late'  years  the  House  had 
been  extremely  jealous  of  the  absorp- 
tion of  the  inland  navigation  by  Eailway 
Companies  ;  and  in  regard  to  this 
▼ery  Company,  so  recenUy  as  1882,  a 
Bsleot  Committee  refused  to  sanction 
the  payment  by  it  of  interest  out  of 
capital.  When  the  scheme  first  came 
before  the  House  for  the  purpose  of 
taking  possession  of  the  Begent's  Canal, 
and  converting  it  into  a  railway,  an  op- 
position was  raised  to  it  on  the  ground 
that  if  this  Canal,  the  head  of  all  the 
English  navigation,  were  once  allowed 
to  fall  into  the  hands  of  the  Bailway 
Company,  the  North,  North-East,  and 
West  of  England  would  be  cut  off 
from  the  Metropolis.  It  was  then  said 
that  the  gpreat  object  of  the  promoters 
of  the  BiH  was  to  make  a  cheap  rail- 
^y  for  the  purpose  of  taking  the 
labouring  classes  from  the  East  End 
of  London  into  cheaper  districts,  where 
*^oy  would  be    able  to   reside   more 


economically,  and  enjoy  purer  air.  On 
the  faith  of  that  representation  the 
House  passed  a  Bill,  and  it  went  to 
a  Select  Committee,  who,  in  consenting 
to  the  measure,  refused  their  sanction 
to  the  clause  for  the  payment  of  interest 
out  of  capital.  That  was  in  the  year 
1 882.  What  had  happened  since  ?  In 
the  very  next  year,  this  Company, 
which  professed  to  make  a  railway  for 
the  purpose  of  carrying  passengers  at  a 
cheap  rate,  came  to  me  House  to  ask 
for  fresh  powers  to  enable  them  to  raise 
their  rates  and  charges  for  carrying 
goods.  Thus  they  tore  a  portion  of  the 
mask  from  their  faces.  It  was  still, 
however,  to  be  a  goods  line  or  a  pas- 
sengers' line,  and  nothing  was  said 
about  the  way  in  which  the  money  was 
to  be  raised.  But  now,  at  the  end  of 
three  years,  finding  that  they  had  been 
unable  to  raise  the  money,  they  came 
again  to  Parliament  and  asked  for  power 
to  override  another  important  Bule  of 
the  House,  which  prevented  them  from 
paying  interest  out  of  capital  during 
the  construction  of  works.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  told  the  House  that 
they  ought  to  grant  this  privilege  for 
two  reasons,  one  of  which  was  that  the 
principle  was  sanctioned  in  connection 
with  foreign  undertakings,  and  the  se- 
cond that  it  was  also  done  in  connection 
with  the  East  India  Hallways.  He  did 
not  think  the  House  ought  to  be 
governed  by  foreign  precedents ;  and  as 
to  the  East  India  Hallways,  unless  he 
was  very  much  misinformed,  the  divi- 
dends were  not  guaranteed  during  con- 
struction, but  were  guaranteed  in  per- 
petuity after  the  construction  was  com- 
plete. He  therefore  failed  to  see  what 
that  argument  had  to  do  with  the  case. 
It  was  an  attempt  to  throw  dust  in  the 
eyes  of  the  House.  This  was  a  proposal 
to  pay  dividends  out  of  capital  during 
•the  construction  of  the  railway ;  but  there 
was  no  guarantee  whatever  of  any  pay- 
ment after  the  works  were  completed. 
Then,  again,  another  reason  assigned 
by  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
and  a  reason  supported  by  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  Tower  Ham- 
lets (Mr.  Ritchie),  was  that  there  were 
a  great  many  persons  out  of  employment 
in  London  to  whom  the  construction  of 
this  railway  would  give  employment. 
They  all  knew  that  there  were  many  of 
the  working  classes  out  of  employment 


1311 


Vaccination 


{COMMONS} 


{D^anee), 


1111 


in  London,  and  the  circumstance  was 
much  to  be  lamented.  But,  he  would 
ask,  was  this  the  first  time  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  heard  that  the 
working  classes  were  suffering  from  want 
of  employment  ?  Had  it  never  occurred 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  or  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  that  there  was 
another  way  of  getting  out  of  that  diffi- 
culty ?  Had  they  never  heard  of  the  great 
distress  whichprevailed  amongthose  who 
suffered  from  the  Sugar  Bounties ;  and 
would  not  the  Government  at  once  seek 
in  their  Budget  to  put  a  duty  upon 
foreign  sugar  ?  By  so  doing  they  would 
give  abundant  employment,  and  very 
much  relieve  the  deticit  which  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  to  meet — a 
deficit  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Prime  Minister  had  described  as 
"  grossly  immoral." 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  must  ask  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  confine  himself  to 
the  Question  before  the  House. 

Mb.  hicks  apologized  for  appear- 
ing to  have  wandered  from  the  sub- 
ject, and  said,  that  he  was  only  re- 
plying to  the  remark  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  that  the  Bill  would  find  em- 
ployment for  a  large  number  of  the 
working  classes.  What  he  ventured  to 
ventured  to  say  was,  that  if  they  could 
find  employment  for  the  sugar  industries 
by  not  allowing  sugar  to  come  in  upon 
foreign  bounties,  the  labourer  of  the 
East  End  of  London  would  find  abundant 
employment  and  the  deficit  would  be 
avoided. 

Mb.  GILES  said,  he  had  had  some 
little  experience  of  public  Companies, 
and  he  ventured  to  protest  against  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Durham  (Sir  Joseph  Pease)  upon 
general  principles.  If  it  were  adopted  it 
would  put  a  stop  to  the  progress  of  all 
public  Companies.  The  hon.  Baronet 
said  that  he  brought  it  forward  in  the 
interest  of  the  innocent  and  unwary, 
who  might  be  deceived  into  subscribing 
to  these  public  Companies  if  interest 
were  guaranteed  during  the  progress  of 
works.  But  there  were  £700,000,000 
subscribed  to  railways  on  similar  prin- 
ciples, the  holders  of  which  must  all 
have  been  innocents  when  they  sub- 
scribed. The  large  and  wealthy  Bail  way 
Companies  had  no  occasion  to  exercise 
this  privilege,  as  when  they  wanted  to 
carry  out  new  lines  they  borrowed  money 
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on  debentures  or  on  preference  rtoci, 
and  paid  interest  thereon  from  tke  &te 
of  borrowing,  which  practically  amooatol 
to  the  same  thing  as  that  of  new  Coei- 
panics  paying  interest  dnring  ooutnc- 
tion. 

Question  put 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  187;  'Son 
117  :  Majority  70.— (Diy.  List,  No.  14i} 

Main  Question  put,  and  a^f^d  <*. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and 

QUESTIONS. 


LAW  AND  JUSTICE    (IB£LAKD)-LQS- 
DONDERRY  ASSIZES-SPECIAL 
JITROBS. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
How  many  special  jurors  were  toh 
moned  by  Sheriff  Mr.  Thomaa  Ckca- 
bers  for  last  Derry  Assixee ;  bow  anj 
cases  were  to  be  tried;  what  was  tl» 
character  of  the  attendance;  mod,  £1 
Mr.  Baron  Dowse  and  Lord  Jwtum 
Fitzgibbon  make  any  comments  oa  tib 
subject  ? 

Me.  CAMPBELL- BANNERMA5: 
The  Sheriff  informs  me  that  48  ipRiil 
jurors  were  summoned,  and  that  ihi 
attendance  was  a  fair  average.  TW» 
were  six  special  jury  cases  to  be  taeL 
Mr.  Baron  Dowse  made  some  obtsTi- 
tions  on  the  difficulty  of  getting  a  jarr; 
but  the  Sheriff  explains  that  the  £fr 
culty  arose  from  the  fact  that  Wik 
Courts  were  trying  special  jury  casBi  tf 
the  same  time,  and  that  the  ri^  d 
challenge  had  been  folly  exsiuarf  a 
both  cases. 

Mb.  HEALY:  Would  not  the  ngte 
hon.  Gentleman  consider  the  qiM«li«  d 
applying  to  one  of  the  learned  J*!^ 
for  the  information  instead  of  t»  a* 
Sheriff?  The  Sheriff  is  the  penon«^» 
conduct  is  impugned. 

Me.  CAMPBELL- BANNEBMAS: 
I  do  not  think  that  is  necessary. 

Mr.  LEWIS:  Is  not  48  the  suttfi- 
ble  number  of  jurors  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL- BANKEBMi5: 
I  cannot  say. 

VACCINATION  (FRANCE)-«liOBTAinT 
ARISING  FROM  THE  OPERAT105  aI 
ATILLEPRANCHE  D'AVETfiOX. 
Mb.  HOP  wood  aaked  thePuMJ^ 

of  the  Local  QoTemment  Boai<  Whr 
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±li6r  the  attention  of  his  Department  has 
%een  called  to  the  announcement  of  a 
^vaccination  disaster  at  Yillefranche 
€3.* Avejron,  in  France,  in  La  Ligne  news- 
paper, dated  23rd  March  last,  where  it 
xs  reported  that,  of  forty  young  people 
^v'accinated  by  one  medical  man,  nine 
died  within  forty-eight  hours  after  the 
operation ;  if  not,  will  he  be  so  good  as 
to  make  inquiry  into  the  case  ? 

Mr.  GEORGE  RUSSELL  (who  re- 
plied) said  :  We  were  not  aware  of  any 
auch  statement  in  the  French  newspaper 
x^ferred  to.  If  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  will  furnish  us  with  a  state- 
ment of  the  facts  on  trustworthy  au- 
thority, we  will  consider  whether  any 
inquiry  is  necessary. 

PUBLIC  HEALTH  (METROPOLIS)— 
SMALL  POX  AT  WEST  HAM. 

Mb.  HOPWOOD  asked  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  heen  directed  to 
the  prevalence  of  small  pox  in  the  sub- 
district  of  West  Ham;  whether  the 
death  rate  has  reached  the  rate  of  nearly 
7,000  per  million ;  whether  the  inhabi- 
tants of  the  district  are  vaccinated  as 
numerously  as  in  any  district  in  or  near 
liondon;  whether  3,000  per  million  is 
assumed  to  have  been  the  rate  of  mor- 
tality from  small  pox  in  the  last  cen- 
tury ;  and,  whether,  in  fact,  some  defect 
in  sanitary  precautions  is  the  cause  of 
such  disease  and  mortality  ? 

Mb.  GEORGE  RUSSELL  (who  re- 
plied) said :  We  are  aware  that  there  has 
been  a  severe  epidemic  of  small  pox  in 
the  West  Ham  sub-district.  The  popu- 
lation of  the  district  increased  from 
44,000  in  1871  to  101,000  in  1881,  and 
is  now  very  much  larger.  The  number 
of  deaths  from  small  pox  in  the  district 
during  the  present  year  has  been  318. 
There  are,  however,  in  the  district  two 
small  pox  hospitals,  one  belonging  to 
the  Guardians  of  the  West  Ham  Union, 
and  the  other  to  the  Managers  of  the 
Metropolitan  Asylum  District.  A  con- 
siderable proportion  of  the  persons  who 
died  in  the  district  from  small  pox  were 
brought  into  the  district  from  the  out- 
side. The  Returns  for  the  last  three 
years  show  that  the  number  of  children 
unaccounted  for  as  regards  vaccination 
has  been  grater  than  in  other  districts 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  the  Metropolis. 
It  has  been  estimated  that  the  rate  of 
mortality  £rom  small  pox  in  the  last  cen- 
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tury,  during  a  period  of  30  years,  was 
3,000  per  1,000,000;  but  it  is  obvious 
that  no  comparison  can  fairly  be  made 
between  the  average  death-rate  during 
a  period  of  30  years  in  the  whole  of 
England  and  Wales,  and  the  number  of 
deaths  in  four  months  during  a  severe 
epidemic  in  a  particular  locality.  There 
has  been  insufficient  hospital  accommo- 
dation in  the  district ;  but,  apart  from 
that,  we  are  not  aware  that  defects  in 
sanitary  precautions  have  been  the  cause 
of  the  disease  and  mortality. 

INLAND  REVENUE— STAMPS  UPON  RE- 
CEIPTS IN  PAYMENT  OP  ACCOUNTS 
BY  CHEQUE. 

Me.  BARRY  asked  Mr.  Attorney  Ge- 
neral, If  he  will  remove  a  doubt  exist- 
ing in  commercial  circles  by  saying  whe- 
ther payment  of  an  account  of  over  £2 
by  cneque,  j)ayable  to  order,  obviates 
the  necessity  of  using  a  receipt  stamp  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hekry  James),  in  reply,  said,  a  stamp 
was  required  to  be  affixed  to  the  account 
under  the  circumstances  referred  to  in 
the  Question. 

BOROUGH  FUNDS  ACT— EXTENSION 
TO  IREIiAND. 

Mb.  gray  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  it  is  his  intention  to  redeem 
the  pledge  given  by  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment to  introduce  a  Bill  to  extend  the 
Borough  Funds  Act  to  Ireland  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN  : 
The  Government  are  prepared  to  sup- 
port the  Bill  which  the  hon.  Member 
has  brought  in  on  this  question,  subject 
to  an  Amendment  which  I  believe  the 
hon.  Member  does  not  object  to. 

Mb.  gray  :  Owing  to  the  Bill  being 
blocked,  will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
consider  whether  he  can  give  me  some 
facilities  to  press  forward  the  Bill  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN  : 
I  cannot  make  a  promise ;  but  I  will  be 
very  glad  to  assist  the  hon.  Member. 

COLLECTOR  GENERAL  OF  RATES, 
DUBLIN. 

Mb.  gray  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  How 
long  the  office  of  Collector  General  of 
Rates  in  DubHn  has  been  vacant ;  and, 
when  the  Government  intend  to  intro- 
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duce  a  Bill  to  amend  the  CoUeotioQ  of 
Rates  Act,  Dublin  ? 

Me.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN : 
A  temporary  appointment  was  made  to 
the  post  of  Collector  General  of  Bates 
in  Dublin  pending  the  probability  of 
legislation  affecting  tbe  duties  of  tbe 
Office.  The  Government  have  not  for- 
gotten their  promise  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
dealing  with  this  subject ;  but  I  am  not 
yet  in  a  position  to  fix  the  date  at  which 
it  will  be  introduced. 

Mr.  gray  :  I  would  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  whether  he  also  bears 
in  mind  the  undertaking  given  that  the 
present  temporary  appointment  should 
not  be  made  permanent  imtil  the  Bill  is 
introduced  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL- BANNERMAN: 
Oh,  certainly. 

THE  MAQISTRACJT  (IRELAND)  —  PRO- 
CEEDINGS FOR  ALLEGED  TRESPASS 
AT  JOHNSTOWN,  00.  KILKENNY. 

Mb.  MAEUM  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Lreland, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  directed 
to,  or  any  report  received  from  the  local 
constabiilary,  concerning  extraordinary 
proceedings  that  have  recently  taken 
place  in  the  police  district  of  Johnstown, 
in  the  county  of  Kilkenny,  that  is  to 
say,  that  Mr.  Den.  Keatinge,  of  Woods- 
fift,  a  deputy  lieutenant  and  magistrate 
of  the  county,  is  in  occupation  of  cer- 
tain holdings  surrounding  his  demesne 
from  which  the  tenants  have  been 
evicted  some  two  or  three  years  ago; 
that  the  boundary  fences  of  the  same 
are  in  a  very  defective  condition,  render- 
ing them  liable  to  the  trespass  of  stock ; 
that  Mr.  Keatinge,  and  his  son  Mr. 
Morris  Keatinge,  holding  a  Commis- 
sion in  one  of  Her  Majesty's  Hegiments 
of  the  Line,  together  with  a  large  posse 
of  bailiffs,  proceeded  from  their  resi- 
dence about  midnight  to  those  holdings^ 
and  distrained  certain  donkeys,  goats, 
and  sheep  trespassing  thereon;  that 
they  escorted  those  animals  to  the 
various  residences  of  the  owners,  and 
knocked  violently  at  their  doors  about 
one  o'clock  a.m.,  some  of  whom  were 
thus  coerced  to  pay  the  regulation  tres- 
pass fines  then  and  there  to  this  local 
justice,  and  others,  not  having  cash  in 
their  houses,  remained  indoors,  where- 
upon a  large  and  continued  uproar  en- 
sued, and  the  doors  of  the  dwelling- 
houses  were  battered  and  defaced,  and, 

ifr.  Oray 


in  some  portions,  smashed  in ;  Out  «§- 
pecially  the  residence  of  the  Nstioisl 
school  teacher  of  Grane,  Mr.  Mi&flr. 
was  similarly  visited,  and  trespas  for 
donkeys  demanded ;  and  that,  ovin;  to 
the  difficulty  of  arousing  the  skc^or 
inmates,  shouting  and  screedmif  ni 
other  noises  were  made  nee  o^  to  ^ 
disturbance  and  terror  of  the  inliali- 
tants  of  the  entire  locality,  exteii£i^ 
over  a  considerable  area,  and  finafir  ^ 
teacher  himself  was  assailed  in  absm 
language,  and  threatened  with  eriedgE; 
and,  whether,  even  if  sack  distio— escf 
held  legal,  such  unusual  mode  of  pn- 
ceeding,  fraught  with  dangv  to  ^ 
public  peace,  and  adopted  by  a  juM 
of  the  petty  sessions  district  in  vbiik 
these  dwelling-houses  are  sitoate,  v£I 
be  brought  under  the  notice  of  the  Lofi 
Chancellor  or  Lords  ConunisBioiMn  d 
the  Great  Seal. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL -BANNKRMA5: 
I  have  directed  the  police,  who  had  w 
knowledge  of  the  alleged  jmttd- 
ings,  to  make  inquiries  into  the  matar* 
but  r  have  not  yet  receired  their  St> 
port. 

AEMT  (INDL^)— THE  BENGAL  CATAIIT 
—OUTBREAK  OF  GLAKBEBS. 
Dr.  CAMEEON  asked  the  Uadir  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  India,  l^hcchvit 
is  true,  as  stated  in  2%e  UniUiSm^^ 
Oa%ett$f  that  glanders  again  Vf^f^ 
among  the  horses  of  the  6tii  wafi 
Lancers;  whether  the  6di  6ai|i! 
Lancers  is  the  same  regiment  tN 
arrived  glandered  in  Egypt  in  the  cb- 
paign  of  1882,  and  whic^,  on  thediaM* 
being  identified  by  the  "Rngltali  TetediKT 
officers,  was  ordered  away  &om  ^wam 
of  operations  lest  it  should  infect  t]b»n< 
of  the  Cavalry;  whether  it  iatbenfi- 
ment  to  which  was  attributed  the  itif^ 
tion  with  glanders  of  the  7th  Dn^ 
Guards;  whether  he  has  yet  rtc***^ 
any  report  respecting  the  Euiu^ 
officer  and  men  of  the  regiment  fitt?^ 
infected  with  glanders  on  the  vo^af*^ 
the  6th  Bengal  Lancers  from  ^b]^.* 
Lidia,  concerning  whom  hepronuM  3- 
quiry  on  March  5th  1883;  whetted* 
regiment  has  ever  been  free  from  ^n^ 
ders  since  it  was  deepatched,  ialnM 
for  service  in  Egypt ;  and«  what  if  ^ 
pay  of  the  salootrees  to  whom,  as  ¥e«s^ 
plained  to  the  House  on  Much  ^y^ 
the  veterinaiy  care  of  the  Bengal  Ktfi** 
Oavalxy  is  entmated  P 
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Mb.  J.  K  CROSS :  The  Government 
of  India  has  been  asked  by  telegram 
i^hether  the  6th  Bengal    Cavalry  has 
ever  been  free  from  glanders,  or  whe- 
ther glanders  has  again    broken  out. 
The  6th  Bengal  Cavalry  is  the  regiment 
of  which  one  troop  was  glandered  in 
Sgypt  daring  the  Campaign  of  1882, 
and  it  is  the  reg^ent  to  which  was  im- 
puted the  infection  of  the  7th  Dragoon 
G-uards.  The  Beport  asked  for  in  March, 
1 883,  arrived  in  June  of  that  year,  and 
is   at  the  service  of  my  hon.  Friend. 
The  deceased  officer  (Major  Logan)  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the    6th    Bengal 
Cavalry ;  he  belonged  to  the  7th  Bengal 
Xnf antry.     No  Cavalry  horses  were  on 
l>oard  Uie  ship  in  which  he  returned  to 
India ;  and  he  died  about  two  months 
after  landing.    Sir  Anthony.  Home,  the 
Sorg^n  General  of  Her  Majesty's  Forces 
in  India,  having  investigated  the  case, 
reported  that,  in    his    opinion.  Major 
liOgan's  death  was  not  due  to  glanders. 
Though  the  Government  instituted  in- 
quiry, no  case  of  a  Native  having  con- 
tracted glanders  could  be  traced.    The 
pay    of   a   salootree    is    38    rupees    a 
month. 

liABOUREBS'  (IRELAND)   ACT,  1883— 
ANNUAL  REPAYMENTS. 

Me.  O'SULLIVAN  asked  the  Finan- 
cial Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  If  he  is 
aware  that  the  different  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians in  Ireland  who  have  borrowed 
money  from  the  Treasury  for  the  pur-- 
pose  of  building  cottages  under  the  La- 
bourers' (Ireland)  Act,  are  still  debited 
in  their  bonds  with  the  annual  sum  of 
five  pounds  seven  shillings  and  two  pence 
for  every  hundred  pounds  for  a  term 
of  thirty-five  years,  notwithstanding  the 
assurance  given  in  March  last  that  the 
Treasury  had  reduced  the  repayments 
of  these  loans  to  four  pounds  sixteen 
Bbillings  and  two  pence  per  annum  for 
every  hundred  pounds  for  the  term  above 
stated ;  and,  if  so,  what  steps  he  will 
take  to  get  these  loans  brought  under 
the  amended  terms  ? 

Mb.  HIBBEBT  :  As  I  informed  the 
hon.  Member  on  the  4th  of  March  last, 
the  promised  reduction  in  the  rate  of  in- 
terest was  conditional  on  the  passing  of 
the  amending  Bill  of  the  Government. 
The  Treasury  would  not  be  justified  in 
risking  the  longer  term  and  lower  rate 
of  interest  except  upon  the  improved 
airaagements  propoeed  in  that  BlU.    If 


the  hon.  Member  wishes  to  obtain  early 
advantage  of  the  reduction,  I  should  re- 
commend him  to  use  his  influence  with 
the  three  hon.  Members  opposite  me 
who  have  blocked  the  Bill.  As  the  Bill 
is  the  result  of  the  labours  of  a  Select 
Committee  of  the  House,  I  would  appeal 
to  those  hon.  Members  to  withdraw  their 
block. 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN  :  Will  the  Bill  be 
retrospective  ? 

Ma.HIBBERT:  No. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  If  the  blocks 
are  removed,  will  the  Government  press 
on  the  Bill  ? 

Mb.  HIBBERT:  I  think  so.  I  am 
told  so. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  wished 
to  asked  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition, 
in  reference  to  the  statement  of  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  precluded  from  pressing  the 
Labourers'  Bill  owing  to  the  action  of 
three  hon.  Members  of  the  Conservative 
Party,  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  use  his  influence  with  these 
three  hon.  Members  to  cease  their  oppo- 
sition to  the  Bill,  which  was  founded  on 
the  Report  of  a  Select  Committee  that 
included  Conservative  Members? 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  I 
have  no  knowledge  of  the  matter. 

NATIONAL  EDUCATION    COMMISSION 

(IRELAND)— THE  LATE  LORD 

O'HAGAN. 

Mb.  SEXTON  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  the  Commissioners  of  National 
Education  have  decided  to  allow  a  Re- 
turn of  their  attendances  at  the  Board 
Meetings  to  appear  in  their  Annual  Re- 
port; and,  whether  any  appointment 
has  yet  been  made  to  the  place  at  the 
Board  vacated  by  the  death  of  Lord 
O'Hagan  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN : 
The  Commissioners  of  National  Educa- 
tion have  decided  not  to  publish  any 
such  Return  as  that  suggested  in  the 
first  part  of  this  Question.  No  appoint- 
ment has  yet  been  made  to  the  Board  in 
the  place  of  Lord  O'Hagan. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Why  do  the  Commis- 
sioners  refuse  to  give  the  information 
given  last  year  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN : 
I  am  only  informed  that  they  do  not 
consider  it  wise  to  do  it. 
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POST  OFFICE— RURAL  LETTER 
CARRIERS  — IBOOT  AND  SHOE  MONET. 

Mb.  sexton  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  What  steps  will  he  taken  to 
provide  the  rural  postmen  of  the  United 
l^ingdom  with  hoots  or  hoot  money  ? 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVEE:  The  idea 
of  supplying  postmen  with  hoots  has 
never  heen  entertained ;  and  there  is  no 
intention  of  taking  any  steps  in  the 
direction  indicated. 

NATIONAL  EDUCATION  (IRELAND)  — 
NATIONAL  SCHOOL  TEACHERS— RE- 
TIRING PENSIONS. 

Mb.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  the  Oovemment  will  consider  a 
transfer  of  the  grant  of  ahout  £7,000 
annually  made  for  payment  of  retiring 
allowances  to  Irish  National  Teachers 
(and  now  ahout  heing  withdrawn  from 
that  fund)  to  the  fund  appropriated  for 
the  purpose  of  the  National  Teachers' 
Pension  Scheme  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL- BANNERMAN: 
It  appears  that  since  1856  Parliament 
has  voted  annuallv  a  sum  to  enahle  the 
Commissioners  of  Education  to  award 
gratuities  to  incapacitated  teachers. 
When  the  Pension  Fund  —  which  is 
quite  independent  of  Parliamentary  con- 
trol— was  started  in  1879,  with  a  large 
capital  sum  from  the  Church  surplus,  it 
was  left  optional  for  five  years  with 
teachers  to  join  it.  A  certain  numher  of 
them  elected  not  to  do  so ;  and  it  is  for  the 
purpose  of  providing  for  these  cases  that 
the  annual  I^arliamentary  grant  is  kept 
up.  The  sum  estimated  for  the  present 
year  is  £1,800.  It  is  intended  to  con- 
tinue this  provision  only  so  long  as  there 
is  a  necessity  for  it ;  hut  the  proposal  of 
the  hon.  Memher  is  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  deprive  a  certain  numher 
of  the  teachers  of  their  retiring  gratui- 
ties, and,  at  the  same  time,;  make  a 
fundamental  change  in  the  principle  of 
the  pension  scheme  by  tacking  on  to  it 
an  annual  Parliamentary  grant.  The 
Government  could  not  agree  to  such  a 
proposal. 

ARMY    (AUXILIARY    FORCES)  —  PEN- 
SIONS—CASE OF  SERGEANT- 
INSTRUCTOR  LYNE. 
VisoouiTT    LEWISHAM    asked    the 
Secretary    of    State    for  War,    If   he 
is    aware  that  the  additional  pension 


awarded  to  Sergeant  Inatractor  Lyiit» 
late  of  the  Boyal  Marines,  under  Wv 
Office  Eegulations,  which  pensioa  bt» 
in  Octoher  last  year,  after  a  delij  of 
over  six  months,  stated  would  be  in- 
creased as  soon  as  the  neoessaiy  Orda* 
in  Council  had  heen  ohtained,  has  not 
yet  heen  paid ;  and,  whether  an  Order 
in  Council  has  only  recently  been  i««ed, 
although  in  Octoher  last  year  the  War 
Office  had  already  submitted  the  ease  to 
the  Admiralty,  curtly  stating  that  t^ 
pension  will  not  be  increased;  and^  if 
so,  what  are  the  reasons  assigned  by 
the  Admiralty  for  not  complying  witk 
the  award  of  the  War  Office  ? 

Me.  CAINE  (who  repUed)  stid: 
Orders  have  heen  issued  for  the  paymeBt 
to  Sergeant  Lyne  of  the  additional  pen- 
sion of  8  J.  a-day.  There  was  a  mison- 
derstanding  at  the  Admiralty  as  to  tlM 
precise  amount  of  additional  peniion 
payable  under  the  Begulations  of  ^ 
War  Office,  which  caused  delay;  bit 
the  additional  pension  will  be  awards! 
retrospectively,  so  that  Sergeant  Ijnt 
will  not  be  a  loser. 

REGISTRATION  OP  VOTERS  (IBELlXD) 

BILL. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secn- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  ol  InlaaL 
What  scale  of  remuneratioii  the  Loed 
Government  propose  to  allow  to  ^mt 
Law  officials  under  the 
Bill? 

Mb.  sexton  also  asked 
on  the  introduction  of  the  Lodger  Fran- 
chise in  1868,  the  remuneration  for  ad- 
ditional duties  in  that  year  of  the  Clerks 
of  the  Peace,  Town  Clerks,  and  CSaks 
of  Unions  in  Ireland  was  defrayed  hj 
the  Treasury,  under  31  and  33  Tie. 
0.  112,  s.  27 ;  and,  if  so,  what  was  tks 
amoimt  so  paid  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAS: 
In  reply  to  the  Questions  of  the  hn. 
Members  for  Monaghan  and  Slige,  a 
statement  will  be  made  on  Mcaiday  d. 
the  course  the  Government  intend  to 
take  on  this  subject ;  and  with  relcrMe* 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Sliflo's  QossTifls 
I  would  say  that  we  have  before  ns  ^ 
precedent  to  which  he  refers. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Are  the  mnttacs  is 
my  Question  correctly  stated  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERHAS  : 
Not  quite. 

Mb.  HEALY:  I  do  not  think  t^ 
right  hon.  Gentleman  hae 
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the  bearing  of  my  Question.  I  do  not 
mean  to  ask  whetner  it  will  be  a  local 
rate  or  an  Imperial  charge;  but  what 
-will  be  the  scale  fixed  under  the  Sche- 
dule in  the  Act  ? 

Mr.  OAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
X  think  it  would  be  more  convenient  to 
make  a  statement  on  the  whole  question 
on  Monday.  I  am  not  in  a  position  to 
say  at  present  what  scale  the  Local  Gt>- 
▼ernment  Board  will  lay  down. 

POST  OFFICE— MADAGASCAR. 

Mb.  a.  M'ARTHUE  asked  the  Post- 
master  General,  Whether,  in  view  of 
the  serious  complaints  of  the  British 
residents  in  Madagascar  as  to  the  infre- 
quent and  irregular  delirery  of  the  mails 
&om  England,  and  as  to  the  inability  of 
Her  Majesty's  Consul  at  Tamatave  to 
afford  relief,  he  will  take  steps  to  place 
the  postal  communication  between  this 
Country  and  Madagascar,  as  far  as  pos- 
sible, on  a  more  satisfactory  basis  ? 

Ma.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  I  am  very 
sorry  that  the  mails  for  Madagascar  are 
not  delivered  with  the  frequency  and 
regularity  which  the  British  residents  in 
that  place  could  desire;  but  we  avail 
ourselves  of  the  only  opportunity  that 
at  present  exists — namely,  that  of  the 
monthly  French  Packet  —  to  send  the 
mails.  To  establish  an  independent 
British  Mail  Service  would  be  very  costly ; 
and  the  small  amount  of  correspondence 
sent  to  Madagascar  would  not  justify 
Her  Majesty's  Qovernment  in  incurring 
such  an  expense  as  would  be  necessary 
on  this  account. 

KEPRESENTATION  OF  THE  PEOPLE 
ACT— ADMISSION  OF  SOLDIERS  TO 
THE  FRANCHISE. 

Mb.  LEAHY  asked  Mr.  Solicitor  Ge- 
neral for  Ireland,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  statement  made  by 
the  derk  of  the  Naas  Union,  as  reported 
in  The  Zeinsier  Leader  of  the  4th  instant, 
that  the  married  soldiers  occupying  huts 
in  the  Military  Encampment  at  the 
Gurragh,  in  the  county  of  Kildare,  are 
entitled  to  be  put  on  the  voters'  list; 
and,  whether  this  is  a  correct  interpre- 
tation of  the  purpose  of  the  Franchise 
Act  and  the  Registration  Bill  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  :  It  is  not 
quite  possible  for  me,  under  the  present 
circumstances,  to  state  whether  married 


soldiers  are  entitled  to  be  registered.  I 
cannot  answer  that  'Question  without 
being  aware  of  the  special  circumstances 
of  the  case. 

EGYPT  (MILITARY  EXPEDITION)— 
ENGLISH  OFFICERS— PAY  AND  STORES. 

Mr.  ARGHDALE  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War^  Is  it  a  fact  that  the 
boat  lanterns  and  filters  have  been  taken 
from  the  officers  in  the  summer  camps 
in  the  Soudan,  on  the  ground  that  they 
were  only  intended  for  the  men,  and 
that  the  officers  were  to  supply  them- 
selves with  those  articles  out  of  their 
field  allowance ;  whether  any  provisions 
have  been  made  to  enable  them  to  do 
so ;  and,  is  it  a  fact  that  when  serving 
to  the  south  of  Wady  Haifa  the  officers 
of  the  Egyptian  Army's  pay  is  doubled, 
while  no  addition  is  made  to  the  pay  of 
the  British  Army  ? 

Sir  ARTHUR  HAYTER  (who  re- 
plied) said :  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  at 
the  War  Office  we  have  no  information 
on  the  subject  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's Question  refers. 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN:  WiU  the 
Secretary  of  State  make  inquiries  ? 

Sir  ARTHUR  HATTER :  I  will 
make  inquiries  as  to  the  third  Question ; 
but  as  to  the  other  two,  they  will  pro- 
bably be  rectified  on  complaints  being 
made  by  the  officers  themselves. 

ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY-POLICE 
FORCE  AT  ESKER. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  the  poHce 
stations  at  Esker,  between  Bangher  and 
Clonfert,  are  charged  as  extra  police; 
and,  if  so,  what  is  the  nature  of  their 
duty ;  and,  what  are  the  circumstances 
which  render  it  necessary  that  the  dis- 
trict in  question  should  be  burdened 
with  an  extra  police  force  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN: 
The  police  at  Esker  Station  are  not 
charged  as  extra  police  to  the  locality ; 
and  their  duties  do  not  differ  from  those 
of  the  men  at  any  other  station  in  the 
county. 

POST  0FFICE-PR0FES80R 
S.  p.  THOMPSON'S  VALVE  TELEPHONE. 

Mr.  KENNT  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  If,  since  October  1884,  he  has 
had  an  opportunity  of  examining  the 
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valve  telephone  of  Professor  S.  P. 
Thompson;  and,  if  so,,  what  Beport 
have  the  officials  of  the  Post  Office  made 
upon  it  ? 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  No  oppor- 
tunity has  been  given  to  the  officials  of 
the  Post  Office  up  to  the  present  time  of 
examining  the  valve  telephone  of  Pro- 
fessor Thompson. 

PUBLIC  HEALTH  (IRELAND)  —  CON- 
TAMINATION OF  DRINKINa  WATER 
BY  THE  POLICE  AT  ORANMORE. 

Colonel  NOLAN  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Lre- 
land,  If  the  police  at  Oranmore  lately 
made  a  drain  from  the  barrack  cesspool 
into  the  stream  from  which  the  inhabi- 
tants of  Oranmore  draw  their  drinking 
water;  if  the  Local  Officer  of  Health 
and  the  Board  of  Guardians  strongly 
objected  to  this  contamination  of  the 
drinking  water,  and  if  the  Board  of 
G-uardians  succeeded  in  closing  up  this 
drain ;  if  the  inhabitants  of  Oranmore 
celebrated  this  stoppage  of  the  pollution 
by  assembling  at  the  drain  and  playing 
music ;  if,  upon  this,  the  police  prose- 
cuted, under  the  Prevention  of  Crime 
Act,  the  Local  Officer  of  Health  and 
some  others,  and  if  the  magistrates  dis- 
missed the  summons ;  if  he  would  direct 
that,  for  the  future,  the  Crimes  Act 
should  not  be  used  against  people  who, 
in  their  anxiety  for  pure  water,  assem- 
bled in  a  manner  disliked  by  the  Con- 
stabulary ;  and,  if  he  would  inform  the 
police  that  cases  of  this  kind  had  better 
be  dealt  with  under  the  ordinary  Civil 
Law? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL -BANNEEMAN: 
I  must  ask  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
to  give  me  Notice  of  this  Question, 
which  appeared  on  the  Paper  for  the 
first  time  to-day. 

CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  (ANIMALS) 
ACTS  —  FOOT-AND-MOUTH    DISEASE- 
EAST  RIDING  OF  YORKSHIRE. 

Mr.  DUCKHAM  asked  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  Whether 
it  is  correct  that  an  outbreak  of  foot- 
and-mouth  disease  has  occurred  at 
Kelleythorpe,  in  the  East  Biding  of 
Yorkshire,  as  announced  in  The  Times 
of  Tuesday  last;  and,  if  so,  whether 
the  origin  of  the  outbreak  is  known; 
and,  whether  the  further  report  in  The 
Times  of  yesterday  of  another  outbreak 

Mr,  Kenny 


at  Hale,  in  Lancashire,  is  eofr«et;  nd, 
if  so,  whether  the  origin  of  thit  otir 
break  is  known  ? 

Mb.  TEEVELYAN  :  an  outbmk  of 
foot-and-mouth  disease  was  reportid  « 
Monday,  April  27,  on  a  farm  at  EbBbt- 
thorpe,  near  Driffield,  in  a  herd  of  144 
cattle,  of  which  23  were  reported  to  U 
affected.  The  sick  animals  are  bov 
nearly  recovered,  and  no  exteosioB  d 
the  disease  has  occurred.  The  ongia  d 
the  outbreak  is  not  known.  Inre&^ 
ence  to  the  alleged  outbreak  of  fooe- 
and-mouth  disease  at  Hale,  it  appm 
that  the  disease  is  plemo-pneaiiooa. 
which  was  detected  in  a  herd  d  7S 
cattle  on  the  24th  of  April.  Oneaniail 
is  reported  to  have  been  attacked. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BABTEELOT 
asked  whether  the  published  stateoot 
was  true,  that  an  outbreak  of  ^«no- 
pneumonia  had  occurred  in  Bostoa,  and 
that  140  cattle  had  had  to  be  destropd, 
involving  a  loss  of  £2,800? 

Mr.  TEEVELYAN :  I  am  not  wi 
as  to  the  number  ;  and  I  would  iiA* 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentlemin  woiU 
give  me  Notice  of  the  Question. 

EEGISTRATION  OP  V0TKB8  BIUA 
Mr.  aREGORY  asked  the  YMl^ 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether  he  is  vtm 
of  the  difficulty  that  must  arise  in  cinT* 
ing  out  the  registration  of  penoas* 
titled  to  vote  in  counties  under  tk  ai» 
franchise,  unless  the  operations  of  t* 
clerks  of  the  peace  and  overseers  ii^i* 
different  districts  are  facilitated byAi 
early  passing  of  the  Registration  M- 
and,  whether  he  can  giveanopportatf! 
for  the  consideration  of  that  meawit* 
reported  from  the  Select  OonunitUt* 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  IamqmteafB» 
that  the  hon.  Member  oppoaita  hai  t«? 
good  foundation  for  putting  this  Q^ 
tion,  and  we  are  most  anxious  b**| 
lose  a  moment  in  proceeding  witk  w 
Registration  Bill — ^1  mean  any  "o^jj 
such  as  is  fairly  at  our  disposal  f«  *» 
purpose.  Li  truth,  nothing  bat  tfaMJJ 
sideration  of  that  urgency  wottW  j*? 
our  ceasing  to  proceed  wiUi  theBsg* 
the  Parliamentary  Elections  |.Bafi*^ 
bution)BiU.  What  we  propose  i^**^ 
on  to-night  with  the  Irish  and  S«w 
Registration  Bills,  with  a  good  "T 
that  we  may  be  able  to  dispose  ^^ 
measures  at  the  present  Sitting*  l^T 
should  not  so  dispose  of  them  to^l^ 
we  shall  go  forward  with  them  oa  »^ 
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day,  and  do  what  may  remain  neces- 
sary so  far  as  the  Committee  stage  is 
concerned.  But  there  was  an  arrange- 
ment last  night  that,  if  it  were  not  an 
inconveniently  late  hour,  the  Beport  of 
the  Yote  of  Credit  should  be  brought 
on.  Probably  it  may  be  wished  that 
that  shoiild  not  be  long  postponed.  The 
arrangement  failed  last  night  in  conse- 
quence of  the  prolongation  of  the  debate 
on  the  Financial  Statement  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend;  and  therefore  we  should 
be  quite  willing  to  adhere  to  the  same 
arrangement  for  Monday  night,  and  not 
proceed  with  the  consideration  of  the 
Registration  Bill  later  than  10  o'clock, 
in  order  to  bring  up  the  Eeport  on  the 
Vote  of  Credit.  After  that  we  should 
wish  to  proceed  at  the  earliest  moment 
with  the  English  Eegistration  Bill,  the 
urgency  being  very  great.  Indeed,  I 
am  informed  that  the  operation  of  re- 
gistration cannot  be  efficiently  per- 
formed if  there  is  any  serious  delay  in 
the  passing  of  those  Bills. 

8iB  8TAFF0ED  NOBTHCOTE :  I 
do  not  quite  understand  what  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  contemplates  in  regard 
to  the  English  Eegistration  Bill.  I 
understood  him  to  say  that  if  the  Scotch 
and  Irish  Eegistration  Bills  were  finished 
to-night,  the  English  Eegistration  Bill 
would  be  taken  first  on  Monday,  with 
the  intention  of  suspending  the  discus- 
sion upon  it  at  10  o'clock.  But  supposing 
the  Scotch  Bill,  which  stands  second  to- 
day, is  not  finished  to-night,  will  it  be 
taken  first  on  Monday  ?  If  so,  does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  propose  to  take 
the  English  Eegistration  Bill  after  the 
Scotch  Bill  on  Monday,  or  will  he  be 
disposed  to  take  the  Eeport  of  the  Vote 
of  Credit  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Certainly;  we 
shall  be  very  glad — and  we  believe  it  to 
be  in  the  public  interest,  if  it  should  be 
generally  satisfactory  to  the  House — to 
proceed  with  all  the  three  Eegistration 
Bills  in  succession  in  the  stage  of  Com- 
mittee. At  the  same  time,  we  desire  to 
consult  the  convenience  of  the  House  as 
to  the  mode  of  proceeding. 

Sm  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH :  It 
will  be  very  inconvenient  if  there  is  no 
definite  statement  as  to  what  is  really  to 
be  done  on  Monday  ;  because,  when  the 
Committee  on  the  Irish  Eegistration 
Bill  arrived  at  a  certain  decision  last 
Friday,  the  Prime  Minister  moved  to 
report  Progress  on  the  ground  of  the 


very  important  change  made  in  the  Bill, 
stating  that  he  desired  to  have  time  to 
consider  the  matter,  and  to  convey  to 
the  House  the  intention  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  That  was  an  im- 
portant announcement ;  and  this  evening 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant has  informed  us  that  the  state- 
ment will  not  be  made  until  Monday,  as 
I  understood,  upon  the  English  Eegis- 
tration Bill.  At  any  rate,  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  South  Devon 
(Sir  Massey  Lopes)  has  given  Notice 
that  he  will  raise  on  the  English  Eegis- 
tration Bill  precisely  the  same  question 
which  was  considered  of  such  grave  im- 
portance by  the  Prime  Minister  when, 
decided  against  the  Government  on  the 
Irish  Eegistration  Bill.  All  we  ask  for 
is  full  notice  when  the  English  Eegistra- 
tion Bill  is  really  to  be  ta^en,  in  order 
that  so  important  a  matter  may  be  fairly 
discussed. 

Me.  GLADSTONE:  I  have  said  al- 
ready that  we  wish  to  consult  the 
convenience  of  the  House ;  and  we  are 
very  desirous,  if  the  House  should  be  so 
disposed,  to  go  forward  with  these 
measures.  It  is  quite  true,  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  said,  that  I  deemed 
it  necessary  to  take  time,  in  consequence 
of  the  vote  which  was  given  the  other 
night  on  the  Irish  Eegistration  Bill. 
We  have  taken  time  to  examine  the 
matter,  and  we  have  observed  what 
happened  in  1868,  and  we  are  prepared 
to  make  a  proposal  which  we  believe 
will  be  equitable  and  suited  to  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case.  I  apprehend, 
as  regards  the  reference  lately  made  to 
the  6th  clause,  that  that  clause  having 
been  amended  in  Committee  on  the  Bill 
cannot  be  again  taken  up.  We  must 
go  forward  with  the  clauses,  and  any- 
thing to  be  done  with  the  Irish  Bill 
must  be  done  on  the  Eeport.  Should 
the  statement  of  the  Government  not 
be  satisfactory  to  the  House  at  large  on 
Monday,  we  should  certainly  make  no 
attempt  to  force  the  English  Eegistration 
Bill  on  that  day,  but  would  postpone  it 
till  Tuesday. 

Sib  HEEBEET  MAXWELL,  asked 
after  what  hour  the  Scotch  Eegistration 
Bill  would  not  be  taken  that  night? 
He  would  remind  the  House  that  the 
Bill  was  only  circulated  on  the  morn- 
ing of  the  day  on  which  it  was  read  a 
second  time,  and  that  a  promise  was 
given  that    an  opportunity  would  be 
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given  in  Committee  for  discussing  the 
various  points  arising. 

Mk.  BUCHANAN  asked  whether, 
if  the  Bill  came  on  that  night,  the  Go- 
vernment would  defer  taking  the  new 
clauses,  which  were  very  important,  and 
of  which  the  Lord  Advocate  had  placed 
no  fewer  than  six  on  the  Paper  that 
morning  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  Lord 
Advocate  would  be  better  able  than  he 
was  to  answer  those  Questions.  He  had 
had  no  communication  with  his  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  on  the  subject. 
At  the  same  time,  he  understood  there 
was  a  general  unity  of  feeling  prevail- 
ing with  regard  to  the  Scotch  Bill,  and 
if  that  was  so  they  should  be  disposed 
to  go  forward  with  it.  If  that  was  not 
so,  however,  he  did  not  think  the  Lord 
Advocate  would  press  the  matter  unduly 
at  an  inconvenient  hour. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  :  Do  I  rightly 
understand  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  state  that  in  the  event  of  any  matter 
of  controversy  arising  on  the  English 
Begistration  Bill  it  will  be  placed  as 
the  first  Order  on  Tuesday  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  That  is  so.  On 
Monday  we  will  not  proceed  with  it  if 
our  statement  should  not  be  satisfactory 
to  the  House. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER :  And  it  wiU  be 
the  first  Order  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  think  I  may 
say  it  would  be  the  first  Order  on  Tues- 
day. 

Sib  HERBERT  MAXWELL  said, 
that,  seeing  the  Lord  Advocate  now  in 
his  place,  he  would  ask  whether  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  to  proceed  with  the 
Scotch  Bill  at  any  hour  that  night ;  or 
whether,  considering  the  understanding 
given  out  on  the  occasion  of  the  second 
reading,  that  due  opportunity  would  be 
given  for  discussing  the  points  that 
might  arise,  it  would  be  postponed  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  said,  that  if  there  was  any- 
thing really  contentious  in  the  Bill,  of 
which  he  was  not  aware,  they  should 
be  glad  to  defer  to  the  wishes  of  the 
House.  He  did  not  believe  it  would 
be  found  that  there  was  anything  con- 
tentious. 

Sir  HERBERT  MAXWELL :  Will 
the  Bill  come  on  at  any  hour  ? 

Thb  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  :  Yes. 

Sir  Herbert  Maxicell 


Mr.  HEALY  asked  whether  the  pro- 
posal in  regard  to  the  double  lodger 
qualification  was  peculiar  to  Scotland  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  :  No,  Sir.  The  proposal 
simply  adopts  the  words  of  the  English 
Registration  Act.  It  was  introduced  in 
the  English  Act  in  1878,  and  we  merely 
propose  to  apply  the  same  to  Scotland. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  whether  he  would 
insert  a  similar  provision  in  the  Irish 
Act? 

[No  reply.] 

CUSTOMS  AKD  INLAND  REVENUE 

BILL. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  asked. 
Whether  it  was  to  be  olearly]understood 
that  the  second  reading  of  the  Customs 
and  Inland  Revenue  Bill  would  be  taken 
on  Thursday  week  ?  

The  chancellor  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childbrs),  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  second  reading  would  be  taken 
on  Thursday  week,  and  the  Bill  would  be 
in  the  hands  of  Members  in  a  few  days. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— AFGHANISTAN. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  I 
wish  to  ask  the  Prime  Minister  whether 
any  news  has  been  receivedfrom  Afghan- 
istan ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  No,  Sir;  I  am 
not  aware  that  any  information  has 
been  received. 

ORDERS   OF  TEE  DAT, 


REGISTRATION  OF  VOTERS  (IRELAND) 
BILL.— [Bill  110.] 

{Mr,  Campbell'Bannerman,  Mr.  Solicitor  General 

for  Ireland.) 

COMMITTEE.      IProffreiS  24ih  April.'] 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  HEALY  rose  to  a  point  of  Order. 
He  wished  to  ask  whether  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  was  correct  in 
stating  that  the  Question,  **  That  Clause 
6  be  added  to  the  Bill,"  had  not  yet 
been  disposed  of  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said  that  it  would  still  be  necessary  to 
put  that  Question. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH 
remarked  that  the  clause    as  it  now 
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stood  was  perf (Hst  nonsense ;  and  surely, 
if  the  first  part  were  allowed  to  stand  in 
the  Bill,  the  Govemment  would  consent 
to  strike  out  the  last  four  lines,  which 
really  meant  nothing  at  all.  After  the 
first  part  had  gone  it  would  he  impos- 
sihle  to  retain  the  last. 

The  chairman  pointed  out  that 
it  would  be  necessary  to  leave  out  the 
remainder  of  the  clause,  seeing  that  in 
the  shape  in  which  it  now  stood  it  was 
not  intelligible.  What  had  already  been 
done  was  to  omit  the  first  part,  upon 
which  the  second  depended. 

The  8OLI0IT0R  GENEEAL  por 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walkkb)  said,  he  would 
he  prepared  at  the  proper  time  to  omit 
the  remainder  of  the  dause. 

Amendment  proposed,  that  Clause  6 
he  amended  by  leaving  out  all  the 
words  after  "  Dublin,"  in  line  21,  down 
to  the  word  "  order,"  in  line  26. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 

S reposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
lause." 

Mb.  HEALY  remarked  that  what 
had  occurred  on  Thursday  week  ren- 
dered it  undesirable  to  retain  any  part 
of  the  clause.  He  would  ask  the  Ohief 
Secretary  if  he  proposed  to  bring  up  a 
new  clause  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  that  on  Monday  he  would  be  able 
to  state  what  it  was  the  Gbvemment 
proposed  to  do.  It  would  certainly  be 
necessary  to  bring  up  a  new  clause. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  if  it  would  be 
i^ecessary  to  re-commit  the  Bill  for  that 
purpose? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  he  thought  it  would  be  necessary 
to  re-commit  the  Bill. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Clause  6,  as  amended,  stand  part 
of  the  Bill." 

Mb.  PARNELL  said,  he  had  intended 
to  move  the  omission  of  the  clause ;  but 
aiter  the  statement  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary he  did  not  propose  to  do  so.  He 
▼ould  suggest,  however,  that  the  most 
convenient  course  would  be  to  strike  out 
^e  clause  altogether,  so  as  to  enable  the 
House  to  discuss  the  new  clause  which 
jQe  Government  proposed  to  hring  up  in 
Committee. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  that  a  point  of 
^fder  had  been  raised  by  the  answer  of 


the  Chief  Secretary.  Would  it  now  be 
possible  in  Committee  to  put  in  a  new 
clause?  His  own  opinion  was  that  it 
would  not  be  possible  in  Committee,  but 
that  it  should  be  done  on  Report.  He 
should  like,  therefore,  to  be  informed,  as 
a  point  of  Order,  whether  the  new  clause 
could  be  inserted  in  the  Bill  in  Com- 
mittee, either  by  re-committal  or  other- 
wise? He  thought  himself  that  no 
charge  could  be  imposed  upon  the  Poor 
Law  Guardians  in  Committee. 

Clause  struck  out. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
Clause  7. — {Mr.  CamphelUBannerman.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clauses  8  and  9  agreed  to. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
moved,  after  Clause  5,  to  insert  the 
following  clause : — 

^Power  to  appoint  additional  revising 
Darristen.) 

'*  The  Lord  Lieutenant  may,  if  he  thinks  it 
necessary,  appoint  one  or  more  barrister  or 
barristers,  of  not  less  than  six  years'  standing 
at  the  bar,  to  act  with  the  chairman  or  revising 
barrister  of  any  county  or  borough  in  revising 
the  list  of  Yot^  in  such  county  or  borough  in 
the  year  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
eighty-five. 

*'The  chairman,  or  revising  barrister,  and 
the  person  or  persons  so  appointed,  shall  arrange 
for  the  distribution  between  them  of  the  busi- 
ness of  such  revision. 

'*  Every  barrister  so  appointed  shall  have  the 
same  powers  and  authorities  in  every  respect  in 
regfuu  to  such  revision  as  a  chairman  has  under 
the  Registration  Acts,  and  shall  be  paid  as 
remuneration  for  his  services,  out  of  money 9  to  ho 
provided  hy  Parliamotit,  such  sums  as  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  with  the  consent  of  the  Treasury, 
may  determine. 

'*  In  any  county  or  borough  in  which  more 
revision  courts  thaoi  one  are  appointed  to  sit  at 
the  same  time  it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  derk  of 
the  peace,  with  the  approval  of  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, to  nominate  a  person  to  attend  before 
any  of  such  courts  other  than  that  before  which 
such  clerk  of  the  peace  himself  attends,  and  to 
discharge  the  duties  imposed  by  law  upon  the 
clerk  of  the  peace  in  respect  of  such  revision. 

«  The  person  so  appointed  shall  be  paid,  out 
of  moneys  to  be  provided  by  Parliament,  such 
remuneration  for  his  services  as  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor with  the  sanction  of  the  Treasury  may 
determine." 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^*  That  the  said  Clause  he  read  a  second 
time." 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  that  this  was  a 
very  important  clause ;  and  he  wished 
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to  remark  with  regard  to  it  that,  while  he 
was  perfectly  content  with  the  action  of 
Her  Maj  esty '  s  Gt>Yernm  ent  in  introducin  g 
a  clause  for  the  appointment  of  these 
additional  barristers  to  assist  when  it 
was  necessary  in  the  work  of  revision ; 
while  he  considered  it  was  a  very  proper 
thing  for  them  to  do,  and  that  they  de- 
served consideration  on  that  account,  at 
the  same  time  it  was  very  necessary  for 
Irish  Members  to  know  who  those  Bevis- 
ingBarristersweretobe.  If  they  were  to 
assent  to  the  clause  without  having  that 
information,  they  would  be,  so  to  speak, 
<<  buying  a  pig  in  a  poke."  The  Boun- 
dary Commissioners  had  been  appointed 
without  their  knowing  anything  about 
them,  and  the  Nationalist  Party  were 
now  smarting  under  their  action ;  and 
if  those  Bevising  Barristers  were  ap- 
pointed in  the  same  way  they  might  be 
quite  unable  to  fight  any  registration 
cases  that  required  to  be  contested. 
There  was  nothing  which  the  people  in 
Ireland  felt  so  keenly  interested  in  as 
this  question  of  Kevising  Barristers. 
People  were  sometimes  kept  waiting 
about  the  Court  for  a  week ;  and  if  a 
man  did  not  happen  to  be  present  when 
his  name  was  called  his  case  was  passed 
over,  although  if,  as  was  sometimes  the 
case,  the  Eevising  Barrister  was  a  fair 
man,  he  would  allow  a  little  law.  In 
his  own  neighbourhood  the  Eevising 
Barrister  was  a  man  of  over  80  years  of 
age,  and  quite  unable  to  take  cognizance 
01  what  was  going  on  in  Court ;  and  he 
believed  that  30  years  ago  he  sentenced 
a  man  to  be  hanged  for  stealing  a  cow. 
He  would  like  to  know  who  those  bar- 
risters were  to  be  ?  He  and  his  hon. 
Friends  did  not  care  very  much  about 
any  of  the  four  Provinces  of  Ireland  in 
this  matter  except  Ulster  ;  and  with  re- 
gard to  the  matter  he  did  not  think  that 
he  should  be  inclined  to  throw  any  ad- 
ditional expense  upon  the  Treasury. 
He  thought  it  would  be  quite  unneces- 
sary to  give  additional  assistance  to  the 
Bevlsing  Barristers,  except  in  places 
where  there  would  be  contests ;  and  the 
Gk>vemment  might  make  up  their  mind 
that  in  Munster,  Leinster,  and  Con- 
naught,  the  people  would  be  put  on  the 
Electoral  BoU  en  bloe.  But  in  the  Ulster 
counties  the  case  would  be  very  dif- 
ferent. In  respect  of  the  other  24  coun- 
ties of  Ireland,  therefore,  he  thought  the 
Government  might  save  their  money.  In 
the  counties  of  Cavan  and  Monaghan 

Mr,  Healy 


there  would  be  no  fight ;  but  in  Tyrone, 
Armagh,  Donegal,  Derry,  the  Western 
Division  of;  Down,  and  in  Fermanagh 
there  would  be  enough  work  for  three 
or  four  Bevising  Barristers  in  each  case ; 
every  vote  would  be  regarded  as  if  the 
Election  itself  depended  upon  it.  There- 
fore he  repeated  that  it  was  in  those 
counties  in  which  would  arise  a  conflict 
at  election  time  that  the  Government 
should  provide  additional  assistance  for 
the  Bevising  Barrister.  Take  the  case 
of  Mr.  Piers  White.  Well,  he  was  an 
extremely  able  lawyer  for  whom  he  had 
the  greatest  respect,  and  certainly  well 
qualified  for  the  position  that  had  been 
assigned  to  him ;  but  it  was  well  known 
how  political  rewards  were  given  in  Ire- 
land; and  if  his  appointment  dated 
from  the  time  when  he  jerrymandered 
the  divisions  of  Irish  counties,  then  he 
thought  that  the  people  of  Ireland  would 
have  a  very  strong  suspicion  in  his 
case.  In  the  same  way  with  regard 
to  barristers  to  be  appointed  under 
this  Act.  They  had  no  security  for 
the  confidence  they  were  asked  to  place 
in  them ;  they  had  no  guarantee  and 
therefore  could  not  trust  them ;  and 
unless  they  saw  their  names  in  black 
and  white,  and  ascertained  what  kind 
of  men  were  to  be  appointed,  they  would 
be  passing  this  dause  blindfold.  He 
trusted  they  would  have  some  state- 
ment before  the  Bill  left  the  House  with 
regard  to  the  barristers  to  be  appointed. 
It  was  a  question  which  affected  the 
barristers  themselves  equally  with  Irish 
Members,  and  it  was  one  on  which  he 
contended  that  all  parties  interested 
ought  to  be  satisfied. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  he  was  glad  that 
the  G-overnment  had  presented  to  the 
Committee  an  elastic  clause  like  the  pre- 
sent, because  it  was  obvious  that,  as  nad 
been  pointed  out  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy),  the 
work  to  be  performed  by  the  Bevising 
Barrister  would  vary  greatly  in  the  dif- 
ferent counties  of  Ireland.  There  were 
some  counties  in  which  the  work  must 
be  very  laborious,  and  where  in  conse- 
quence the  work  of  the  BevisingBarristers 
would  extend  over  a  period  of,  perhaps, 
six  weeks,  or,  at  all  events,  a  consider- 
able time,  and  unless  they  gave  all  the 
assistance  they  could  to  the  County 
Court  Judge  he  would  not  be  able  to 
get  through  his  business  at  all — it  would 
be  impossible  for  him  to  do  the  work 
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well.     He  was  glad  to  see  that  the  Oo- 
▼emment  proposed  to  take  powers  not 
to  appoint  one  man  only  in  each  county, 
but  two  or  more  as  they  might  think  fit 
and  the  exigencies  of  the  work  might 
demand ;  and  he  would  not  be  surprised 
if  it  were  found  that  the  provision  made 
for  some  cases,  in  the  first  instance,  re- 
quired to  be  considerably  supplemented. 
He  did  not  ask  the  Government  to  create 
any  army  of  assistance  for  the  County 
Court  Judge  and  burden  the  country 
with  the  cost,  because  it  would  be  pro- 
bably unnecessary ;  but  there  should  be 
sufficient  assistance  to  enable  him  to  do 
his  business  properly.     As  urged  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Monaghan 
there  would  be  strong  contests  in  some 
places  in  Ireland,  and  it  was  likely  that 
districts  where  the  Legal  Advisers  of  the 
Crown    would  seek ^  election    would  be 
keenly  contested — and  it  was  in  such 
places  that  additional  assistance  would 
be  largely  required.    It  was  desirable 
that  in  every  place  they  should  have  a 
clean  Beg^ster;  and  it  would  not    be 
reasonable  to  expect  that  the  County 
Court  Judge  should  dispose  of  thousands 
of  fresh  names  that  would  be  put  on  the 
Register  as  the  result  of  recent  legisla- 
tion without  any  assistance  or  extra  re- 
muneration. Therefore,  where  there  was 
any  kind  of  political  contest,  it  was  for 
the  Government  to  see  that  the  pro- 
vision of  the  Act  of  Parliament  was  ade- 
quately carried  out,  and  that  as  far  as 
might  be  there  was  a  pure  Begister,  and 
that  he  said  in  the  interest  both  of  elec- 
toral law  in  Ireland,  and  also  in  the  in- 
terest of  the  County  Court  Judges.    The 
County  Court  Judges  did  not  receive 
large  salaries ;  they  h  ad  to  perform  a  great 
deal  of  the  judicial  work  of  the  country, 
and  it  would  not  be  fair  to  give  them  a 
great  increase  of  work  without  giving 
them    corresponding    remuneration,  or 
what  was  the  equivalent  to  it — that  was 
to  say,  taking  care  that  their  extra  work 
should  not  be  allowed  to  interfere  with 
the  remuneration  they  were  in  the^abit 
of  getting  and  which  they  had  a  right 
to  expect.    With  regard  to  what  had 
been  said  as  to  putting  in  the  Bill  the 
names  of  12  barristers  of  the  Irish  Bar 
who   commanded    universal  confidence 
amongst  Parties  in  Ireland,  if  that  were 
to  be  the  settlement  of  the  matter  ac- 
cepted by  the  Government,  he    would 
wait  compliance  with  it  almost  with  a 
feeling  of  intense  curiosity.     He  was 


well  acquainted  with  the  Irish  Bar  and 
had  great  respect  for  its  members,  no 
matter  of  what  creed  or  politics  they 
were.  He  thought  it  would  hardly  be 
possible  for  the  Government  to  name  a 
considerable  number  of  barristers  of  six 
years'  standing  and  upwards  to  discharge 
this  duty — at  any  rate  the  list  would  be 
an  exhaustive  one.  He  thought  that, 
in  the  first  instance,  the  Government 
should  only  name  as  many  Assistant 
Barristers  as  they  considered  to  be  abso- 
lutely necessary,  but  reserve  power  to 
themselves- to  extend  the  list  as  far  as 
experience  showed  it  to  be  desirable  to 
do  so,  and  that  they  should  waive  all 
political  feeling  in  their  selection.  There- 
fore, if  it  should  be  necessary  to  move  a 
statutory  provision  in  the  way  indicated, 
he  thought  it  would  be  well  to  trust  in 
this  as  in  many  other  cases  to  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  Executive.  The  Committee 
were  all  watching  to  see  that  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  appoint  rabid  partizans  on 
any  side  to  exercise  this  function,  and  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  find 
fair  men  of  good  professional  character 
who  would  be  anxious  honestly  to  carry 
out  the  provisions  of  this  important  Act 
of  Parliament. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  he  did  not  con- 
sider that  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  had  fairly 
represented  the  arg^ument  of  his  hon. 
and  learned  Priend  the  Member  for 
Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy).  They  all 
agreed  that  some  such  provision  as 
that  contained  in  the  present  dause 
would  be  necesary  in  Ireland  in  certain 
cases.  The  number  of  those  cases  could 
be  ascertained  with  tolerable  certainty. 
He  believed  that  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  who  had  just  spoken 
would  not  say  that,  except  in  the  County 
and  City  of  Dublin  and  in  Ulster,  there 
would  be  any  contest  between  the  two 
English  Parties.  The  general  impres- 
sion in  Ireland  was,  that  neither  the 
Liberal  nor  the  Tory  Party  would  be 
interested  to  any  extent  in  any  election 
outside  Ulster,  except  that  in  the  county 
of  Dublin.  He  did  not  think  that  in 
the  other  cases  the  work  of  the  Bevis- 
ing  Barristers  would  be  great,  or  that 
the  salaries  of  the  County  Court  Judges 
need  be  ^increased.  He  believed  that, 
except  in  the  case  of  Dublin,  they  would 
be  able  to  get  through  their  business 
without  extra  remuneration.    In  Ulster 
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they  would  require  assistance — particu- 
larly in  respect  of  those  counties  with 
regard  to  which  questions  had  been 
raised  in  that  House  during  the  passage 
of  the  Parliamentary  Elections  (Eedis- 
tribution)  Bill — that  was  to  say,  the 
counties  that  had  been  jerrymandered 
in  order  to  procure  a  Party  triumph. 
In  those  counties  thousands  of  people 
would  flood  the  Eeg^sters — objections 
would  be  taken  on  various  grounds  to 
many  of  them,  and  the  work  of  revision 
would  be  protracted,  and  the  County 
Court  Judge  would  want  assistance. 
Probably  about  10  appointments  would 
be  requisite  in  Ireland.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  G-entleman  thought  that  the 
Government  should  not  put  the  names 
in  the  Bill ;  but  the  Irish  Members  had 
never  asked  for  that.  They  asked  that 
before  the  Bill  passed  out  of  the  hands 
of  Parliament  the  names  should  be  com- 
municated to  the  House ;  or,  if  the  actual 
names  were  not  communicated  to  the 
House,  at  any  rate  that  a  list  should 
be  made  out  on  the  assumption  that  10 
appointments  were  to  be  made,  and  that 
they  should  have  a  list  of,  say,  20  names 
out  of  which  the  Oovemment  would 
make  their  selection.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  thought  it 
would  be  di£B.cult,  if  not  impossible,  to 
get  a  dozen  names  of  barristers  whose 
appointment  would  not  provoke  general 
hostility;  he  (Mr.  Sexton)  believed  it 
would  not  be  oifficult  to  get  the  names 
of  such  persons,  especially  amongst  those 
barristers  of  more  than  six  years'  stand- 
ing whose  political  passions,  it  was  only 
reasonable  to  suppose,  had  been  some- 
what mellowed  by  time.  Did  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  mean  to 
say  that  those  men  could  not  be  found  ? 
There  were  more  than  400  practising 
barristers  in  Ireland,  and  surely  there 
were  a  dozen  men  amongst  them  who 
had  not  taken  up  any  violent  position 
in  politics,  and  who,  although  they 
should  not  command  general  confidence, 
might  at  least  be  appointed  by  the  Go- 
vernment without  provoking  hostility. 
He  asked  whether  the  Government 
would  not  make  the  arrangement  pro- 
posed, and  submit  a  list  to  the  House 
of  persons  to  assist  the  County  Court 
Judges  in  Ireland  ?  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  made  a  sug- 
gestion which  he  (Mr.  Sexton)  regarded 
as  worthless,  and  which  he  thought  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  him- 

Jlr,  Sexton 


self  suspected  was  not  very  Taloilk  Hf 

had  spoken  of  the  check  tliat  vodik 

afforded  by  public  opinion.  But  of  ^ 

use  had  public  opinion  been  to  te* 

Irish  Members  had  been  trjing  tkrap- 

out  the  passage  of  the  Parliimiiq 

Elections  (Re£stribution)  Bill  to 

the  tricks   of   the  Boondaiy 

sioners  in  jerrymandering  the 

in  the  North  of  Ireland.     Thej  hi 

public  opinion  with  them— they  bis 

per  cent  of    the  Irish  electorttevi 

them  ;  but  public  opinion  wtsof  mw 

to  them  as  a  check  on  power,  laiitw 

so,  because,  as  the  right  hon.  asdlMOi^ 

Gentleman  knew,  tiie  check  of  pih 

opinion  was  perfectly  worthltti  ^^ 

ever  a  Party  cry  was  raised  at  i^ 

question  in  Lreland.    Now,  InAM» 

bers  on  those  iBenchea  could  not  a^ 

the  check  of   public  opinion,  forv 

reason  that  it  did  not  operttt  a  tlj 

House ;  and  the  only  secnritj  thy  wjj 

accept  as  being  in  any  way  nttffc*g 

was  the  security  that  woold  he  lijj 

by  a  list  of  unexceptionahb  bio«» 

under  the  Government  goarti^ 
Mr.     CAMPBELL -BANNEBIU 

said,  he  was  afraid  that  whit  tfcii* 
Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sextos)  "J 
suggested  was  hardly  practJctM**^ 
did  not  know  that  the  conrsert^ 
by  the  hon.  Member  had  heen  6*|J 
in  any  ease  of  the  kind.  Whtt»y 
missioners  were  specially  n**^?*f 
Bills  the  case  was  altogether  Mi*'j 
but  certainly  he  could  not  M"^ 
there  was  any  precedent  for  dobf  <*f 

was  now  asked  for,  where  it  wm^^ 
laid  down  that  certain  additjotil** 
should  be  appointed  in  order  ti<j 
out  general  duties  preacribeda*^ 
He  need  hardly  say  thit  ti»w^ 
ment  would  not  in  those  'PP^lJ 
be  influenced  by  any  of  the  niotijj 
gestedby  the  hon.  and  learned  1^ 
for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Hedy).  yS 
sion  arose,  so  would  additiflnil*^2 
Barristers  be  employed  in  tb*  <^^ 
in  which  their  services  n^  *|^ 
quired,  although  he  was  •^^  Ijjiu 
assurance  whidi  he  couM  gi^  ^^^ 
of  very  little  value  in  the  ey*  ■ 
hon.  and  learned  Member  lo  Jg* 
subject  was  concerned.  The  •*? Jj, 
and  desire  of  the  Go*einB**JI*^ 
have  competent  persons  ^  ^  JT^ 
impartially  and  thoroughly-  ^ . 
and  learned  Member  ^'^^^^Vfyt 
vemment  would  give  a  gtsa***" 
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he  was  afraid  they  could  give  no  gua- 
rantee except  the  assurance  he  had 
given,  that  they  had  no  intention  of 
doing  anything  unfair  in  this  matter. 
If  they  could  find  impartial  gentlemen 
qualified  for  those  appointments — ^and, 
personally,  he  should  be  surprised  if 
such  oould  not  be  found — they  would 
employ  them.  But  two  things  were 
necessary — first,  that  they  should  be  im- 
partial ;  and,  next,  that  everybody 
should  think  that  they  were  impartiid. 
He  was  not  quite  so  sanguine  about  se- 
curing the  second  of  those  conditions  as 
he  was  with  regard  to  the  first ;  but  he 
could  assure  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber that  no  effort  on  their  part  should 
be  spared  to  find  men,'  in  both  respects, 
suitable  for  this  difficult  position.  The 
Government  were  fully  impressed  with 
the  necessity  of  .having  persons  who 
were  free  from  suspicion,  especially  in 
the  cases  of  the  counties  alluded  to  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member,  in  which 
there  was,  no  doubt,  a  strong  feeling  as 
to  the  state  of  the  Register. 

Mb.  lewis  thought  that  if  they 
could  not  trust  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  to  select,  out  of  400  practising 
barristers,  those  12  or  18  persons  to  act 
for  a  week,  or  a  fortnight  at  most,  in 
certain  counties  of  Ireland,  the  sooner 
they  displaced  him  the  better.  He  did 
not  suggest  for  one  moment  that  the  in- 
terests of  any  Party  were  likely  to  be 
damaged  by  this  very  important  provi- 
sion. He  tiiought  it  likely  that  some  2Q 
barristers,  perhaps,  would  get  50  or  60 
guineas  for  a  week  or  ten  days'  work,  and 
that,  as  in  his  own  county  so  with  others, 
they  would  not  probably  be  required  at 
all ;  and  the  number  of  counties  in  which 
additional  Bevising  Barristers  would  be 
needed  would,  in  his  opinion,  be  very 
limited.  No  doubt  there  were  some  con- 
stituencies to  be  found,  even  in  Ireland, 
which  would  return  Members  who  would 
vote  for  what  was  called  the  English 
Party,  and  who  represented  those  who 
stiU  adhered  to  the  Union.  He  thought 
that  objections  might  be  offered  to  their 
beingon  the  Eegister  by  the  so«oalled  Na- 
tionalist Party  ;  but  whatever  the  duties 
of  the  additional  Eevising  Barristers 
were,  they  would  only  extend  over  a 
short  space  of  time,  and  he  thought  it 
was  reducing  legislation  to  a  farce  to  ask 
the  Government  to  give  before  the  Bill 
was  passed  the  names  of  the  persons 
who  might  be  employed. 


Mb.  H.  G.  ALLEN  said,  he  thought 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Mona- 
ghan  (Mr.  Healy)  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  had  gone  out  of 
their  way  in  anticipating  ^at  the  Be- 
vising Barristers  would  be  ill-advised 
enough  to  be  guilty  of  any  act  of  parti- 
zanship  with  regard  to  the  registration 
of  voters.  He  thought  those  hon.  Mem- 
bers might  feel  some  interest  in  hearing 
from  those  who  had  had  large  expe- 
rience in  matters  connected  with  regis- 
tration that  there  was  no  such  thing  as 
partizanship  on  the  part  of  Bevising 
Barristers  in  England.  He  spoke  as  one 
who  had  been  a  Bevising  Barrister  for 
many  years,  and  had  had  much  expe- 
rience not  only  as  to  the  feeling  and  dis- 
position of  barristers  of  his  own  political 
opinions,  which  would  be  little  to  the 
point,  but  with  respect  to  the  feeling  of 
those  of  all  parties  ]  and  he  believed  there 
was  no  such  thing  known  as  partizanship 
on  the  part  of  Bevising  Barristers  from 
one  end  of  the  Elingdom  to  the  other. 
When  a  young  barrister  was  appointed  to 
the  position  his  one  anxiety  was  that 
his  decisions  should  be  received  with  re- 
spect— that  they  should  be  given  ac- 
cording to  law,  and  with  an  entire 
absence  of  partiality  to  any  political 
Party  whatever;  his  great  point  was 
that  his  decisions  should  be  legally  cor- 
rect, and  not  such  as  to  be  over-ruled  by 
the  Cburt  above,  and  that  he  should 
establish  his  name  and  reputation  in  the 
Courts  of  Law  as  a  sound  lawyer.  That, 
at  any  rate,  was  the  case  in  England ; 
and  now  with  regard  to  partizanship 
amongst  the  Irish  barristers.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  opposite  (Mr. 
Healy)  .desired  to  have  the  names  of 
the  persons  to  be  appointed  to  assist  in 
the  work  of  registration  in  order  that 
their  qualifications  might  be  discussed  by 
politicians,  a  course,  in  his  opinion,  that 
would  be  derogatory  to  their  position 
as  judicial  officers,  and  not  likely  to  bring 
about  any  useful  result.  He  (Mr.  H. 
G.  Allen)  ventured  to  repeat,  that  any 
such  feeling  as  partizanship  was  un- 
known amongst  Kevising  Barristers  in 
this  country ;  and,  from  what  one  knew 
of  members  of  the  Irish  Bar  whom  they 
met  in  the  English  Cburts  of  Law  and 
at  the  social  tables  in  the  Inns  of  Court, 
he  did  not  think  that  they  differed  from 
Saxon  barristers  very  much  in  that  re- 
spect. For  himself,  he  should  have 
thought  that  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of 
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Ireland  would  have  been  a  better  autho- 
rity than  the  Lord  Lieutenant  in  whom 
to  vest  those  ^appointments ;  but,  how- 
ever that  might  be,  he  trusted  and  felt 
full  confidence  that  all  sinister  predic- 
tions as  to  partizanship  on  the  part  of 
Lrish  Bevising  Barristers  would  be  en- 
tirely falsified.  He  had  made  these  re- 
marks, because  he  believed  that  the 
revision  of  voters  in  Lreland  had  been 
hitherto  in  hands  of  Chairmen  of  Ses- 
sions and  County  Court  Judges,  and 
that  the  appointment  of  Kevising  Bar- 
risters, of  which  there  was  so  much  ex- 
perience here,  was,  as  yet,  an  untried 
mode  of  proceeding  there. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  the  answer  to  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who  had 
just  spoken  might  be  summed  up  in  the 
words — that  the  British  Constitution 
was  the  law  in  England,  but  not  in  L:^- 
land.  The  hon.  Member  for  London- 
derry (Mr.  Lewis)  thought  it  would  be 
all  right  if  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Lre- 
land  had  the  appointing  of  those  bar- 
risters. But  they  knew  very  well  that 
the  Government  did  not  care  for  their 
opinion,  or  for  the  opinion  of  the  ma- 
jority of  the  people  of  Ireland ;  the  only 
question  they  asked  themselves  was, 
"How  will  the  Tory  Party  view  our 
conduct?"  They  had  to  please  the 
Tories  in  this  matter.  And  it  would  be 
just  the  same  with  the  Bevising  Barris- 
ters as  it  had  been  with  the  appointment 
of  the  Boundary  Commissioners.  Some 
hon.  Gentleman — a  Member  of  the  Tory 
Party — would  probably  go  to  Dublin 
Castle  and  see  the  Irish  Solicitor  (General, 
and  describe  a  friend  of  his  as  being  an 
admirable  person  for  the  post  of  Be- 
vising  Barrister;  then  someone  would 
meet  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  in 
the  street  and  give  the  individual's 
name,  and  say  ''he  is  a  member  of  our 
Club,"  and  in  that  way  the  appoint- 
ment would  be  made.  As  to  telling 
Irish  Members  that  the  most  impartial 
persons  would  be  appointed,  it  had  no 
weight  with  them  whatever.  He  would 
not  go  into  details ;  but  he  should  like 
to  hear  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
get  up  and  justify  at  the  Table  of  the 
House  an  appointment  made  last  year. 
The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  would 
not  deny  that  he  got  a  Bill  passed  in 
the  House  last  year  under  a  promise, 
and  that  subsequently  that  promise  was 
broken,  owing  to  the  intervention  of 
Earl  Spencer.    That  was  the  state  of 

JUr.  m  G.  AUen 


things  they  had  to  contend  wift;  ofi 
with  regard  to  those  appmnbiMstiEBl 
Spencer  would  take  oat  a  lias  ol  frm- 
masons,  and  barristers  who  vm  Fiv- 
masons  would  be  appointed;  he  vosli 
look  up  the  men  who  bekifil  t 
Orange  Lodges  and  appoint  them.  IVk 
would  be  no  such  thing  as  difeniif  ie 
public  opinion  in  the  matte.  E>!^ 
peated  that  that  was  how  thon  ifte* 
were  managed  in  Irdand;  aadtf:^ 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  woqU  ikr 
lenge  him  as  to  what  happeosd  iMtjv 
in  Dublin  Castle,  he  ventured  ti  a? 
that  the  statement  he  should  mabvxk 
surprise  the  Committee  a  ^nA  id. 
Under  the  circumstances,  Iriflh  )km^ 
felt  that  they  ought  to  hare  aoMf* 
rantee  with  rega^  to  the  appooMtf 
in  this  case.  How  was  w  Bookr 
Commission  appointed  ?  TheT^F^ 
got  its  representative  upon  it,  aiB>' 
wise  the  Whig  Party;  buttkaftr 
who  had  three-fourths  of  ^  n^ 
sentation  of  the  country  were  notiBiW 
to  have  a  single  man  to  n!|aBMii  1I0 
on  that  Commission.  When  tkftn^ 
to  the  House  next  year  the  worit  d  ^ 
Bevising  Barristers  would  beatkif- 
the  past,  a  new  Parliament  wooM  )v\ 
been  elected,  and  if  Irish  Meoikaiw 
cause  to  complain  of  the  afltifli  d  t» 
Bevising  Barristers,  and  pat  iw*s 
their  complaint  in  that  Hooas,  tbii^ 
hon.  Gendeman  on  the  TiaaiuirB*- 
wouldsimplv  laugh  in  tileirfaeea  In* 
Members  felt  that  they  eonU  ^^ 
the  seats  in  Ireland  to  be  aol^ftf  ^ 
second  course  of  jenymandonr  f^ 
therefore  he  again  urged  iipoa  w^ 
vemment  to  oonsent  to  gife  *•  "^ 
of  the  barrist^s  to  be  a^wintod  Iti^ 
in  the  work  of  revision  b«fef»  ^^ 
left  the  House. 

Sib  PATBICK  O'BBBEX  wk  » 
his  experience  of  such  matt«n»«*^ 
in  former  days  in  Irdand  appcW"^ 
of  a  legal  dbaraoter  were  mad*  ^^f 
Attorney  General  or  Sohgtorto*^ 
who  exercised  the  patrons^  aftk^ 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  oar  •■J**^*^ 
man  might  nominally  hold  tb*  f*** 
of  makmg  the  appointmenta  B»^ 
sorry,  however,  to  see  Aat  ^^•J'J 
General  and  Solidtora 0«■«l•|*■J^ 
maintain  their  position  as  th^  ^  ^ 
accustomed  to  in  former  daja.  *^  *|[ 
would  not  have  allowed  a  O'^^^i* 
nister  to  interfere  with  them  *  ^  *] 
whioh  they  had  to 
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House.  He  believed  that  these  appoint- 
ments would  be  made  by  those  who  were 
best  qualified  to  make  them  by  their 
knowledge  of  the  legal  position  and  in- 
telligence of  those  whom  they  appointed. 
He  thought  that  hon.  Members  opposite 
below  the  Gangway  were  living  in  a 
fool's  paradise.  Ulster  had  always  been 
the  special  seat  of  disorder,  at  least  of 
political  and  religious  strife  in  Ireland, 
and  in  many  constituencies  probably 
throughout  the  three  Provinces  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  would  be  indulged 
with  a  contest.  They  seemed  to  tMnk 
that,  with  the  exception  of  the  county 
of  Dublin,  there  would  be  a  lullaby  all 
over  three  Provinces  in  Ireland  at  the 
coining  General  Election,  and  that  no  as- 
sistance would  be  required  from  the  Ee- 
vising  Barrister  or  the  County  Court 
Judge,  who  in  Ireland  was  always  the 
Chairman  of  Quarter  Sessions,  although 
that  was  not  the  case  in  England.  Hon. 
Oentlemen  opposite  appeared  to  think 
that  only  one  state  of  political  feeling 
would  prevail  in  Ireland ;  but  he  had 
often  heard  the  name  of  '^ progress" 
used,  and  when  the  new  constituencies 
were  formed  there  was  certainly  no  gua- 
rantee that  a  good  many  of  the  Na- 
tionalist Bepresentatives,  as  they  called 
themselves,  might  not  be  replaced  by 
the  labourers  themselves.  [''  Hear, 
hear!"! 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  it  would 
not  be  in  Order  to  follow  up  the  allusion 
of  the  hon.  Member  to  the  labourers' 
question ;  but  he  noticed  that  it  had  re- 
ceived a  cheer  from  the  hon.  Member 
for  Londonderry  (Mr.  Lewis).  He  pre- 
sumed that  the  hon.  Member  meant  to 
insinuate  that  the  cause  of  the  labourers 
had  not  received  sufficient  attention 
from  those  Benches. 

8iE  PATRICK  O'BRIEN:  Until 
lately. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  imagined 
that,  in  the  opinion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Londonderry  (Mr.  Lewis),  the  La- 
hourers  Bill  would  already  have  become 
law  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  obstruc- 
tion of  two  hon.  Gentlemen  sitting  on 
his  own  Benches.  No  one  would  dis- 
pute the  good  intentions  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Pembroke  (Mr. 
H.  G.  AUen) ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
the  observations  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  showed  invincible  ignorance. 
The  Irish  Revising  Courts  were  alto- 
gether the  reverse  of  &ose  in  England. 


The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said 
the  Revising  Barristers  of  England  were 
anxious  to  discharge  their  duties  with 
thorough  impartiality,  that  they  avoided 
everything  which  bore  the  semblance  of 
partizanship,  and  that  they  were  kind 
and  courteous  to  everybody  who  appeared 
before  them.  It  was  very  different  in 
Ireland,  and  he  would  say  that  there 
were  no  tribunals  even  in  that  country 
which  gave  grosser  instances  of  partiality 
and  partizanship  than  the  Revising 
Courts  there.  He  was  prepared  to 
justify  his  statement  that  the  only  way 
in  which  the  Irish  Courts  of  Revision 
could  be  properly  described  was  by  ap- 
plying to  them  epithets  which  were  the 
complete  antithesis  of  those  which  had 
been  applied  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  to  the  Revising  Barristers' 
Courts  in  England.  He  would  suggest 
that  his  hon.  and  learned  Eriend  the 
Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy) 
should  enlarge  his  demand,  and  not 
only  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  name 
the  14  gentlemen  who  were  to  be  ap- 
pointed Revising  Barristers  in  Ireland, 
but  require  that  they  should  be  all 
Englishmen,  because  in  that  case  the 
Irish  people  would  have  a  far  better 
guarantee  of  the  impartiality  of  the 
tribunal.  [Mr.  Leaicy  dissented.]  His 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  the  City  of  Waterford  (Mr.  Leamy) 
dissented  from  that  view.  He  could 
fully  understand  the  feeling  of  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  was  a  member  of  the 
Legal  Profession  in  Ireland ;  and,  no 
doubt,  if  he  were  appointed,  they  might 
depend  upon  the  impartiality  of  the 
tribunal.  But  in  Ireland  it  would  be 
impossible  to  obtain  the  services  of  such 
men,  and  he  (Mr.  O'Connor)  was  pre- 
pared to  stand  by  his  opinion  that  the 
people  would  have  a  far  better  chance 
of  securing  fair  treatment  from  English 
Revising  Barristers  than  from  those 
selected  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  and  the 
Attorney  and  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land. There  was  too  much  cause  for 
suspicion  that  barristers  appointed  by 
Earl  Spencer  would,  in  collusion  with 
the  agents  of  the  Tory  Party,  manage 
to  deprive  a  larg^  number  of  persons  of 
their  votes.  He  might,  perhaps,  be  al- 
lowed to  refer  to  a  circumstance  which 
occurred  some  time  ago.  Under  the 
Registration  Law,  every  person  who  de- 
sired to  get  upon   the   Register  was 
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obliged  to  givo  persboal  attendance; 
and,  as  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  well  knew  from  per- 
sonal experience,  a  man  who  preferred 
a  claim  was  sometimes  requirea  to  be  in 
attendance  for  three  or  four  days,  yet  if 
he  happened  to  go  oat  of  the  Court  for 
a  few  minutes  and  his  name  was  called 
in  his  absence,  a  partizan  Eevising  Bar- 
rister deprived  him  of  his  vote.  There 
was  another  fact  he  would  mention. 
Sometimes  a  man  whose  name  was  ob- 
jected to  was  actually  in  Court,  but, 
owing  to  the  mumbling  way  in  which 
his  name  was  read  over,  he  was  unable 
to  answer  to  it,  the  name  was  passed 
over,  and  in  that  case  also  the  voter  was 
deprived  of  his  rights.  Those  were 
some  of  the  scandals  which  occurred  in 
Ireland  every  time  a  Bevising  Barristers' 
Court  was  held ;  and  yet  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Pem- 
broke (Mr.  H.  G.  Allen),  with  his  kindly 
feeling,  came  forvrard  to  tell  the  Com- 
mittee that  the  Irish  Members  were 
rather  too  severe  in  their  estimate  of 
the  character  of  the  Eevising  Barristers 
appointed  to  act  in  that  country.  He 
thought  that  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy) 
was  perfectly  justified  in  pressing  the 
matter  upon  the  attention  of  the  Chief 
Secretary.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson),  who  by 
that  time  had  acquired  perfect  command 
over  his  Parliamentary  demeanour,  had 
used  language  which  no  one  would  better 
appreciate  than  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  himself ;  but,  never- 
theless, there  was  a  public  opinion  in 
Ireland,  although  with  perfect  certainty 
they  might  lay  down  the  rule  that  who- 
ever might  be  appointed  by  Earl  Spencer 
to  act  as  Eevising  Barrister  would  not 
be  amenable  to  it.  The  Chief  Secretary 
would  be  able  very  easily,  between  that 
and  the  further  stages  of  the  Bill,  to 
prepare  the  names  of  12  or  14  gentle- 
men for  appointment  as  Eevising  Bar- 
risters, and  if  he  would  not  put  them 
into  the  Bill  he  might  state  them  to  the 
House.  If  there  were  anything  like 
fairness  in  the  selection,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  might  rest  assured  that  no 
factious  opposition  would  be  raised  to 
them  by  the  Irish  Members. 

Mb.  FINDLATEE  regretted  that  the 
experience  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Col- 
league, for  the  very  short  period  since  he 

Mr.  T,  F,  0'  Connor 


had  joined  the  ranks  of  the  Iraik  Bit. 
had  been  such  as  to  induce  Mato  sij 
that  its  members  were  likely  to  bi 
actuated  by  partizan  motiTes  ii  & 
charging  the  duties  of  Befisng  Bv- 
risters. 

Mb.  healy  said,  he  had  not  n^ 
any  assertion  of  the  kind. 

Mb.  FINDLATEE  said,  the  CoBct 
tee  had  generally  understood  tb  kc. 
and  learned  Gentleman  to  say ».  N: 
doubt  many  generalities  had  b«nititid. 
but  he  had  not  heard  a  ain^e  ca»  i^ 
duced  by  hon.  Members  opposite  of  i:j 
injustice  done  by  members  of  the  Ixiii 
Bar  when  placed  in  jadidal  or  f^ 
judicial  positions.  His  ksovMgt  d 
that  Bar  was  much  longer  thaa^^ 
his  learned  Colleague ;  and  he  nuit  ^ 
that  in  the  whole  course  of  his  a^ 
ence  of  over  30  years,  he  nerer  hif 
anything  of  the  kind  to  oooar.  Ibc^ 
proof  he  could  offer  of  hi8hon.asdkBM^ 
Colleague's  having  made  a  chaigB,fl^ 
as  he  alleged,  was  that  as  an  illiiiMB 
of  what  might  be  expected  fa«  tt» 
barristers  who  would  be  appwitid  W 
the  Government,  the  name  of  Mr.  Rea 
White  had  been  referred  to,  ui^ 
was  charged  with  having  miaifah» 
some  of  the  Northern  constitaeocMi^ 
acting  as  a  Boundary  Oommifl*'- 
He  had  been  acquainted  with  ^^^ 
White  for  years,  and  he  was  a^ 
that  everyone  who  knew  that  g««^f 
must  have  formed  the  highert  ofisj 
of  his  character  and  of  his  ahifity ti* 
any  work  that  might  be  intrastadtot* 
He  was  a  splendid  lawyer,  ™  • 
eminently  judicial  mind,  oocBpyaj* 
very  highest  position  at  the  Bw,  *■• 


mm.  11  anyone  would  loox  «  uw  »t  - 
Ireland  wluoh  had  been  pnUiaW^ 
time  ago  in  connection  with  »  ^* 
newspaper  in  which  his  hon.  •^^}j!'2 
Colleague  was  largely  inttt***** 


which  purposed  to  show  t^  ?  .^ 
encies  which  would  return  ^**'*2 
at  their  next  Election,  thiy  *^ 
notice  that  all  of  it,  with  the  ^jg 
of  a  small  portion  at  the  No«^* 
comer,  was  coloured  green,  ^•*^ 
colour;  so  that,  notwithstan&f 
charges  made  against  Mr.  R<«*  "^ 
it  was  plain  the  Nationali^M* 
pected  to  carry  nearly  the  ^'t'  ^ 
country,  and  that  the  impatatiaj  •*^ 
the  merest  dap-trap.    ['*  Order 
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The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
nan  is  now  discussing  another  Bill,  and 
3,  therefore,  out  of  Order. 

Mr.  FINDLATER  said,  that  his 
trincipal  reason  for  rising  to  take  part 
n  the  discussion  was  to  defend  the 
nembers  of  the  Irish  Bar  from  the  at- 
ack  which  had  been  made  upon  them. 
Je  had  had  very  much  more  experience 
>f  the  Irish  Bar  than  his  hon.  and 
earned  Colleague;  and  he  was  proud 
o  say  that  he  had  had  most  intimate 
tnd  friendly  relations  with  some  of  the 
noet  eminent  men  at  that  Bar.  He  be- 
ieyed  there  was  no  member  of  it  who 
was  not  actuated  by  as  high  motives  as 
;he  Sister  Bar  of  this  country,  and  who 
was  not  altogether  incapable  of  the  im- 
proper conduct  which  had  been  sug- 
gested.   

Mr.  HEALY  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  had,  as  usual,  shown  his  ability 
to  misunderstand  a  perfectly  clear  state- 
ment. All  that  was  asked  was  that  im- 
partial men  should  be  selected  for  those 
appointments,  and  there  was  no  asper- 
sion upon  the  character  of  the  Irish  Bar 
in  making  that  request.  His  hon.  Col- 
league had  shown  himself  incompetent 
to  understand  the  nature  of  the  argu- 
ment. 

Mb.  FINDLATER  very  much  re- 
gretted that  his  hon.  and  learned  Col- 
league had  brought  in  the  name  of  Mr. 
Piers  White  as  that  of  a  gentleman 
who  had  been  engaged  in  "jerryman- 
dering" the  constituencies.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  had  referred  to 
that  gentleman  as  an  illustration  of 
what  the  gentlemen  appointed  by  the 
Ooyemment  were  likely  to  be.  As  to 
the  flattering  comments  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  upon  his  own  capa- 
city, he  could  only  say  **  perhaps  he 
was  not  such  a  fool  as  he  looked.'' 

Me.  macartney  said,  he  under- 
stood the  proposal  to  be  that  the  names 
of  the  barristers  who  were  to  be  ap- 
pointed to  act  as  Bevising  Barristers 
should  be  submitted  to  the  House.  He 
wished  to  know  if  that  was  the  practice 
^n  appointing  Eevising  Barristers  in 
England?  H  it  was  not,  there  could 
he  no  reason  for  doing  so  in  the  case  of 
Ireland;  and,  therefore,  there  was  no 
^und  for  the  extraordinary  proposition 
which  had  led  to  this  extremely  un- 
necessary and  unpleasant  discussion. 

Me.  sexton  said,  the  request  made 
to  the  Qovemment  was  not  that  the 
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names  of  the  Bevising  Barristers  to  be 
appointed  in  Ireland  should  be  sub- 
mitted for  the  approval  of  Parliament, 
but  that  they  should  be  made  known  to 
Parliament.  So  far  as  Mr.  Piers  White 
was  concerned,  he  had  not  been  accused 
of  **  jerrymandering  "  one  constituency, 
but  of  "  jerrymandering  "  six  or  seven. 
Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  said,  he 
hoped  that  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy) 
would  press  the  demand  he  had  made 
that  the  names  of  the  Eevising  Barristers 
should  be  made  known  before  the  Bill 
became  law.  It  was  true  that  there 
were  many  barristers  in  Ireland  who,  if 
appointed,  would  act  in  a  fair  and  im- 
partial spirit  ,*  but  it  was  also  true  that 
in  Ireland,  as  in  other  countries,  there 
were  barristers  who  could  not  be  re- 
garded as  impartial.  As  that  was  spe- 
cially the  case  in  Ireland,  what  the  Com- 
mittee had  to  consider  was  not  whether 
gentlemen  of  sufficient  impartiality  could 
be  obtained,  but  the  character  of  the 
person  or  persons  who  were  to  appoint 
those  legal  gentlemen.  It  was  proposed 
in  the  new  clause  submitted  by  the  Chief 
Secretary  that — 

''  The  Lord  Lieutenant  may,  if  he  thinks  it 
necesaary,  appoint  one  or  more  barrister  or  bar- 
risters, of  not  less  than  six  years  standing  at 
the  Bar,  to  act  with  the  Chairman  or  Revising 
Barrister  of  any  county  or  borough  in  revising 
the  list  of  voters.*' 

The  simple  fact  that  by  this  proposal 
the  power  was  to  be  placed  in  the  hands 
of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  was  quite  suffi- 
cient to  arouse  the  suspicion  and  hos- 
tility of  the  Irish  Members.  He  had 
not  the  slightest  hesitation  in  saying 
that  the  very  fact  of  the  appointments 
being  in  the  hands  of  a  man  of  the  cha- 
racter and  position  of  the  present  Lord 
Lieutenant  was  sufficient  to  induce  the 
Irish  Members  to  oppose  the  clause.  It 
was  altogether  preposterous  that  ap- 
pointments of  so  important  a  character 
should  be  left  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant. 
The  Hevising  Barristers  would  have  to 
perform  most  important  public  duties  in 
connection  with  matters  that  were  of  the 
highest  interest  to  the  Irish  representa- 
tion ;  and  that  being  theoase,  the  people  of 
Ireland  and  their  Kepresentatives  ought 
to  have  some  influence  over  the  appoint- 
ments made.  The  very  least  the  Govern- 
ment could  do  was  to  place  the  names 
of  the  persons  they  proposed  to  appoint 
before  the  House,  so  that  if  there  were 

2  X 


1 347      Registration  of  Voters        [  COMMONS } 

any  objections  they  might  be  duly  venti- 
lated. Certainly  they  were  bound  to 
oppose  the  proposal  to  leave  the  whole 
matter  in  the  hands  of  a  man  like  Earl 
Spencer,  and  he  hoped  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  (Mr.  Healy)  would  divide 
the  Committee. 


{Irelani)  BtB,        lUI 


Motion  agreed  to. 

Clause  read  a  second  time,  and  added 
to  the  Bill. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
moved,  after  Clause  6,  to  insert  the 
following  Clause : — 

(Informalities  in  Registration  shall  not  affect 
validity  of  Reg^ter.) 

"As  regards  the  registers  of  voters  to  be 
made  in  the  year  one  thousand  eight  hundred 
and  eighty-five,  no  election  shall  be  questioned 
by  reason  of  any  error  or  informality  whatsoever 
in  relation  to  the  forming,  printing,  publishing, 
revising,  or  completing  the  lists  oi  voters,  or 
the  register  of  voters,  for  any  county  or  bo- 
rough, or  by  reason  of  any  matter  or  thing  not 
mvmg  been  done  within  the  time  limited  by 
'law  for  that  purpose.  The  signature  of  the 
chairman  or  revising  barrister,  or  his  deputy, 
to  such  register  shall  be  conclusive  evidence  that 
such  register  has  been  in  all  respects  duly  made 
and  revised,  at  the  time  and  in  the  manner  pre- 
scribed by  and  in  conformity  with  the  Parlia- 
mentary Registration  Acts  and  this  Act." 

(Collectors  shall  give  assistance  in  serving 

notices.) 

"  The  collectors  of  poor  rate  in  a  union  shall 
assist  the  clerk  of  the  union  in  carrying  into 
effect  the  duties  mposed  upon  the  clerk  by  the 
ninth  section  of/ The  Representation  of  Che 
People  Act,  1884,*  t)}C serving  the  notices  men- 
tioned in  that  section '^lid  otherwise.*' 

Clause  brought*up,  and  read  the  first 


time. 


L  r 


Motion  made,  andf^estion  proposed, 
'*  That  the  said  Olausei^tie  read  a  second 
time." 


Mb.  sexton  said,  this  was  an  ex- 
tremely useful  clause,  as  far  as  it  went,  and 
it  enacted  the  important  principle  that  no 
Begister  should  be  rendered  invalid  on 
accounlvptf;  dny  informality.  The  effect 
of  the  plause  wkk  to  guard  against  infor- 
malities or  irregularities  in  the  forming, 
A)rintiDg,  and  completing  of  the  Eegister 
%y  officials ;  but  he  thought  it  ought  to 
be  extended  by  preventing  the  disfran- 
chisement of  persons  who  through  mis- 
take or  ignorance  did  not  comply  with 
ail  the  required  formalities.  He  held 
in  his  hand  a  copy  of  a  form  issued  in 
Ireland,  which  was  of  a  most  compli- 
cated and  troublesome  character.  It 
referred  to — 

Mr,  WiUidm  Redmond 


•*  Property  in  respect  of  wWA  fti  ?■■ 
making  the  return  is  rated  or  Hibk  to  te 
rated.'^ 

An  expression  very  vague,  and  not » 
to  understand.  Even  an  educated  w 
might  fill  that  column  in  in  a  ow 
that  would  not  be  perfectly  forailaii 
accordance  with  the  Act  The  wci 
column  required  the  situation  or  tef' 
tion  of  every  dwelling  to  be  gir*"* 
defined  by  the  Eepresentation  d^ 
People  Act ; "  and  the  third  wqii^ 
the  ''surname  and  other nanw" to* 
given  of  every  man  who  vaa  ct  2* 
15th  Ju'y  in  the  EngMah  Ad,  bit  s 
this  on  the  20th,  and — 

"  Up  to  the  date  of  the  retoiwnBWto 
occupier  of  any  dwelling  how  in  Ai  ■» 
column." 

Ho  wished  to  know  what  the  xavaa^ 
was  of  inserting  in  the  InA  B » 
different  day  for  the  qualificatioB  to  wi 
effect  from  that  in  the  Engli*  • 
Scotch  BUls?  It  might  be  aiatttt 
and,  if  so,  he  hoped  it  would  be n*»; 
but  his  contention  with  regard  to  tfc« 
forms  was  that  they  were  too  e*^ 
cat^d,  and  that  the  unedncaHiW 
voter  would  not  find  it  ea^tofflnc 
up  according  to  law.  HishonW* 
the  Member  for  WicUow  (Mr.  ^ 
Corbet)  had  shown  him  a  to  * 
he  (Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet)  had  fiW  ^ 
himself,  and  it  was  no  easy  iaitt»* 
comprehend  how  such  a  fonaf*** 
filled  up  with  strict  accuracy.  »«» 
satisfied  that  a  great  many  an** 
would  be  made ;  and  he  naii*'''* 
that,  unless  there  was  a  dewetew* 
great  number  of  voters  diita** 
they  must  extend  the  scope  ^^^ 


simply  because  in  their  preeeat  q**^ 
any  man,  however  fairly  and  hoaj 
he  might  desire  to  fill  thea  n^  *^ 
find  it  exceedingly  difficult  to  * 
He  complained,  further,  that  tliij 
although  printed  with  the  aaiii^r 
were  not  uniform  in  sttbetaace;  ■* 
thought  there  ought  to  be  a^«^ 
subjecting  any  Clerk  of  *^^i| 
other  official  who  proceeded  •"J^^ 
the  Act  to  dismisoaL    ^^^  .  ^ 
to  say  that  the  Clerk  of  the  UM^JJ 
do  a  certain  thing  unleea  theyja^ 
law  effective  by  imposiog  ■  KJfy - 
The   BOLICMX)ROES^2 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Wiua»)  PjJ^ 
that   non- compliance  with  <■*     > 
would  not  disfranchise  the  w^**^^ 

date  the  election.     Iha  *■*  ^^ 
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declared  that  the  signature  of  the  Ee- 
yising  Barrister  to  the  Eegister  should 
be  conclusive  evidence  that  the  Keg^ster 
had  been  in  all  respects  duly  made  and 
revised,  at  the  time  and  in  the  manner 
prescnbed  by  and  in  conformity  with 
the  law.  The  validity  of  the  former 
would  not  depend  upon  anything  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Union  to 
provide  for,  but  rather  upon  the  ma- 
chinery for  obtaining  the  necessary  in- 
formation. He  did  not  think  any  diffi- 
culty would  arise  from  any  informality 
in  connection,  with  the  printed  forms. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Clause  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Clause  be  added  to  the  Bill." 

Mb.  HEAXY  expressed  a  hope  that 
the  Government  would  issue  stringent 
instructions  to  the  Union  officers.  The 
letter  of  the  Chief  Secretary  was  very 
good  as  far  as  it  went,  but  it  did  not  go 
far  enough.  Would  the  Government 
take  steps  to  inform  the  Poor  Law  offi- 
cers in  Ireland  that  they  would  be  act- 
ing at  their  own  peril  if  they  refused 
to  carry  out  the  requirements  of  the 
Act? 

The  SOLICITOK  GENEEAL  fob 
lEELAND  (Mr.  Walkeb)  said,  that 
proper  care  would  be  taken  to  see  that 
the  law  was  carried  out. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  he  should  cer- 
tainly press  a  clause  for  the  dismissal 
of  any  Poor  Law  officer  who  acted  con- 
trary to  the  provisions  of  tl^e  Act. 

Mb.  HEALY  wished  to  point  out  that 
unless  the  agents  of  the  National  Party 
were  allowed  to  see  the  rate-books  in 
the  present  month  of  May,  they  might 
as  well  give  up  the  fight.  They  had 
applied  to  the  Clerk  of  the  South  Dublin 
U  nion  for  permission  to  look  at  the  rate- 
book, but  had  been  refused,  although 
the  privilege  was  at  once  conceded  to 
the  agents  of  the  Conservative  Party, 
even  in  the  presence  of  the  other  side. 
He  had  those  facts  in  his  pocket  in  a 
sworn  information.  He  thought,  how- 
ever, it  would  be  better  to  dealwith  the 
matter  in  a  new  clause ;  but  he  wished 
to  know  what  undertaking  the  Govern- 
ment would  give  that  they  would  have 
the  subject  properly  attended  to,  and 
would  support  the  insertion  in  the  Bill 
of  some  provision  of  this  kind  ?  All  he 
asked  was  that  equal  facilities  should 


be  given  to  the  agents  of  both  political 

Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNEEMAN  re- 
marked, that  if  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  should  communicate  to  the  Go- 
vernment the  facts  in  his  possession, 
they  would  be  inquired  into.  He  re- 
membered some  days  ago  receiving  a 
mysterious  telegram  containing  a  num- 
ber of  statements  which  were  perfectly 
unintelligible  to  him  at  the  time,  but 
which  he  had  no  doubt  now  related  to 
the  matter  referred  to  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member.  He  would  promise 
directly  he  was  put  in  possession  of  the 
facts  of  the  case  to  have  them  thoroughly 
inquired  into. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  that  was  the  third 
time  a  complaint  had  been  made  to  the 
Government  of  practices  of  this  kind  in 
connection  with  the  Dublin  Unions— 
not  in  the  time  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  present  Chief  Secretary,  but  of 
his  Predecessors.  It  was  alleged  that 
names  were  left  out  which  ought  to  ap- 
pear on  the  books.  Chapter  and  verse 
had  been  given  to  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  in  Ireland; 
but  it  was  found  impossible  to  obtain 
one  single  atom  of  satisfaction,  and  the 
Clerk  of  the  South  Dublin  Union  was 
still  flourishing  and  carrying  on  his  mal- 
practices. He  wished  to  know  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  support  a 
clause  to  prevent  those  practices  in 
future?  He  had  no  wish  unduly  to 
trouble  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  be- 
cause he  knew  the  Government  were 
anxious  to  get  on  with  the  Bill ;  but  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  perhaps 
allow  him  to  read  a  short  extract  from  a 
letter  on  this  subject.  It  was  from  the 
County  of  Dublin  Eegistration  Associa- 
tion, and  it  stated  that  on  Monday  week 
two  persons  called  upon  the  Clerk  of  the 
South  Dublin  Union  and  requested  to 
see  the  Eathmines  rate-book.  They  were 
told  they  could  not  have  it,  as  he  was 
using  it  himself,  and  they  asked  for  an- 
other book,  which  they  were  allowed  to 
see.  On  the  following  day  they  again 
asked  for  the  Eathmines  book,  and  were 
again  refused,  and  upon  asking  when 
they  would  be  permitted  to  see  it,  they 
were  told  **  Not  for  a  month  at  least.*' 
It  was  scarcely  necessary  to  remind  the 
Committee  that  to  be  of  any  service  at 
all  the  rate-books  must  be  examined  in 
the  month  of  May.  The  letter  went  on 
to  say  that  the  agents  of  the  Association 
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spent  the  two  following  days  at  the  office 
of  the  Clerk  of  the  Union  examining 
other  books  under  the  impression  that 
the  one  for  Bathmines  was  not  to  be 
had,  when,  much  to  their  surprise,  they 
saw  two  men  from  the  Constitutional 
Club  march  into  the  room  in  which  they 
were  writing  witb  the  Bathmines  book 
in  their  possession.  Those  circumstances 
required  no  commentary  from  him.  He 
would  only  add  that  the  National  Party 
had  long  been  complaining  of  the  con- 
duct of  the  Clerk  of  the  Union. 

Mb.  lewis  said,  the  question  now 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Commit- 
tee was  whether  a  new  clause  should  be 
added  to  the  Bill,  which  provided  that 
informalities  in  the  registration  should 
not  affect  the  validity  of  the  Begister ; 
but  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  had 
been  calling  attention  to  some  alleged 
misconduct  on  the  part  of  the  Clerk  of 
the  South  Dublin  Union.  He  really  did 
not  see  how  they  were  to  make  progress 
with  the  Bill  if  those  digressions  were  to 
be  allowed. 

Mb.  HEALY  contended  that  his  re- 
marks were  perfectly  regular,  seeing 
that  one  part  of  the  clause  was  to  pro- 
vide that  the  Poor  Bate  collectors  should 
assist  the  Clerk  of  the  Union  in  carrying 
into  effect  the  duties  imposed  on  the 
Clerk  by  the  Bepresentation  of  the 
People  Act  of  last  year. 

The  CHAIBMAN  :  I  understood  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Mona- 
ghan  (Mr.  Healy)  to  put  a  question  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  in  regard 
to  an  alleged  infringement  of  the  prin- 
ciples of  this  clause.  I  see  nothing 
irregular  in  that. 

Mb.  healy  said,  he  would  not 
trouble  the  Committee  further.  His 
only  object  had  been  to  impress  upon 
the  Chief  Secretary  the  necessity  of  see- 
ing that  equal  treatment  was  meted  out 
to  the  agents  of  both  political  Parties 
in  regard  to  the  inspection  of  the  rate- 
books. If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  make  inquiry,  he  would  find  that 
the  Constitutional  Club  obtained  posses- 
sion of  the  Bathmines  rate-book,  whereas 
the  Clerk  of  the  Union  refused  to  allow 
the  agents  of  the  Dublin  Begistratiou 
Association  to  inspect  it. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEBMAN 
said,  he  would  inquire  into  the  matter 
if  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  would 
give  him  the  particulars. 

2ir,  Healy 


Mb.  healy  promised  to  plt»&i 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  poaseM  d 
the  sworn  information. 

Mb.  GIBSON  remarked,  that  it<n^ 
to  be  known  that  the  Clerk  of  tkUuB 
had  important  duties  to  periona,  vbci 
required  him  to  examine  tke  nte-bMb 
himself. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  the  ocljamiir 
he  would  make  upon  the  rema^  d  ti« 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentlefflaara 
that  the  necessity  for  ezaminmf  Q* 
rate-book  himself  did  not  aceont  b 
the  Clerk  of  the  Union  handing  it  cw 
to  the  agents  of  one  Parfy  and  itte? 
it  to  those  of  the  other.  The  onpkzt 
was  that  both  Parties  were  not  tnoi 
alike,  but  that  the  rate-boob  kidbes 
dealt  with  to  the  advantage  of  oat  tf 
and  the  damage  of  the  other.  HawA 
ask,  as  a  matter  of  information.  wW» 
the  Government  could  extend  the  pw* 
for  the  inspection  of  the  rate-boob* 
that  disfranchisement  might  not  imi 
from  want  of  time  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENKBAL  n 
lEELAJ^D  (Mr.  Walker)  ^"^J 
was  intended  to  extend  the  tiai  7 
an  additional  six  days;  but  hediiti 
think  it  would  be  ^«*"*7*^"'^ 
provision  for  any  further  extantfa  * 
time. 

Mb.  p.  J.  POWER  wished  ^y^ 
out  that  already  some  of  the  o^^iha 
the  different  Unions  in  W^^Jj 
taken  action  in  the  matter.  A  Bflw* 
Guardians  with  which  he  had  *>■•*■ 
nection  had  three  weeks  ago  of"'^ 
the  matter,  and  yet  they  told  ii«  "* 
it  might  be  impossible  for  thea  te^ 
ply  with  all  the  necessary  fonnals** 
the  time  fixed  by  the  Act  Andy^* 
Waterford  Union  etood  in  an  e4«f^ 
ally  favourable  position,  aeeiMthi*^ 
had  already  taken  steps,  MtfT^ 
Unions  had  taken  no  steps  '^*U 
and  if  those  who  had  morri  vtf\ 
found  it  difficult  to  comply  with  Aj^ 
visions  of  the  law,  it  would  heabi^ 
impossible  for  others  leas  ^J'"* 
situated  to  perfect  the  arrang««'*  * 
the  proper  date.  Under  the*  ^^ 
stances,  he  hoped  the  augg«>tics* 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  8^*f 
Sexton)  would  receive  the  ^'?^ 
consideration  of  Her  Majaity**^***' 
ment. 

Motion  agrui  to, 
CUose  mIM  to  the  BOL 


1353       Registration  of  Voters       {May  1,  1885} 


(Ireland)  Bill. 


1354 


Mb.    HEALY    moved,    in    page    1, 

after  Clause  1,  to  insert  the  following 

Clause : — 

"  For  the  purposes  of  the  household  qualifica- 
tion created  by '  The  Representation  of  the  People 
A.ct,  1884/  separate  rating  of  a  dwelling-house, 
)r  part  of  a  dwelling-house,  separately  occupied, 
ihall  not  be  necessary  to  entitle  the  inhabitant 
)ccupi6r  of  same  to  be  reg^tered  as  a  voter 
in  respect  thereof.'* 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first 

time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  said  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  the  proposal  vir- 
tually amounted  to  an  interpretation  of 
10  Act  passed  only  a  few  months  ago— 
ihe  Bepresentation  of  the  People  Act. 
Be  altogether  protested  against  it,  and 
irould  remind  the  Committee  that  it  was 
lot  sought  in  the  same  way  to  interpret 
the  Act  so  far  as  England  and  Scotland 
trere  concerned.  He  should  be  glad  to 
learn  what  the  Government  intended  to 
lo  in  the  matter  ? 

The  SOLICITOE  GENEEAL  fob 
[RELAND  (Mr.  Walkeb)  said,  the 
natter  had  been  carefully  considered  in 
regard  to  Ireland.  This  law  was  only 
extended  to  that  country  by  the  Act  of 
1884.  A  doubt  had  been  raised  whe- 
ther separate  rating  of  a  dwelling- 
iiouse,  or  part  of  a  dwelling-house,  sepa- 
rately occupied,  was  necessary  to  entitle 
he  inhabitant  occupier  to  be  registered, 
ind  after  careful  consideration  the  Go- 
remment  had  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  such  a  doubt  should  not  exist  in 
freland.  The  question  would  be  ren- 
dered quite  clear  by  the  insertion  of  this 
clause. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  that  by  this  clause 
hey  were  dealing  in  a  Eegistration  Bill 
vith  a  question  altogether  outside  regis- 
ration,  and  there  was  no  similar  clause 
'ither  in  the  English  or  the  Scotch  Act. 
36  should  certainly  indicate  his  dissent 
'rom  the  adoption  of  the  clause,  although 
tie  would  not  say  that  he  would  put  the 
^mmittee  to  the  trouble  of  a  division. 
[t  was,  however,  in  the  last  degree  un- 
iatisfactory  that  a  matter  entirely  out- 
tide  the  scope  of  registration  should  be 
llegitimately  inserted  in  a  Eegistration 
Bill.  Whatever  might  be  the  merits  of 
he  clause,  it  had  no  right  to  find  a  place 
tiere. 

Mb.  MAOAETNEY  pointed  out  that 
t  was  conunon  in  Ireland  to  have  two 


habitations  under  the  same  roof,  which 
were  really  separate  residences  of  equal 
value.  How  would  the  clause  apply  to 
such  a  case  ?  One  of  the  occupiers  mifi;ht 
pay  his  rates,  and  then  be  made  liable 
for  the  other. 

Mb.  LEWIS  remarked,  that  the  Ee- 
presentation  of  the  People  Act  was 
either  complete  or  it  was  not,  and  he 
could  not  believe  that  it  was  necessary 
to  supplement  in  another  and  a  distinct 
Bill  the  provisions  of  a  measure  passed 
so  recently  as  three  or  four  months  ago. 
The  present  proposal  virtually  amounted 
to  the  insertion  in  a  Eegistration  Bill  of 
an  Interpretation  Clause  to  the  Eepre- 
sentation  of  the  People  Bill. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Henby  James)  concurred  with  the  view 
which  had  been  expressed  by  the  Soli- 
citor General  for  Ireland.  The  only 
object  of  the  clause  was  to  make  the 
law  perfectly  clear,  and  to  prevent 
future  litigation. 

Mb.  SEXTON  said,  the  clause  simply 
amounted  to  a  declaration  of  the  law 
upon  a  point  that  was  now  vague. 

Mb.  MAOAETNEY  remarked,  that 
what  was  desired  in  Ireland  was  that 
the  law  there  should  be  assimilated  to 
that  of  England  and  Scotland. 

Mb.  lewis  said,  the  House  had 
hitherto  sheltered  themselves  under  the 
ample  folds  of  the  Attorney  General, 
who  they  believed  to  have  been  re- 
sponsible for  the  drafting  of  the  Eepre- 
sentation  of  the  People  Bill.  They  now 
understood  from  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  that  after  all  the  labour, 
which  had  been  bestowed  upon  it  by 
the  House  and  the  officials  of  the  Go- 
vernment the  provisions  of  that  Bill 
were  ambiguous.  He  deeply  regretted 
that  announcement ;  but  he  thought  it 
followed  that  for  the  sake  of  safety  a 
similar  provision  should  be  inserted  in 
the  English  Eegistration  Bill.  He  pro- 
tested against  the  attitude  taken  by  the 
Gt)vernment,  and  thought  that  it  was 
most  inconvenient  to  amend  in  a  Eegis- 
tration Bill  any  defects  in  the  Eepre- 
sentation  of  the  People  Act  of  1884. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Henby  James)  said,  that  England  and 
Ireland  stood  in  a  different  position  in 
regard  to  registration.  The  Act  of 
1878  applied  to  England  and  not  to 
Ireland,  and  the  object  of  this  clause 
was  simply  to  make  it  clear  what  the 
law   w&i  80  that   no  difficulty  might 
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arise  when  the  Bevising  Barristers 'held 
their  Courts. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Clause  read  a  second  time,  and  added 
to  the  Bill. 

Mr.  HEALY  moved,  after  Clause  2, 
to  insert  the  following  Clause  : — 
(Correction  of  list  by  Bevising  Barrister.) 

"  Where,  on  the  revision  of  the  list  or  listt 
of  voters  for  any  county,  city,  town,  or  borough 
in  Ireland,  the  matter  stated  in  a  list  or  claim, 
or  proved  to  the  revising  banister  in  relation 
to  any  alleged  right  to  be  on  any  list,  is,  in  the 
judgment  of  the  revising  barrister,  insufficient 
in  law  to  constitute  a  qualification  of  the  nature 
or  description  stated  or  claimed,  but  sufficient 
in  law  to  constitute  a  qualification  of  some 
other  nature  or  description,  the  revising  barris- 
ter, if  the  name  is  entered  in  a  list  for  which 
such  true  qualification  in  law  is  appropriate, 
■hall  correct  such  entry  by  inserting  such 
qualification  accordingly,  and,  in  any  other 
case,  shall  insert  the  name  with  such  qualifica- 
tion in  the  appropriate  list,  and  shall  expunge 
it  from  the  otiier  list,  if  any,  in  which  it  is 
entered.*' 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'^  That  the  said  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walkeb)  said,  this 
was  a  clause  taken  from  the  English 
Act  of  1878,  and  the  only  question 
which  arose  was  whether  it  was  not 
desirable  to  add  to  the  clause  as  it  stood 
on  the  Paper  Sub-section  13  of  the 
English  clause.  He  would  suggest  that 
that  addition  should  be  made. 

Mb.  HEALY  assented. 

Clause,  as  amended,  read  a  second 
time,  and  added  to  the  Bill. 

Mb.  PARNELL  said,  he  had  intended 
to  move  the  omission  of  Clause  6  for  the 
purpose  of  proposing  the  insertion  of  a 
clause  to  remunerate  Clerks  of  Unions 
and  Poor  Rate  collectors  for  the  duties 
imposed  on  them  by  the  Registration 
Acts ;  but  as  the  Government  intended  to 
bring  up  a  clause  dealing  with  the 
question,  he  would  not  move  it. 

Mb.  small  moved  to  amend  Clause 
•5  by  adding  to  the  end  of  it  words 
requiring  the  Town  Councils  or  the 
Town  Commissioners  of  the  Irish  bo- 
roughs to  divide  such  boroughs  into 
polling  districts  in  the  manner  most 
convenient  for  taking  the  votes  of  elec- 

T/te  Attorney  General 


tors.  The  smallest  of  themnebom^ 
left  in  Ireland  would  have  at  kMt  IW 
voters,  and  it  would  b©  TCfj  iiw- 
venient  indeed  to  hare  3,000  wte 
polling  at  the  same  place.  It  vm  te- 
fore  advisable,  he  thooght  to  pit  t* 
the  Town  Councils  power  to  diiAtii 
boroughs  into  polling  districts,  eisai 
alphabetically — although  that  nifii 
perhaps,  be  inconvenient— or  odwt» 

New  Clause : — 

(Town  Council  and  CommiaaonmmiT  W 
boroughs  into  polling  diitrkti. 

"  Not  later  than  one  month  after  tke  fm^ 
of  this  Act,  the  Town  Council  or  TanC*- 
missioners  of  each  of  the  other  kn^  = 
Ireland  shall  respectively  take  intp  «i^ 
tion  the  division  of  the  boroasli  mtojaSs 
districts,  and  shall  respectiTdhr  ^J****"* 
borough  into  polling  dirtrictt,in  rack  10* 
as  may  be  most  convenient  for  tikif  > 
votes  of  electors,  and  in  sach  minoa  Atf  * 
nearly  as  possible  an  equal  numbs  rf  ^^ 
may  be  allotted  to  each  polling  iodai^^P 
SmaU,) 

— brought  up,  and  read  the  fint  tiit^ 

Motion  made,  and  Question  pnp*^ 
**That  the  said  Clause  be  «tdii» 
time." 

The  solicitor  GEXERHw 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walkq)  wi  * 
hon.  Member  would  obserre  tbttt* 
Bill  provision  was  made  for  the i**^ 
by  the  Town  Councils,  of  Ae  U*^ 
of  Dublin  and  Belfast  into  wifdi  J* 
reason  of  that  was  that  thoi«  bawp 
had  already  been  divided,  mi  *^ 
fore,  it  was  necessary  to  make  p**^ 
for  them.  It  was  not  considerw^J 
sary  to  make  provision  for  ^^ 
boroughs ;  but  as  Dublin  i»i  B** 
were  already  divided  it  wasneca*!* 
provide  for  polling  places  there. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Clause  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  ]B<f^ 
'*  That  the  Clause  be  added  to  thii^ 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  there  mmd^ 
have    been    some    misconcfpo* 
regard  to  this  clause,  as  it  had 
a   second  time,   although  the 
General  for  Ireland  opposed  it » 
necessary. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  *fiW:- 4^,^ 
Noes  80:  Majority  51. -(I^-^ 
No.  146.) 
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"  The  treasurers  of  the  counties  of  Down  and 
Lrmagh  shall  repay  to  the  Town  Commissioners 
f  Newry  such  sums  respectively  as  shall  hear 
)  the  entire  expenses  of  the  revision  of  the 
oters*  lists  for  the  horough  of  Newry  the  same 
roportion  as  the  numher  of  electors  of  the 
orOQgh  qualifying  out  of  premises  outside  the 
lunicipal  boundary  of  Newry,  in  the  counties 
f  Down  and  Arteagh,  hear  to  the  entire 
lumber  of  electors  of  the  borough,  and  the 
Town  Conunissioners  shall  not  be  hable  to  con* 
ribute  any  sum  towards  the  expenses  of  the 
evision  of  the  voters'  lists  for  the  counties  of 
)own  and  Armagh.*' 

X  appeared  to  him  that  it  would  be  only 
luite  fair  that  the  Town  Commissioners 
►f  Newry  should  pay  the  cost  of  revising 
;he  list  of  voters  as  far  .as  those  voters 
^ere  resident  within  the  limits  of  the 
aorough  of  Newry,  and  that  it  would  be 
very  unfair  to  call  upon  that  body  also 
to  pay  the  expenses  of  revision  in  the 
case  of  those  voters  who  resided  outside 
the  limits  of  the  borough  and  in  parts 
of  the  counties  of  Down  and  Armagh, 
and  who  contributed  towards  the  taxa- 
tion of  those  counties.     The  hon.  and 
learned    Member  for  Monaghan   (Mr. 
Healy)  had  a  similar  proposition  on  the 
Paper  with    reference  to   the   City  of 
Dublin  and  the    county  adjacent,  the 
question  which  arose  in  that  case  being 
exactly  the    same    as  that   which  had 
arisen  in    regard   to    the    borough  of 
Newry,  except  that  Newry  extended  into 
two  adjoining  counties  instead  of  one. 
If  this  clause  were  not  accepted  the  town 
of  Newry  would  not  only  have  to  pay 
the  cost  of  the  revision  of  the  borough 
list  of  voters,  but  also  a  portion  of  the 
cost  of  revising  the  voters*  lists  for  the 
two    counties    of    Down  and  Armagh. 
I^bat,  he  thought,  would  be  an  injustice 
to  the  ratepayers  of  Newry,  and  it  was 
to  remedy  that  injustice  that  he  pro- 
posed the  present  Ainendment.     He  had 
210  reason  to  anticipate  that  the  clause 
"Would  meet  with  any  opposition  on  the 
part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
phief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant, 
masmuch  as  it  merely  dealt  with  a  state 
of  affairs  which  ought  never  to  have 
Jjriaen.    He  hoped,  therefore,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  display  a  more 
generous    spirit    than    to    oppose    the 
clause. 


New  Clause : — 


*'  The  treasurers  of  the  counties  of  Down  and 
Armagh  shall  repay  to  the  Town  Commissioners 
of  Newry  such  sums  respectively  as  shall  hear 
to  the  entire  expenses  of  the  reyision  of  the 
voters'  lists  for  the  horough  of  Newry  the  same 
proportion  as  the  numher  of  electors  of  the 
horough  qualifying  out  of  premises  outside  the 
municipal  houndary  of  Newry,  in  the  counties 
of  Down  and  Armagh,  hear  to  the  entire 
numher  of  electors  of  the  horough,  and  the 
Town  Commissioners  shall  not  he  liahle  -to  con- 
tribute any  sum  towards  the  expenses  of  the 
revision  of  the  voters'  lists  for  the  counties  of 
Down  and  Armagh,*' — {Mr.  Small,) 

— brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*^  That  the  said  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  the  case  of  Newry  was  one  that 
had  been  very  curious  to  deal  with.  It 
was  not  an  analogous  case  to  that  of 
Pembroke,  for  while  the  borough  of 
Newry  ran  into  two  different  counties  it 
did  not,  in  so  doing,  present  anything 
like  a  well-defined  area.  It  was  pro- 
posed that  where  the  borough  of  Newry 
overlapped  the  counties  of  Down  and 
Armagh,  the  Grand  Juries  of  those  two 
counties  should  provide  for  the  cost  of 
revising  the  voters'  list;  but  at  the  same 
time  the  hon.  Member,  in  making  that 
proposal,  had  not  stated  out  of  what 
fund  the  money  should  come.  It  would 
no  doubt  be  hard  upon  the  borough  of 
Newry  to  have  to  pay  the  expense  of 
revision  in  the  case  of  those  voters  who 
resided  beyond  the  municipal  limits; 
but  it  would  be  still  harder  to  throw  the 
cost  on  those  who  inhabited  parts  of 
baronies  in  the  two  counties,  where  the 
area  was  part  of  a  county  barony  but 
also  part  of  the  borough  of  Newry.  In 
such  a  case,  the  question  was  who  ought 
to  pay  the  expense  of  revision  ?  Was 
it  to  be  the  inhabitants  of  the  borough, 
or  was  it  to  be  the  inhabitants  of  the 
barony  outside,  who  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  registration  affecting  the  bo- 
rough ?  It  seemed  to  him  that  of  the 
two  propositions  the  more  reasonable 
one  would  be  to  throw  the  expense  on 
the  inhabitants  of  the  borough,  because 
the  borough  would  certainly  have  the 
benefit  to  be  derived  from  the  inclusion 
of  the  additional  electors.  With  regard 
to  the  other  proposal  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, he  could  not  see  what  connec- 
tion it  had  with  this  subject,  and  he  did 
not  think  there  was   anything  to    be 
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found  in  the  Bill  that  would  warrant  an 
arrangement  of  the  kind  proposed. 

Mr.  SMA.LL  said,  he  did  not  think 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  fully  under- 
stood the  local  bearings  of  the  matter, 
and  there  could  be  little  doubt  that  in 
the  present  instance  there  had  been  an 
oversight.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  asked  out  of  what  fund  the  money 
was  to  be  paid  ?  The  answer  was,  out 
of  the  general  fund  of  the  county,  of 
course.  The  borough  of  Newry  was 
quite  willing  to  continue  its  liability 
with  regard  to  anything  within  the 
municipal  limits;  but  they  asked  the 
county  to  resume  their  original  liability 
with  regard  to  anything  out  of  the  mu- 
nicipal boundaries.  All  that  was  asked 
by  this  clause  was  a  simple  act  of  jus- 
tice, and  it  was  no  part  of  the  bargain 
that  Newry  shoidd  pay  the  expenses  of 
revising  lists  of  voters  for  those  who  re- 
sided outside  the  municipal  boundaries. 
With  regard  to  the  second  part  of  the 
question,  he  did  not  think  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  could  really  bo  of  opinion 
that  it  was  quite  fair  that  the  borough 
of  Newry  shoidd  pay  for  the  revision  of 
the  county  lists. 

Me.  macartney  said,  as  a  Grand 
Juror  for  the  county  of  Armagh,  he  be- 
lieved he  might  state  that  a  bargain 
was  made  between  the  town  of  Newry 
and  the  county  of  Armagh,  in  which 
specific  conditions  were  laid  down  ;  and 
it  was  now  proposed  that  those  condi- 
tions should  be  got  rid  of  by  a  side 
wind  It  seemed  to  him  that  such  a 
proposition  was  most  unfair.  With  re- 
gard to  the  question  as  to  the  difference 
in  the  expense  being  borne  by  the  bo- 
rough or  the  county,  he  thought  it  ouly 
right  to  point  out,  as  a  matter  for  the 
consideration  of  the  Committee,  that 
while  there  were  a  great  many  voters 
for  the  county  of  Armagh  who  resided 
in  Newry,  there  were  no  voters  for 
Newry  who  resided  in  the  county  of 
Armagh. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Tyrone  (Mr.  Mac- 
cartney)  had  ventured  on  a  mere  as- 
sumption of  his  own. 

Mr.  macartney  :  I  think  I  re- 
member. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man now  thought  he  remembered. 

Mr.  macartney  :  I  am  sure  I  do. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was   improving    as    he    went    on, 

J//-.  Camphell'Bamwman 


and  presently,  in  all  probability  W 
would  swear  he  remembered;  bitiid 
the  Committee  had  something  tear 
than  the  statement  of  the  hon.  (Mt^ 
man  before  them,  he  (Mr.He&l.T  iWi 
be  very  sorry  to  act  upon  it  HeiwL 
however,  offer  a  '^suggestion  whkk  ^ 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleoo  ae 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  lientMot 
would  be  prepared  to  accept  The  G> 
vernmont  had  proposed  to  adofC  t 
remedy  in  the  case  of  Dublin  vhickn 
very  similar  to  that  of  Newry;  bit,» 
usual,  they  had  not  put  the  nattter  a  c 
intelligible  and  practical  shape.  Hebe 
been  about  to  draw  the  attention  of  tb 
Government  to  this  question,  and  to  at 
them  to  state  what  their  proposals  mi? 
were.  He  thought  the  Gof«a»* 
ought  to  say  at  once  that  th^  vm^ 
bring  up  a  new  clause,  under  wtid « 
should  be  provided  that  no  one  va 
should  have  imposed  upon  it  tbe  p- 
paration  of  the  list  of  voters  heloafoc 
to  any  other  area.  Surely  one  «J  "^ 
people  ought  not  to  be  cidled  npot  > 
bear  the  expense  that  ought  to  be  ^ 
frayed  by  another  set  of  people.  K* 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Wnfac 
(Mr.  Small)  was  a  member  of  the  ^ 
Council  of  Newry,  and  therefore  aj^ 
stood  the  matter  with  which  he  Y'Vt 
to  deal ;  and  he  (Mr.  Healj)  f«*  »* 
assured  that  unless  there  was  a^ 
better  evidence  of  a  contract  b<»^ 
the  borough  of  Newry  and  theeonj* 
Armagh  than  the  **  I  rememba.  * 
*a  think  I  remember"  of  tke  if 
Member  for  Tyrone,  that  Honee  «** 
not  be  disposed  to  do  what  woaUi*? 
amount  to  the  perpetration  of  b  ** 
justice  towards  the  borough  of  Si*>? 
The  Government,  ought,  thewfc^' 
say  definitely  that  one  area  dw**  ** 
have  a  claim  to  make  ohai^^^ 
sort  on  another  area,  in^'^^:^ 
cial  relations  of  a  character  w* ' 
could  not  understand.  ^ 

Mr.  LEWIS  said,  it  aeeoed  is^ 
that  the  Gt>Ternment  ought  te  i*; 
with  questions  of  this  ^^"^  f?? 
of  leaving  them  to  be  dealt  wi9  '^ 
Amendments  and  propook  ^^ 
parts  of  the  House.  It  was  ft*  *•  . 
vernment  to  take  the  reaponab^ 
regard  to  those  things  upon  th*^ 
and  they  ought  to  satisff  ^^*'"*!i! 
before  the  Beport  as  to  ^^^ 
really  be  done.  Bat,  ixMlaad  d  "^ 
those  matt^^rs  entirely  uader  th** 
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charge,  the  Gt>yemment  aocepted  all 
sorts  of  Amendments  moved  bj  indivi- 
iual  Members.  That  was  a  most  un- 
latisfaotory  way  of  doing  business,  and 
be  should  oppose  the  Amendment  on 
that  gpround. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  he  did  not  pro- 
pose to  supplement  the  arguments  that 
had  been  brought  forward  in  reference 
to  the  case  of  Newry ;  but  he  desired  to 
point  out  that  with  regard  to  the  case 
of  Dublin  the  grievance  was  undeniable 
and  required  a  remedy. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  there  was  a*  proposal  on  the  Paper 
dealing  with  the  matter  referred  to  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton). 
Mr.  MACARTNEY  submitted  that 
instead  of  proposing  the  clause  as  it 
stood  the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford 
ought  to  propose  an  Amendment  pro- 
viding that  the  Town  Commissioners 
of  Newry  should  not  be  liable  for  any 
refision  expenses  in  connection  with  the 
adjoining  counties. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  that  was  what  the 
clause  proposed.  He  wished  to  ask  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  whether  he 
wonld,  on  the  Eeport,  bring  up  an  om- 
nibus clause  that  would  deed  fairly  with 
the  whole  question  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  por 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  said,  in  his 
opinion,  the  cases  of  Black  Rock  and 
Pembroke  were  quite  different. 

Mr.  GIBSON  ventured  to  say  that 
the  question  under  discussion  was  not  a 
matter  of  controversy  as  affecting  one 
side  of  the  House  and  the  other;  and  they 
appeared  all  anxious  to  do  the  best  they 
oould  in  regard  to  it.     He  understood 
that  some  statement  had  been  made  to 
the  effect  that  there  might  have  been  a 
contract  on  the  subject  as  between  the 
borough  of  Newry  and  the  adjoining 
counties.    He  did  not  know  how  lar  that 
▼as  so,  but,  at  any  rate,  they  had  heard 
the  arguments  used  on  behalf  of  the  bo- 
rough; and,  on  the  other   hand,   the 
other  areas  that  would  be  affected  had  a 
nght  to  be  heard,  and  as  the  matter 
vas  not  one  of  controversy,  but  one  that 
flight  be  settled  between  then  and  the 
Koport  in  a  peaceful  way,   he  would 
^Uf^gest  that  the  clause  shoiild  be  with- 
drawn, that  the  treasurers  of  the  coun- 
ties of  Down  and  Armagh,  who  under- 
stood the  question,  should  be  consulted, 
^d  that,  after  it  had  been  thoroughly 
^^estigated  and  a  fuller  knowledge  of 


its  merits  arrived  at,  the  Government 
should  deal  with  it  on  Report. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  •  BANNERMAN 
said,  he  had  no  objection  to  the  adop- 
tion of  the  course  suggested  by  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gib- 
son). The  only  objection  he  coidd  see 
was  that  the  area  outside  the  municipal 
boundary  of  Newry  was  not  a  very  well 
arranged  area  in  itself. 

Mr.  small  said,  he  was  willing  to 
accept  the  suggestion  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson) 
and  to  withdraw  his  Amendment  with 
the  intention  of  bringing  it  up  again  on 
the  Report  stage,  on  the  understanding 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  woidd  consider  the  matter  in 
the  meantime. 

Clause,  by  leave,  withdrawn 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  he  had  upon  the 
Paper  a  clause  intended  to  enable  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  with  the  consent  of  the 
Treasury,  to  grant  to  the  County  Court 
Judges  such  remuneration  and  assi'  u- 
ance  for  the  first  sitting  for  the  registry 
of  voters  after  the  passing  of  this  Bill  as 
might  be  deemed  just ;  but  he  found 
that  he  was  unable  to  move  it.  He 
hoped,  however,  that  the  Government 
would  take  care  that  the  duties  of  the 
County  Court  Judges  should  not  be  sub- 
stantially infringed,  and  would  modify 
their  labours  as  much  as  possible  by 
availing  themselves  of  the  powers  al- 
ready given  for  the  appointment  of  a 
sufficient  number  of  Revising  Barristers 
to  obviate  any  difficulty  that  might 
otherwise  be  experienced. 

Mr.  macartney  hoped  the  Clerks 
of  the  Peace  for  the  counties  would  not 
be  forgotten. 

Mr.  T.  a.  DICKSON  said,  he  had 
now  to  move  the  clause  which  stood  on 
the  Paper  in  his  name.  The  clause  was 
one  that  dealt  solely  with  frivolous  ob- 
jections to  voters,  and  the  point  involved 
had  already  been  fidly  debated  in  that 
House.  He  thought  that  the  existing 
state  of  the  I^aw  of  Registration  in  Ire- 
land had  been  well  and  truly  described 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary,  when  he  had  said  a  worse  sys- 
tem of  registration  it  would  be  impossible 
to  find,  inasmuch  as  by  its  operation  in 
that  country,  particularly  in  regard  to 
the  number  of  frivolous  objections, 
thousands  of  men  were  deprived  of  their 
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rights  of  citizenship.  As  the  law  at 
present  stood,  instead  of  affording  facili- 
ties to  claimants  to  be  put  upon  the 
lists  of  voters,  it  placed  every  obstacle  in 
the  way  of  their  getting  on  the  Begis- 
ter.  The  result  was  that  in  the  Irish 
Begistration  Courts  claimants  attended, 
day  after  day,  for  the  purpose  of  sus- 
taining their  claims  until  they  became 
wearied  out  and  gave  up  the  attempt  in 
disgust,  and  either  went  back  to  their 
homes,  or,  as  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy)  had 
stated,  were  absent  from  the  Court  at 
^e  time  their  names  were  called,  and 
thus  were  struck  out  of  the  list,  without 
any  means  of  obtaining  redress.  Thus, 
after  having  waited  tor  several  days, 
and  incurring  considerable  expense,  they 
failed  entirely  in  their  object,  and  went 
home  in  disgust.  It  was  pretty  well 
known  that  for  a  man  to  get  his  name 
on  the  Begister  in  Ireland  was  almost 
an  impossibility  and  the  next  thing  to  a 
miracle,  and  any  man  who  wanted  to 
look  after  his  business,  and  who  did  not 
mix  himself  up  in  politics,  would  not 
attend  the  Bevision  Courts  and  subject 
himself  to  all  the  trouble  and  worry 
thereby  entailed.  The  consequence  was 
that  the  hired  and  paid  objector  had 
only  to  invest  a  few  shillings  in  postage 
stamps,  and  to  send  out  notices  of  ob- 
jection broadcast,  and  his  object  was 
secured,  because  the  persons  objected  to, 
although  their  names  might  have  been 
passed  by  the  collectors  and  Clerks  of 
the  Peace,  would  not  put  themselves  to  the 
expense  and  trouble  of  attending  the 
Courts  for  the  purpose  of  substantiating 
their  claims.  That  House  had  recently 
passed  a  measure  designed  to  enfran- 
chise the  Irish  people ;  but  unless  an 
amendment  of  the  law  as  to  registra- 
tion were  made  so  as  to  put  a  barrier  in 
the  way  of  frivolous  objections,  the  peo- 
ple of  Ireland  would  not  obtain  that 
measure  of  enfranchisement  which  it 
was  the  object  of  the  Bepresentation  of 
the  People  Bill  to  confer.  He  contended 
that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Government 
to  give  the  people  it  was  intended  to 
enfranchise  every  opportunity  of  being 
put  upon  the  Begister.  The  main  fea- 
ture in  the  clause  he  now  moved  was 
that  the  ground  or  grounds  of  objection 
should  be  specifically  stated  in  the  no- 
tice of  objection,  and  it  was  also  pro- 
posed that  no  person  objected  to  should 
be  required  to  give  evidence  in  support 

Mr,  T.  A.  Dickson 
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of  his  claim  otherwise  than  ia 
to  the  points  of  objection  specified  im  tkt 
notice ;  but  this  was  not  a  part  of  tk« 
question  immediately  before  the 
mittee.  He  appealed  to  hon. 
opposite  to  assist  the  Committee  in 
endeavour  to  put  an  end  to  the 
objections  against  which  the  dame 
directed,  and  he  hoped  the  dante 
meet  with  acceptance  at  the  hanli  d 
Her  Majesty's  Government. 

New  Clause : — 

Prevention  ef/rivoUut  Ohjettimm. 

(Notices  of  objection  shall  state  gronuik  di  d^ 
jection.    See  28  and  29  Vic  c  36,  s.  C  ' 

"  Any  notice  of  objection  giren  vadv  v^ 
tions  twenty-six  or  thirty-six  of  *  The  ftid*- 
mentary  Voters  (Ireland)  Act,  1S50,*  to  v 
person  on  any  list  of  claimants  mar  bt  p"B 
according  to  the  proyisions  of  cither  d.  tki* 
sections  respectively ;  but,  with  that 
no  notice  of  objection  given  under  the 
to  any  person  upon  any  list  of  roten 
valid  unless  the  g^und  or  groands  of 
be  specifically  stated  therein ;  and  thia 
shall  be  deemed  to  be  sufficxently 
naming  the  column  or  colomna  of  the 
on  which  the  objector  groands  his  ol 
and  any  objection  grounded  upon  any  ^  d 
the  said  columns  shall  be  deemed  a  ■tyB'* 
ground  of  objection,  and  soch  notioe  wmf  te 
according  to  the  form  in  the  Schedok  to 
Act  annexed,  or  to  the  like  effect,  ia 
tion  for  the  forms  numbered  (12)  in 
(A)  and  (15)  in  Schedule  (B)  renectif^T  k 
*The  Parliamentary  Voters  (Irciaar  '4& 
I860,'  ''--(Mr.  T.  A,  DUkwom^) 

— brought  up,  and  read  the  first  tz 

Motion  made,  and  Question 
*^  That  the  said  Clause  be  read  a 
time." 

»:Mr.    CAMPBELL  .  BANNERMAS 
expressed  his  assent  to  the 
reminded  the  Committee  that  the 
put  on  the  Paper  bj  the  hon. 
(Mr.  T.  A.  Dickson)  had  be«i 
by  the  Qt>yemment  in  a  Bill  that  W 
left  that  House  two  years  ago. 

Mr.  lewis  said,  these  nev 
offered  another  illastratioa  of  th» 
tice  by  which  the  Qovenimeot 
Amendments  without  taking  npoa 
selves  the  responsibility  of  propaof 
them.    The  assumption  was  that  thv 
clauses  were  to  assimilate  the  isv  ^ 
Ireland  with  that  of  England ;  bat  ur 
assumption  could  hardly  be  mttls  f«*^ 
because  the  Government  had  a2m2f 
assented  to  an  Amendment  to  this  fc^ 
with  regard  to  the  receipt  of 
relief  that  made  a  wide 
tween  the  law  of  Ireland  aad 
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was  retained  in  England.    The  clause 
novr  under  consideration  went  far  be- 
yond anything  that  prevailed  in  Eng- 
land.   It  was  only  with  regard  to  county 
voters  that  there  was  any  such  require- 
ment in  the  English  law,  and  the  reason 
was  that  when  they  were  dealing  with 
county  votes  all  sorts  of  questions  as  to 
freeliolds  and  so  forth  arose.    With  re- 
gard  to  borough  votes,  however,   the 
case  was  more  simple,  and  the  ques- 
tions arising  were  of  a  very  different 
order.     He  thought  that  that  was  a  re- 
markable instance  of  the  Government 
allowing  other  persons  to  do  what  ought 
to  be  their  business.    That  being  a  Go- 
vernment Bill,  the  House  ought  to  have 
the  benefit  of  the  Government  respon- 
sibility in  regard  to  important  proposals, 
which  ought  to  be  brought  forward  by 
their  Liaw  Officers  instead  of  being  left 
in  the  hands  of  private  Members.     The 
effect  of  this  clause  if  carried  woidd  be 
to  run  far  ahead  of  the  law  of  England 
by  requiring  in  the  case  of  boroughs 
that  all  notices  of  objection  should  set 
forth  tlie  different  grounds  of  objection. 
The  Act  of  1878,  no  doubt,  was  the  Act 
which  regulated  the  registration  in  bo- 
roughs.    He  had  searched  through  the 
clauses  in  the    endeavour  to  discover 
anything  which  required  the  grounds  of 
objection  to  be  stated,  and  had  failed  in 
his  attempt.      He  thought,   therefore, 
that  this  was  inapplicable  to  boroughs, 
at  any  rate,  though  there  was  no  ground 
for  it  in  the  counties. 

Dr.  LYONS  said,  he  wished  to  en- 
dorse the  observations  which  had  fallen 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Tyrone  (Mr. 
T.  A.  Dickson).  On  a  former  occasion 
when  the  subject  was  under  considera- 
tion he  had  mentioned  a  remarkable  fact 
in  connection  with  himself.  For  10 
years,  owing  to  frivolous  objections,  he 
had  never  been  able  to  get  his  name 
upon  the  Kegister  of  the  county  of  Dub- 
lin. He  had  never  been  able  to  attend 
personally,  and  in  consequence  of  that 
fact  and  other  circumstances  he  had 
never  been  put  on  the  Eegister. 

Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hbkry  Jahes)  pointed  out  that  the 
clause  proposed  would  make  the  law  of 
England  and  Ireland  identical,  as  would 
he  seen  on  reference  to  Clause  26  of  the 
Act  of  1878.  That  clause  required  that 
in  the  notice  to  be  given  in  the  case  of 
horough  voters  the  objection  should  be 
Btated  specifically. 


Mb.  HEALY  said,  that  on  a  former 
occasion  he  remembered  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson) 
making  some  remark  as  to  this  sys- 
tem of  objection.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  pointed  out 
that  this  proposal  left  too  much  power 
in  the  hands  of  the  officials,  and  he  (Mr. 
Healy)  was  to  a  certain  extent  inclined 
to  ag^ee  with  him,  and  if  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  brought  forward 
any  Amendment  for  the  purpose  of 
providing  that  Union  officials  who  cor- 
ruptly discharged  their  duties  should 
be  punished,  he  (Mr.  Healy)  would 
be  glad  to  support  him.  He  thought 
that  a  clause  of  this  kind,  which 
gave  power  to  Union  officers  to  put  on 
the  Register  whomsoever  they  liked, 
ought  to  be  tempered  with  some  penal 
provision  to  the  effect  that,  if  it  was 
found — as  had  been  found  in  the  case  of 
the  South  Dublin  Union — that  people 
were  put  on  the  list  who  were  never  in 
the  district  at  all,  the  officers  who  were 
guilty  of  such  misrepresentation  should 
be  heavily  punished.  The  Committee 
was  familiar  with  what  had  occurred  in 
the  l^outh  Dublin  Union — names  had 
been  put  on  the  Register  fraudulently, 
and  it  could  not  be  for  a  moment  con- 
tended that  it  happened  from  accident. 
He  confessed  that,  whatever  might  have 
been  the  state  of  the  case  previously,  he 
(Mr.  Healy)  was  not  so  enthusiastic  as 
to  this  provision  as  he  was  two  or  three 
years  ago ;  in  fact,  he  had  been  not  un- 
grateful to  the  House  of  Lords  for  hav- 
ing rejected  the  Bill  in  1883.  He  believed 
it  would  have  been  impossible  for  them 
to  have  worked  the  County  Dublin 
had  the  House  of  Lords  passed  it.  In 
his  own  case  in  the  county  of  Mona- 
ghan  the  Register  would  have  been 
against  him  under  the  £12  franchise 
if  this  clause  had  been  carried.  He 
certainly  viewed  with  apprehension  this 
power  given  to  the  Union  officials  in 
Ireland  to  make  themselves  Returning 
Officers  in  counties  and  boroughs  unless 
some  severe  penalty  were  provided  for 
fraudulent  entries.  As  to  one  detail  of 
this  clause,  it  would  prevent  frivolous 
objections  to  voters,  but  it  did  nothing 
to  prevent  frivolous  objections  in  the 
case  of  claimants.  Yet  the  next  pro- 
viso was  that  all  *'  persons  " — claimants 
as  well  as  voters — should  not  be  required 
to  give  evidence  except  in  so  far  as  such 
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right  was  called  specifically  in  question 
by  tlie  notice  of  objection.  That  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  somewhat  extraor- 
dinary, and  he  would  ask  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  as  to  this  point,  whether  this 
was  not  inconsistent  ? 

Mr.  T.  a.  DICKSON  said,  that  hav- 
ing seen  the  Beg^stration  Act  worked, he 
might  say  that  when  a  man  was  put 
upon  the  voters'  list,  he  could  not  be 
struck  off  unless  evidence  were  g^von 
that  he  had  no  qualification  ;  but  when 
a  man  was  on  the  claimants'  list,  he  then 
had  to  prove  his  possession  of  a  quali- 
fication, and  that  made  all  the  difference. 
A  man  could  not  be  struck  off  unless 
substantial  proof  were  given  in  Court 
that  he  had  lost  his  qualification. 

Mb.  CALLAN  asked,  how  the  hon. 
Member  would  deal  with  the  supple- 
mentary lists,  which  were  most  im- 
portant ? 

Mb.  T.  a.  DICKSON :  They  are  lists 
of  claimants. 

Mb.  CALLAN  said,  they  were  not ; 
and  that  showed  how  little  the  county 
Members  understood  this  question.  The 
claimants'  lists  and  the  supplementary 
lists  were  quite  different.  The  rule  in 
Ireland  was  that  if  a  man  was  on  the 
electoral  list  he  could  not  be  displaced 
unless  it  were  proved  that  he  had  lost 
his  qualification.  A  claimant  ooidd  be 
obliged  to  prove  his  claim ;  but  there 
was  another  important  list — namely, 
that  which  was  called  the  supplemen- 
tary list — a  list  of  those  whose  names 
were  brought  forward  for  the  first  time, 
who  had  not  been  electors  in  the  pre- 
vious year,  and  who  were  obliged,  even 
if  there  were  no  objection  lodged  against 
them  and  even  though  they  were  ou  the 
list  of  poor*rate  payers,  to  prove  their 
claim.  Vexatious  objections  might  be 
raised  to  that  list,  and  the  onus  of  proof 
should  be  on  the  objector,  and  not  upon 
the  person  who  was  not  a  claimant,  but 
had  been  put  upon  the  list  by  the  rate 
collector.  His  (Mr.  Callan's)  contention 
was  that,  unless  there  were  objections 
raised  to  those  persons  being  put  upon 
the  list,  they  should  be  put  on  as  a 
matter  of  course. 

Mb.  H.  G.  ALLEN  said,  that  the  law 
really  was  this — and  it  had  been  found 
a  very  salutary  one — that  those  who 
came  as  claimants  to  be  placed  upon  the 
list  for  the  first  time,  never  having  been 
on  it  before,  were  required,  in  answer  to 

Mr.  Mealy 


an  objection  made  genarallj,  to 
their  title.  After  that,  any  obj^ 
made  against  them  must 
stantially  the  specific  grounda  of  objco- 
tion.  When  a  man  bad  once  got  «pM 
the  Begister,  it  required  a  reiy  stroef 
case  to  strike  him  off.  The  Ainf  ndnwl 
before  the  Committee  woold  a— hirilatt 
the  law  of  Ireland  upon  this  sabjeet  ts 
that  of  England,  and  he  had  mack 
pleasure  in  supporting  it. 

Mb.  FINDLATEB  said,  that  beooali 
speak  from  experience  of  the 
of  making  peHectly  sure  that, 
objection  was  taken  to  a  name  of  a 
voter  being  placed  upon  the  hsi,  tht 
person  raising  the  objection  should  \m 
subjected  to  the  payment  of  costs. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  he  objected  to  tk« 
scheme  and  scope  of  this  Bill  being  ^ 
verted  from  what  it  was  stated  it  was  tt 
be  by  the  Prime  Minister  and  tkM 
who  were  responsible  for  the 
tion  Bills.  They  had  been  told 
Eegistration  Bills  would  be 
for  the  three  countries  to  apply  the 
isting  registration  machinery  to  t^ 
electorate  manufactured  by  the  B«lba 
Bill.  It  was  not  the  intention  stated  ky 
the  Prime  Minister  and  the  Goren- 
ment,  and  it  was  not  in  accordanes  mA 
common  sense  that  in  the  Bill 
to  one  of  the  three  countries  the 
tunity  should  be  taken  of  not  oaly 
introducing  a  machinery 
measure,  but  also  a  Beform 
Bill.  The  clauses  now  under 
were  reaUy  Beform  Begistration ' 
and  were,  therefore,  outside  the  seops  W 
what  the  Bill  should  be.  With 
to  what  had  been  said  by  the  hon. 
ber  for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Findlatsr) 
his  hon.  and  learned  Colleague  who 
upon  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
(Mr.  Healy),  so  far  as  he  (Mr.  Gib«s 
could  see,  the  clauses  of  the  hon.  Msa- 
ber  for  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  A.  Dicksoa)  hk 
provide  that  as  to  objections  taka  t» 
names  already  on  the  voters'  list,  tWv 
objections  should  be  specific  aad  c^ 
tailed.  That  was  the  way  he  Mt. 
Gibson)  took  it ;  he  was  sure  tko  ha. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  So&ai« 
General  for  Ireland  had  coasiderei  ife 
matter,  and  had  put  his  own  msitiw 
tion  on  it.  The  proper  reading  was  t^ 
the  notice  of  objection  haviag  Vms 
given,  all  the  grounds  of  oi^sctta 
should  be  epeoificaUy  and  plainly 
Both  Members  for  Mooagliaa 
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desire  tbat,  and  therefore  he  would  not 
take  objection  to  it. 

Mr.  CALLAN  asked,  whether  in  the 
proposed  new  clause  anj  distinction  had 
been  made  between  the  list  of  claimants 
and  what  was  called  the  supplementary 
list  ?  The  ri^ht  hon.  and  learned'Gen- 
tleman  the  Memher  for  the  University 
of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  appeared  to  be 
ignorant  on  that  subject. 

Mr.  GIBSON:  Oh,  no;  I  under- 
stand  it  perfectly  well. 

Mr.  CALLAN  said,  that   the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  per- 
fectly familiar  with  the  point,  and  what 
he  (Mr.  Callan)  said  was  that  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  appeared 
to  be  ig^norant.    In  Ireland  there  were 
three  lists  published.   First,  that  of  the 
people  whose  names  were  on  the  Ee- 
gister  for  the  preceding  year;  and  if 
any  objections  to  the  voters  whose  names 
had  appeared  on  that  list  were  taken,  it 
was  necessary  for  the  objectors  to  show 
that  the  voters  had  lost  their  qualifica- 
tion   before  they  could   be  displaced. 
But  then  there  was  the  supplementary 
list,  which  was  apnmdfaeie  list  of  those 
entitled  to  be  on  the  Eegister.     Sup- 
posing a  man  died  and  his  son  who  in- 
herited his  name  was  put  on,  or  suppos- 
ing a  man  inherited  or  was  entitled  to 
be  put  on  by  marriage,  his  name  was 
put  on  that  list.     The  name  of  such 
person  would  be  put  on  the  Begister 
without  any  proof  whatever,  and   the 
person  would  become  an  elector  unless 
his  claim   was  disproved.     But  if   he 
received   a  notice    of   objection  three 
months  before  the  month  of  October, 
the  anus  was  put  upon  him  to  oome  for- 
"ward  and  prove  his  claim.    The  result 
was  that  whenever  any  voter  in  Ireland 
died,  or  any  of   his  connections  from 
whom  he  inherited,  a  three-fold  objec- 
tion was  made  against  him,  and  he  was 
compelled  to  oome  and  uphold  his  right. 
That  list  was  very  different  to  the  list 
of  claimants— so  essentially  different  that 
he  should  not  like  to  vote  with  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Monaghan  on 
^e  question  of  claimants.    On  all  mat- 
ters affecting  Party  in  Ireland  the  Con- 
servatives were  able  to  use  an  elaborate 
And  efficient  organization,  and  to  lodge 
a  number  of  objections  to  the  supple- 
mentary list.  Every  name  that  appeared 
on  the  supplementary  list  was  objected 
^1  in  the  nope  that  the  person  would 
not  be  able  to  prove  his  claim.    In  that 


manner  the  hon.  Member  for  Belfast 
(Mr.  Oorry)  and  others  of  his  class 
succeeded  in  striking  from  the  Begister 
in  Belfast  and  other  places,  for  their 
own  purpose,  the  names  of  a  great 
many  artizans.  The  supplementary  list 
was  only  a  list  of  those  who,  by  mar- 
riage, inheritance,  and  so  on,  came  upon 
the  list ;  and  he  (Mr.  Callan)  would  ask 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  to  place 
his  foot  down  and  say  that  those  who 
came  on  the  supplementary  list  should 
be  placed  in  the  same  position  as  those 
who  were  already  on  the  list  of  voters. 
He  would  ask  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  to  express  his  view  upon  this 
matter.  The  list  of  the  Clerks  of  Unions 
should  betaken  as  a  primd  facie iprooioi 
a  man's  title  to  the  franchise. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walkeb)  said,  that 
anyone  who  had  studied  the  Act  of  1850 
would  know  that  it  included  those  per- 
sons on  the  Register  of  the  previous 
year  and  on  the  supplemental  list. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  did  not  pretend 
to  understand  this  matter ;  he  thought 
that  any  voter  should  have  a  right  to 
object  to  a  perfectly  new  claimant  who 
had  not  been  on  the  list  before  without 
being  obliged  to  serve  notice  of  objec- 
tion. He  would  allow  anyone  in  Court 
to  object.  As  it  was,  all  three  Parties, 
the  Liberals,  the  Conservatives,  and 
the  Nationalists,  objected,  each  being 
obliged  to  throw  away  a  ^d.  stamp. 
Why  should  they  not  allow  anyone  to 
object  —  why  throw  away  those  3rf. 
stamps?  It  only  gave  the  Revising 
Barristers  more  work  to  do.  Claimants 
were  bound  to  be  objected  to  in  that 
roundabout  way,  because,  unless  objec- 
tion had  been  previously  taken,  it  was 
not  possible  to  put  a  question  to  them 
in  Court.  If  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  would  refer  to  the  fifth  line  of 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  A.  Dickson),  he  would 
observe  these  words — 

"  But,  with  that  exception,  no  notice  of  ob- 
jection given  under  the  said  Act  to  any  person 
upon  any  list  of  voters  shall  be  valid  unless 
the  ground  or  grounds  of  objection  be  spe- 
cifically stated  therein." 

But  later  on  they  intended  to  provide 
that  objections  against  all  ''persons," 
that  was  claimants  included,  should 
state  the  grounds  of  objection.  With 
regard  to  the  first  part  of  the  provision, 
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he  would  suggest,  as  he  had  already 
stated,  that  anyone  should  have  the 
right  i!?rm4 /»<?!>  to  object  to  the  claim 
of  a  person  to  be  put  on  the  Beglster 
without  it  being  necessary  to  provide 
these  Zd,  stamps.  If  that  were  not 
done,  people  would  object  to  a  claimant 
without  knowing  anything  about  the 
matter,  simply  to  be  on  the  safe  side 
and  to  assist  the  Bevising  Barrister  in 
doing  his  duty. 

Mr.  CALLAN  asked  how  the  hon. 
Member  for  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  A.  Dickson) 
proposed  to  deal  with  voters  on  the 
supplementary  list  to  whom  objection 
might  be  taken  ?  Would  those  persons 
whose  names  were  in  the  voters'  list  of 
another  Union  stand  in  the  same  valid 
position  as  they  did  in  the  voters'  list  of 
the  previous  year  ? 

Sib  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  said,  the 
supplementary  list  might  be  shortly  de- 
scribed as  a  record  for  the  use  of  the 
Clerk  of  the  Union  of  persons  debarred 
from  voting  for  one  cause  or  another. 
He  wanted  those  persons  who  appeared 
on  the  supplementary  list  to  be  pro- 
tected in  the  same  way  as  the  voters  on 
the  previous  Begister  were  protected. 

The  SOLICITOB  GENEBAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  suggested 
that  the  clause  should  be  allowed  to 

Sass,  and  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
[ember  for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy) 
or  the  hon.  Member  for  Louth  (Mr. 
Callan)  should  raise  their  objection  to 
it,  if  they  had  any  to  raise,  on  the  Be- 
port  stage. 

Mr.  callan  said,  he  did  not  raise 
any  objection  whatever  to  the  clause. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  he  had  always  ob- 
jected to  the  supplementary  list.  He 
objected  to  the  supplementary  list  in 
his  own  county ;  he  objected  to  the  name 
of  anyone  who  was  unfavourable  to  him, 
and  thereby  put  him  on  the  proof.  He 
regarded  it  as  a  most  unfair  thing ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  it  was  a  facility  afforded 
him  by  the  law  as  it  now  existed.  He 
wanted  to  do  away  with  that;  and  he 
remarked  that  however  objectionable  it 
might  be  when  it  was  a  question  of 
200  or  300  names,  it  would  be  far  more 
so  when  there  were  2,000  or  3,000  to 
deal  with.  There  were  two  official  lists 
published,  and  he  wanted  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  to  this  fact.  One  was  the  offi- 
cial list  of  the  voters  of  the  previous 
year.  For  instance,  if  an  election  took 
2dr,  Sealy 


place  this  year  there  would  be  the 
cial  list  published  of  persoiLS  on  ^ 
Begister  for  1885  ;  that  was  sent  to^ 
Clerks  of  the  Unions  in  tke  montk  of 
July,  and  that  person  put  objectiaaa 
against  the  names  of  persons  on  vazioai 
grounds.  Then  there  was  what  vas 
called  the  supplementary  list,  w^ic^ 
contained  the  names  of  persons  entztbl 
since  the  previous  year  to  be  on  tM 
Begister ;  that  was  dealt  with  by  tbt 
Clerk  of  the  Union  in  the  same  muser 
as  the  ordinary  list.  In  the  case  of  o2k 
jection  being  raised  to  anyone  ontlutf 
list,  he  must  prove  his  right  to  voitt; 
whereas  he  (Mr.  Callan)  contended  tbst 
the  onus  of  proof  ought  to  be  placed  « 
the  objector.  He  thought  that  comaoi. 
sense  demanded  that  a  change  sluwU 
be  made  in  this  matter. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Clause  read  a  second  time,  and  mMd 
to  the  Bill. 

New  Clause : — 

(Costs  to  be  awarded  not  to  exceed  £ft.    9t  mi. 

20  Tic.  c.  36,  B.  14.    13  and  14  Vie. 

c.  69,  s.  62.) 

<*  The  sum  ordered  to  be  paid  by  way  td.  catm 
shall  not  upon  any  one  Tote  exceed  the  warn,  rf 
five  pounds,  and  the  sixty-aeoood  urtiw  d 
'The  Parliamentary  Voters  (£x«laBd)  A£L 
1850/  shall  be  read  as  if  the  vocdi  *i^ 
pounds'  had  been  substituted  thoein  lort^ 
words  *  twenty  shillings,'  '*  —  {Mr,  T,  JL 
DiekiOHf) 

— brought  up,  and  read  the  first  tioMu 

Motion  made,  and  Que6ti<m 
**  That  the  said  Clause  be  read  a 
time." 

Mb.    healy  Buggeeted  tiiat  ite 
clause  should  not  be  put  in  this 
far  as  the  present  Motion  was 
It  would  be  better  that  thedanee 
be  put  as  far  as  the  words  "  fir9 
in  the  second  line. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Clause  read  a  second  time,  and 
to  the  Bill. 

New  Clause : — 

(Proceedings  on  objectiona.     13  aad  II  1 
c.  69,  s.  65.    41  and  42  Vio.  e.  M,  a.  S ' 

"  Notwithstanding  anything  to  ^3bm 
contained  in  *  The  Farliamentaiy  T< 
land)  Act,  1850,'  where  any  pen 
is  on  any  list  of  voters  for  a  county,  otr.  w«^ 
or  borough  (not  being  a  list  of 
duly  objected  to  by  some  pema 
clerk  of  the  peace,  the  clerk  ol  tKs 
poor  rate  collector,  or  the  towa 
county  court  jodge^  chairman,  or 
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,  whether  the  person  objected  to  does  or 
not  appear  before  him,  shall,  before  re- 
chairing  it  to  be  proved  that  the  person  objected 
^o  is  entitled  to  have  his  name  inserted  in  the 
list  of  Toters  for  such  county,  city,  town,  or 
l^oroogh,  or  expunging  such  name,  require 
I>riin&  facie  proof  to  be  ^ven  to  his  satisfaction 
of  •ome  ground  of  objection  against  such  person, 
fluid,  for  the  purpose  of  determining  whether 
wuch.  prima  facie  proof  is  satisfactory,  shall 
examine  the  collectors  of  poor  rates,  clerk  of  the 
i&ziion,  or  any  other  person  who  may  be  present, 
Mooching  the  truth  of  the  alleged  ground  of 
objection,  and  if  such  primd,  facie  nroof  is  not 
mo  given  to  his  satisfaction,  he  shall  retain  the 
xiame  of  the  person  objected  to  in  the  list  of 
voters,"— (Jfr.  T,  A,  Liekton,) 

— brought  upf   and  read  the  first  and 
second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Clause  be  added  to  the 
BiU." 

Mb.  lewis  said,  that  this  pro- 
vision was  meant  to  apply  to  persons 
'who  would  now  come  upon  the  list  for 
the  first  time  as  well  as  to  old  voters.  It 
-was  capable  of  so  much  misuse  that  he 
proposed  to  add  to  the  clause  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  effect  that  the  section  should 
not  apply  to  any  objection  where  the 
person  objected  to  was  on  the  list  of 
Toters  in  respect  of  a  qualification  for 
which  he  should  not  have  been  regis- 
tered on  the  list  of  voters  for  the  present 
rear.  It  was  necessary  that  there  should 
be  a  clear  line  of  demarcation  between 
the  old  list  and  the  new  with  regard  to 
the  costs  of  objections.  As  to  the  form 
that  had  to  be  handed  in  by  occupiers 
relating  to  sub-tenants,  he  did  not  be- 
lieve that  one  Member  of  the  House 
out  of  50  could  of  his  own  motion 
fill  it  up  properly ;  anything  more 
technical  or  misleading  to  be  placed  in 
the  hands  of  persons  deficient  in  ordi- 
nary intelligence  and  experience  could 
not  be  conceived.  It  would  be  in  the 
recollection  of  the  Committee  that  the 
question  as  to  what  constituted  a  dwell- 
ing-bouse had  been  raised  in  the  Courts 
of  Law,  and  that  the  decision  had  ulti- 
mately turned  on  whether  the  chief  oc- 
cupier or  landlord  resided  on  the  pre- 
mises or  not.  This  form  then  assumed 
that  the  person  was  acquainted  with  an 
abstruse  point  of  law,  and  the  result 
must  be  that  vast  numbers  of  those  forms 
would  be  filled  up  ignorantly,  and  a 
great  number  of  them  improperly.  He 
believed  that  persons  would  be  put  on 
who  might  have  been  in  occupation  only 
a  week,  and  many  who  were  not  in  oo* 


cupation  of  a  dwelling-house  at  all. 
His  Amendment  was  to  prevent  mani- 
pulation, either  by  ignorance  or  fraud, 
by  enacting  that  the  stringent  pro- 
vision that  the  objectors  should  prove 
their  objection  primd  facie  should  not 
apply  tne  first  time  a  name  appeared 
on  the  list.  He  believed  that  it  would 
be  obvious  to  the  Committee  that  it  was 
desirable  that  that  addition  should  be 
made,  and  he  could  see  no  reasonable 
objection  to  it,  because  it  was  hostile  to 
the  interests  of  no  Party.  His  conten- 
tion was  that  the  onus  should  not  be 
shifted,  and  that  it  was  fair  that  it 
should  remain  where  it  was  at  present 
in  the  case  of  new  voters. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
new  Clause,  at  end,  add — 

''But  this  section  shall  not  apply  to  any  ob- 

i'ection  where  the  person  objected  to  is  on  the 
ist  of  voters  in  respect  of  a  qualification  for 
which  he  shall  not  have  been  registered  on  the 
list  of  voters  for  the  present  year." — (Mr, 
Lewis.) 

The  SOLICITOE  GENEEAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  said,  the 
Amendment  would  nullify  what  the  Com- 
mittee had  already  agreed  to,  and  he 
coidd  not,  therefore,  agree  to  it. 

Amendment  negatived. 
Clause  added  to  the  Bill. 

New  Clause : — 

(Power  of  revising  barrister  to  summon 
witnesses.) 

"  A  revising  barrister  may  by  summons  under 
his  hand  require  any  person  to  attend  at  the 
court  and  give  evidence  or  produce  documents 
for  the  purpose  of  the  revision,  and  any  person 
who,  after  the  tender  to  him  of  a  reasonable 
amount  for  his  expenses,  fails  so  to  attend,  or 
who  fails  to  answer  any  question  put  to  him  by 
the  revising  barrister  in  pursuance  of  this  sec- 
tion, or  to  produce  any  document  which  he  is 
required  in  pursuance  of  this  section  to  pro- 
duce, shall  be  liable  to  pay  a  fine  not  exceeding 
Jive  pounds  and  not  less  than  twenty  shillings. 
Such  fine  may  be  imposed  by  the  revising  bar- 
rister at  his  discretion,  and  may  be  recovered 
in  the  same  manner  as  any  other  fine  imposed 
by  '  The  Parliamentary  Registration  (Ireland) 
Act,  I860,'  is  now  by  law  recoverable,'*— (ifr. 
Bealy,) 

— hrought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  said  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Thb  solicitor  general  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  said,  that 
the  contingency  contemplated  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  was    suffi- 
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ciently  provided  for  by  the  56tli  section 
of  the  Act  of  1850.  He  did  not  think, 
therefore,  that  the  clause  was  necessary, 
and  he  suggested  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  that  it  should  not  be  pressed. 

Mb.  T.  a.  DICKSON  said,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  when  a  County  Court 
Judge  summoned  a  witness,  and  he  did 
not  attend,  no  further  steps  were  taken. 
Dozens  of  cases  of  that  kind  occurred ; 
and  the  Judge  would  not  compel  the 
witnesses  to  attend.  If  notice  was 
issued,  he  thought  that  they  ought  to 
be  compelled  to  attend. 

Mr.  HEALY  pointed  out  that,  as 
the  matter  now  stood,  a  witness  who 
happened  to  be  hostile  had  only  to  get 
up  when  he  liked  and  walk  out  of 
Court. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  asked  why, 
if,  as  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
had  stated,  this  was  provided  for  in  the 
Act  of  1850,  it  was  necessary  to  provide 
for  it  again  in  the  English  Act  of 
1870? 

Sib  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  said,  he 
could  see  no  possible  objection  to  re- 
peating in  the  Irish  Act  what  was  al- 
ready in  the  English  Act. 

Thb  solicitor  GENERAL  pob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  said,  he 
would  not  press  his  objection  to  the 
Amendment. 


(Frehni)  BtU.        UTI 

"  The  expenaas  properly  incantd  \if  tM 
of  the  peace  or  town  derk  u  nsfaiim^'m' 
eluding  any  costs  which  he  may  b«  ctitd  t3 
pay  to  the  appellant  in  any  wk  tffoJ,  iL 
he  allowed  to  him  as  part  of  the  ap*o*  >* 
curred  by  him  in  respect  of  the  ivriaoaii  m 
list  to  which  the  appeal  relates.  Tk  co*  d 
an  appeal  against  the  dedsien  of  s  in»ic 
barrister  shall  be  in  the  discretioa  ol  tk  oa 
hearing  the  appeal,"— (Jfr.  Mtaif,) 

— brought  up,  and  read  the  first  tint. 

Motion  made,  and  QuestioD  pfofiwi- 
''  That  the  said  Clause  be  retd  a  Kcot: 
time." 

Motion  agresd  to. 

Clause  added  to  the  Bill. 

New  Clause : — 

(Rate-books  may  be  amcodei} 

"  The  board  of  guardians  of  inj  poor  kr 
union  may  from  time  to  timesBCMaiTi* 
made  for  snch  union  by  yirtue  of  thi  iA  ^ 
the  relief  of  the  destitute  poor  in  Iniai^ 
inserting  in  the  rate-book  the  mat  of  tsr^ 
son  claiming  and  entitled  to  htn  ^  ** 
therein  as  owner  or  occupier,  or  by  iiHW 
therein  the  name  of  any  person  ^  «cH  * 
have  been  rated,  or  by  striking  oat  tk  i* 
of  any  person  who  ought  not  to  km  *« 
rated,  or  by  raising  or  redudBg  i^  ■■^ 
which  any  person  has  been  rated,  if  it ' 
to  the  board  that  such  person  hsi  bis 


Motion  agreed  to. 

Clause  read  a  second  time,  and  added 
to  the  Bill. 

New  Clause : — 

(Costs  of  appeal.) 

«  The  costs  of  an  appellant  against  a  decision 
of  a  revising  barrister  may,  if  the  appeal  is 
successful,  be  ordered  by  the  court  hearing  the 
appeal  to  be  paid  by  the  clerk  of  the  peace 
or  town  clerk  named  as  respondent  in  the 
said  appeal,  whether  he  shall  or  shall  not  appear 
before  the  said  court  in  support  of  the  decision. 

**  For  enabling  an  appellant  to  obtain  such 
an  order  he  may,  at  or  before  the  time  of  mak- 
ing his  declaration  of  appeal  under  section 
fifty-eight  of  '  The  Parliamentary  Hegistration 
(Ireland)  Act,  1850,'  require  the  revising  bar- 
rister to  name  the  clerk  of  the  peace  for  the 
county,  or  the  town  clerk  for  the  parliamentary 
borough  or  municipal  borough,  as  the  case  may 
be,  to  which  the  appeal  relates,  to  be  respondent 
in  the  appeal. 

**  The  revising  barrister  if  so  required  shall, 
and  in  any  case  may,  name  such  clerk  of  the 
peace  or  town  clerk,  as  the  case  may  be,  to  be 
respondent  in  an  appeal,  either  alone  or  in  ad- 
dition to  any  other  person  referred  to  in  section 
fifty-nine  of  '  The  Parliamentary  Registration 
(Ireland)  Act,  I860.* 

The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 


rated  or  over-rated  through  ckricii 
b^  making  such  other  amendmenti  I 
will  make  such  rate  oonfonnabk  to tb^ 
Acts  ;  and  no  such  amendment  ihilltiMi* 
avoid  the  rate :  Provided  •^^■?jj*'*  T5 
person  aggrieved  by  any  such  shenti*  "^ 
have  the  same  light  of  appeal  tbtfa*^* 
would  have  had  if  his  name  had  bees  w;4^ 
inserted  in  such  rate,  and  no  tach  »^^"* 
had  been  made ;  and  aa  reroectt  say  ^^ 
son  the  rates  shall  be  consicWtd  to  ktn  v 
made  at  the  time  when  he  redfii  sie» 
such  alteration,  and  every  penon  w^  ^ 
are  altered  shall  be  entitled  to  ferta  i^^j 
tice  of  such  alteration  before  ths  i»ti  ■'^ 
payable  by  him,*' — (Jtfr.  Hmlf,) 

— brought  up,  and  read  the  fint  taf 

Motion  made,  and  Questioa  piufj* 
"  That  the  said  Clause  be  reid  t**^ 
time." 

Thb    SOLICrrOB   GENEBAl  ^ 
IRELAND  (Mr.  WALOB)itti^^ 
not  think  this  clause  wtf  g***"* 
the  subject  of  registration.  . 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  app«i^  » 
to  the  hon.  and  learned  Ow^'^V 
consider  this  Amendmeot  >&  *  y 
spirit.  It  was  not  a  m*tt*^jj/* 
anything  to  do  with  Party  *5*2 
tions ;  he  might  call  it  •»  "^^ 
matter.  If  a  wrong  exiBted,  s<**^ 
mitted,  now  was  the  time  tP  i»** . 
and  that  was  what  hit  dM*  ^"^ 
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tended  to  do.  There  was  no  power  in- 
vested in  the  Board  of  Guardians  to 
make  the  alterations  in  question,  and 
as  he  had  shown  that  no  Party  conside- 
rations were  involved,  he  hoped  he 
should  receive  the  support  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Gibson)  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Lon- 
donderry (Mr.  Lewis). 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  he  was  utterly  at 
a  loss  to  know  why  his  name  shoidd  be 
dragged  into  the  discussion  on  every 
Amendment  relating  to  those  matters. 
It  was  always  the  same ;  whether  he 
spoke,  or  whether  he  was  silent.  It 
was  said  he  agreed  to  this,  and  did  not 
agree  to  that,  even  when  he  had  never 
opened  his  lips  on  any  matter.  How- 
ever, looking  at  this  question,  he  was 
inclined  to  agree  with  the  Solicitor  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  that  the  Amendment  was 
not  in  the  slightest  degree  germane  to 
a  Kegistration  Bill.  It  might  be  open 
to  examination  and  discussion  if  it  were 
brought  forward  on  a  Bating  Bill ;  but 
he  was  bound  to  say  that  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  was  justified  in  taking 
objection  to  the  introduction  of  the 
Amendment  on  such  a  Bill  as  the  pre- 
sent, and  that  objection  he  felt  bound  to 
support. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  would  not  press 
the  Amendment,  but  would  ask  why  a 
Eating  Bill  was  not  introduced,  seeing 
that  it  was  admitted  that  his  Amend- 
ment was  germane  to  a  Bating  Bill  ? 

Clause,  by  leave,  withdrawn . 


{Ireland^  SiU. 
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New  Clause : — 

(Daties  and  powers  of  court  of  reyision.) 

"  The  court  shall,  with  respect  to  the  lists  of 
Parliamentary  voters  which  it  is  appointed  to 
revise,  perform  the  duties  and  have  the  powers 
following : 

'*(!.)  It  shall  correct  any  mistake  which  is 
proved  to  have  been  made  in  any  list ; 

**(2.)  It  may  correct  any  mistake  which  is 
proved  to  have  been  made  in  any  claim  or 
notice  of  objection; 

**  (3.)  It  shall  expunge  the  name  of  every 
person,  whether  objected  to  or  not,  whose 
qualification  as  stated  in  any  list  is  insufficient 
in  law  to  entitle  such  person  to  be  included 
therein ; 

**(4.)  It  shall  expunge  the  name  of  ever^ 
person  who,  whether  objected  to  or  not,  is 
proved  to  be  dead  ; 

"  (5.)  It  shall  expunge  the  name  of  every 
person,  whether  objected  to  or  not,  whose  name 
or  place  of  abode,  or  the  nature  of  whose 
qualification,  or  the  name  or  situation  of  whoso 
qualifying  property  if  the  qualification  is  in 
respect  of  property,  or  any  other  particulars 

YOL.  OOXOYII.    [thibd  bxbibs.] 


respecting  whom  by  law  required  to  bo  stated 
in  the  list,  is  or  are  either  wholly  omitted  or  in 
the  judgment  of  the  revising  barriitter  insufii- 
ciently  described  for  the  purpose  of  being  identi- 
fied, unless  the  matter  or  matters  so  omitted  or 
insufficiently  described  be  supplied  to  the  satis- 
faction of  the  court  before  it  shall  have  com- 
pleted the  revision  of  the  list  in  which  the 
omission  or  insufficient  description  occurs,  and 
in  case  such  matter  or  matters  shall  be  so  sup- 
plied the  court  shall  then  and  there  inseit  the 
same  in  puch  list ; 

'*(6.)  It  shall  expunge  the  name  of  every 
person,  whether  objected  to  or  not,  where  it  is 
proved  to  the  revising  barrister  that  such  person 
was,  on  the  twentieth  day  of  July  then  next 
preceding,  incapacitated  by  any  law  or  statute 
from  voting ; 

**  (7.)  Before  expunging  from  a  list  the  name 
of  any  person  not  objected  to,  the  court  shall 
cause  such  notice,  if  any,  as  shall  appear  neces- 
sary or  proper  under  the  circumstances  of  the 
proposal  to  expunge  the  name  to  be  given  to  or 
left  at  the  usual  or  last  known  place  of  abode  of 
such  person ; 

'*  ^8.)  Subject  as  herein  and  otherwise  by  law 
provided,  the  court  shall  retain  the  name  of 
every  person  not  objected  to,  and  also  of  every 
person  objected  to,  unless  the  objector  appears 
by  himself  or  by  some  person  on  his  behalf  in 
support  of  his  objection  ; 

'*  (9.)  If  any  objector  other  than  the  clerk  of 
the  peace,  town  clerk,  or  a  derk  of  union,  or 
collector-general,  so  appears,  the  court  of  re- 
vision shall  require  him  to  prove  that  he  gave 
the  notice  or  notices  of  objection  required  by 
law  to  be  given  by  him,  and  to  give  prim&  facie 
proof  of  the  ground  of  objection,  and  for  that 
purpose  may  examine  and  allow  the  objector  to 
oxsmine  any  clerk  of  union,  collector-general, 
or  other  collector  of  rates,  or  any  other  person 
on  oath  touching  the  alleged  ground  of  objection, 
and  unless  such  proof  is  given  to  the  satisfaction 
of  the  court,  the  court  shall,  subject  as  herein 
and  otherwise  by  law  provided,  retain  the  name 
of  the  person  objected  to ; 

"  An  objection  made  under  this  Act  by  a  oleik 
of  union,  collector-general,  town  clerk,  or  clerk 
of  the  peace,  shall  be  deemed  to  cast  upon  the 
person  objected  to  the  burden  of  proving  his 
right  to  be  on  the  list ; 

'*  The  primd  facie  proof  shall  be  deemed  to  be 
given  by  the  objector  if  it  is  shown  to  the  satis- 
faction of  the  court  by  evidence,  repute,  or 
otherwise  that  there  is  reasonable  ground  for 
believing  that  the  objection  is  well  founded, 
and  that  by  reason  of  the  person  objected  to 
not  being  present  for  examination,  or  for  some 
other  reason,  the  objector  is  prevented  from 
discoveriog  or  proving  the  truth  respecting  the 
entry  objected  to ; 

"  (10.)  If  such  proof  is  given  by  the  objector 
as  herein  prescribed,  or  if  the  objection  is  by  a 
clerk  of  union,  collector-general,  town  clerk,  or 
clerk  of  the  peace,  then  unless  the  person  objected 
to  appears  by  himself  or  by  some  person  on  his 
behalf,  and  proves  that  he  was  entitled  on  the 
twentieth  day  of  July  then  next  preceding  to 
have  his  name  inserted  in  the  list  in  respect  of 
the  qualification  described  in  such  list,  the  court 
of  revision  shall  expunge  the  name  of  the 
person  objected  to,"--(ifr.  Bealy,) 

— brought  upf  and  read  tbe  first  time. 
2  T 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  said  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walkeb)  said,  there 
was  some  redundance  in  the  clause, 
which,  however,  might  be  corrected  on 
the  Report. 

Mb.  LEWIS  said,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land seemed  unable  to  understand  his 
(Mr.  Lewis's)  objection.  If  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  would  turn  to 
Sub-section  9,  he  would  there  find  that 
primd  facie  proof  was  required.  They 
had  passed  upon  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Tyrone  (Mr. 
T.  A.  Dickson)  that  the  objector  was 
bound  to  give  some  primd  facte  evidence 
of  the  ground  of  objection,  otherwise 
the  objection  would  not  be  allowed  to 
be  gone  into.  That  was  the  same  sub- 
ject-matter which  was  proposed  to  be 
dealt  with  by  Sub-section  9.  He  did 
not  know  whether  the  Government 
would  like  to  have  in  the  same  Act  of 
Parliament  two  clauses  dealing  in  diffe- 
rent language  with  the  same  subject- 
matter. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Clause  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Clause  be  added  to  the  Bill." 

Mr.  lewis  would  like  to  hear  what 
the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  had  to 
say  about  Sub-section  9. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  said,  that 
there  was,  perhaps,  some  resemblance 
in  the  wording  of  the  two  sections ;  but 
it  occurred  to  him  that  that  might  be 
cured  on  Report. 

Motion  agreed  to. 
Clause  added  to  the  Bill. 

Mr.  HEALY  proposed  the  following 
new  clause,  whicn  was  also  taken  from 
the  English  Act: — 

(Objections  not  to  lapse  by  death  of  objector.) 

"Any  objection  by  a  qualified  objector  may 
after  bis  death  be  revived  by  any  other  person 
qualified  to  have  made  the  objection  originally 
b^  a  notice  to  that  effect  in  writing  signed  by 
him  and  given  to  the  clerk  of  the  peace  or  town 
clerk  at  or  before  the  time  of  revision  of  the 
entry  to  which  the  objection  relates." 

Clause  brought  up^  read  the  first  and 
second  time,  and  added  to  the  Bill. 


Mr.  HEALY  proposed  the  foDonig 
new  clause : — 


(Dates  for  lodgers*  qiialifiestia») 
"  In  the  construction  of  the  foarthadiatf 
<The  RepresenUtion  of  the  PMfile  >ki 
Act,  1868,*  and  the  enactments  tMifac « 
affecting  the  same,  the  first  darof  JiH^ 
be  substituted  for  the  twentieth  dsr  d  JlV 

The  hon.  and  learned  Oentlnunii 
this  clause  dealt  with  a  vwy  cbwi 
matter,  which  must,  of  course,  hiTtb« 
brought  under  the  notice  of  theSefieSj 
General  for  Ireland.  At  the  p««i 
time,  lodgers  in  Ireland  were  rejcnt 
to  declare  on  the  14th  of  Julj  tin J^ 
were  in  occupation  of  their  lod|i»f!*t 
the  20th  of  July.  Now,  that  »ii  i^- 
surd,  and  ought  to  be  remedied. 

Clause  brought  up^  and  read  tlw  fe< 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Questiaii  pwfj*^ 
<'  That  the  said  Clause  be zMdiw* 
time." 

thb  soLiorroR  general  » 

IRELAND  (Mr.  Walkb)  nfl^ 
that  the  Motion  should  be  '"^^J^ 
and  that  the  hon.  and  learned  0«» 
man  should  confer  with  him  wiA  w 
view  of  a  clause  being  pwpw^^ 
Report.  ^     . 

Mr.  HEALY  thought  thst  As » 
of  July  would  be  a  better  dtj;!^.^ 
20th  of  July  would  not  giw  g*^ 
time,  in  his  judgment,  for  the  pw?"** 
tion  of  the  list.  He  woald,  bof«« 
ask  leave  to  withdraw  thedisee- 

Clause,  by  leave,  withinvn. 

Mr.  HEALY  moved  the  fcHi^ 
new  clause: — 

(Objeotioiit  to  dsiai  fi^) 

**  Every  registered  rot*  orpers****^ 
appears  on  the  list  of  roten  shiH  ^  ■J'^ 
without  giving  any  notice  of  otj»^**  ^, 
pose  the  claim  of  every  penoo  tl«"*f 
inserted  in  the  list  of  voten  in  tht»»fJJ 
and  with  the  same  rights  tad  ^y****^ 
such  registered  voter  or  pcwoa  hs<^^^ 
notice  of  objection.  For  tbs  P*J**i»» 
section  no  list  of  voters  shall  1m  d<** 
dude  any  list  of  claimants." 

The  hon.  and  learned  0«<^*"^, 
he  certainly  moved  this  ^^•^•rL 
great  deal  of  hesitation,  ^**^?^ 
Amendment  with  regard  ^^  ^*^ 
coming  from  one  side  of  the  H^V, 
peared  rather  odd.  If  the  ^^^^^^ 
liked  to  accept  it,  he  would  be  ^■•r 

pared  to  press  it 
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Claufie  br0ughi  yp,  and  read  tlie  first 
[me. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
That  the  said  Clause  be  read  a  second 


II 


ime. 

Mr.  lewis  said,  that  if  the  clause 
rere  accepted,  it  would  be  quite  possible 
9r  persons  to  be  struck  off  the  list  with- 
ut  their  knowing  anything  about  it. 
le  certainly  thought  that  a  person 
hould  receive  notice  that  his  name  was 
0  be  objected  to. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  leave  to  withdraw 
he  clause. 

Clause,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  HEALY  proposed  the  following 

lew  clause: — 

*'  For  the  preparation  of  the  Toters  lists  in 
be  Cit^  of  Dublin,  the  Commissioners  of  the 
ownships  of  Pembroke  and  Blackrock  shall 
«pay  to  the  treasurer  of  the  Corporation  of 
)DbUn  the  expense  of  making  out  the  lists  for 
och  portion  of  these  townships  as  are  situate 
rithin  the  Parliamentary  borough  of  Dublin." 

Che  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said, 
he  Government  had  promised  to  amend 
;he  law  in  this  respect.  No  one  knew 
his  matter  better  than  the  hon.  and 
earned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor  General 
!or  Ireland,  because  he  was  counsel  for 
:he  Corporation  when  they  fought  the 
natter  some  years  ago,  and  when  the 
^ourtof  Queen's  Bench  decided  that  the 
expenses  would  have  to  be  borne  by  the 
iity  at  large.  He  ( Mr.  Healy )  presumed 
hat  if  the  GoTemment  were  not  able  to 
locept  his  clause,  they  would  state  what 
they  were  prepared  to  do  on  Eeport. 

Clause  brought  ftp,  and  read  the  first 
ime. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'  That  the  said  Clause  be  read  a  second 
ime. 


i> 


The  80LICIT0B  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  thought  there 
^as  a  good  case  made  out  for  some 
alteration  of  the  present  system,  because 
Pembroke  and  Blackrock  were  distinct 
townships.  The  clause,  however,  did 
ttot  supply  the  means  of  working  out 
irhat  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  (Mr. 
Healy)  desired.  If  the  hon.  and  learned 
ientleman  would  withdraw  the  clause, 
l^y  Beport  a  clause  might  be  framed 
which  would  effect  the  object  in  view. 

Clause,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Ma.  HEALY  proposed  the  following 
new  clause : — 


(Students  in  rooms  not  to  be  registered 
as  lodgers.) 

**  No  student  occupying  rooms  in  any  college 
for  collegiate  purposes  shaU  be  entitled  to  be 
registered  to  vote  as  a  lodger.*' 

The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said, 
he  was  induced  by  the  speeches  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  (Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke),  who,  he  regretted,  was  now 
absent,  to  put  this  Amendment  on  the 
Paper.  The  other  night,  when  he 
moved  an  Amendment  upon  the  Parlia- 
mentary Elections  (Redistribution)  Bill, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  promised  him 
to  look  into  the  anomalous  condition  of 
things  in  Dublin,  whereby  young  gentle- 
men, to  the  number  of  some  hundreds, 
who  had  no  interest  whatever  in  the 
City  of  Dublin,  and  whose  board  and 
lodging  as  well  as  their  education  was 
paid  for  by  their  parents,  were  entitled  to 
be  placed  on  the  list  of  lodgers  and  to 
vote  in  the  election  of  Members  for  the 
City  of  Dublin.  He  had  inquired  whe- 
ther anything  of  the  kind  existed  at 
Oxford  or  Cambridge,  and  he  had  been 
told  that  no  person  in  either  of  those 
Universities  could  vote  as  lodgers  for 
the  towns  in  which  the  Universities  were 
situated.  He  need  scarcely  point  out  to 
the  Committee  how  absurd  it  was  that  a 
number  of  young  gentlemen  who  came 
up  from  the  Provinces  to  Dublin  Uni- 
versity, occupying  rooms  there  for  pur* 
poses  connected  with  their  degrees, 
should  plump  themselves  down  to  the 
number  of  2U0  upon  the  voters'  list  of  the 
city  in  which  they  paid  no  rent,  rates,  or 
taxes.  That  state  of  things  did  not  exist 
in  England  or  Scotland,  and  it  had  only 
existed  in  Ireland  within  the  last  fewyears 
owing  to  a  decision  sanctioning  it  given 
in  the  Dublin  Hegistration  Court.  He  was 
sure  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Gibson)  would  agree  with  him  that 
those  young  gentlemen  were  already  suffi- 
ciently represented  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. Theright  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man could  not  reasonably  say  that  the 
students  of  Trinity  College  did  not  now 
possess  a  sufficient  voice  in  the  affairs  of 
Parliament.  He  might  be  told  that 
those  gentlemen  did  not  vote  in  the  Uni- 
versity. But  they  would  soon  get  on 
the  University  Boll,  and  have  the  plea- 
sure of  recording  their  votes  for  the  two 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemen  who 
now  represented  that  constituenoy.  The 
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few  hundred  persons  in  the  University  | 
were  already  accorded  two  very  ad- 
mirable Representatives ;  and»  therefore, 
he  now  proposed  that  those  students 
should  not  be  allowed  to  vote  in  the 
City  of  Dublin — mother  words,  that  the 
honest  burgesses  of  Dublin,  the  people 
who  paid  rent,  rates,  and  taxes  in  the 
city,  should  be  allowed  to  have  some 
little  voice  in  the  management  of  their 
own  affairs. 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  said  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  (Mr.  Healy)  had  moved 
the  Amendment  with  such  good  humour, 
accompanied  by  kindly  references  to 
himself  (Mr.  Gibson)  and  his  right  hon. 
and  learned  Colleague  (Mr.  Plunket], 
that  he  felt  a  certain  amount  of  difficulty 
in  replying.  But  as  the  clause  had  been 
moved,  he  must  encounter  it  by  fair  and 
legitimate  argument.  This  was  not  a 
Disfranchisement  Bill,  and  the  whole 
Keform  scheme  of  the  Prime  Minister 
and  of  the  Government  was  an  enfran- 
chising and  not  a  disfranchising  scheme. 
This  was  not  a  Eeform  Bill,  but  a  Begis- 
tration  BiU,  and  the  particular  section 
under  discussion  was  such  that  if  it 
found  a  place  at  all  in  any  Bill  it  should 
be  in  a  distinct  Franchise  Bill.  The 
proposal  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber was  entirely  opposed  to  the  Reform 
Bill  submitted  to  the  House  by  the  Go- 
vernment, and,  therefore,  was  quite  out 
of  place.  He  miffht,  however,  say  that 
it  must  not  be  taken  that  students  were 
raw  boys  fresh  from  the  country ;  they 
must  be  2 1  years  of  age,  and  they  must 
be  in  possession  of  rooms  as  lodgers  for 
a  year.  Trinity  College  paid  very  large 
rates,  and  there  was  no  reason  whatever 
why  those  young  gentlemen — he  did  not 
know  the  exact  number  of  them,  but  he 
supposed  there  were  less  than  200 — 
[Mr.  Healy  :  Above  200.] — should  be 
refused  the  right  of  contributing,  not  a 
very  large  share,  to  the  voting  power  of 
the  City  of  Dublin.  It  had  been  stated 
incidentally  that  none  of  the  students  of 
other  Universities  were  registered  as 
lodgers.  That  was  not  so.  [Mr.  Healy  : 
I  said  Oxford  or  Cambridge.]  Hon. 
Members  sometimes  failed  to  remember 
aU  that  they  said.    As  a  matter  of  fact, 
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the  hon.  and  learned  MeaW  iw 
Monagban  (Mr.  Healy)  mentiowdti* 
Scotch  Universities.  He  Qb.  Gib« 
had  ascertained  how  Scotland  itDoi  ii 
this  matter — indeed,  only  the  otheriii 
the  hon.  Member  for  Glaagov  Mr  I. 
Bussell)  pointed  out  that  the  ren  M=f 
provision  or  arrangement  prenikd  i 
the  Scotch  Universities;  that tboBiJJ 
resided  within  the  walls  of  the  Glaae^ 
University  were  registered  to  t  m;i 
larger  extent  as  voters  for  the  Ottd 
Glasgow  than  the  students  ia  Tici? 
College,  Dublin,  were  registered  d 
voters  for  the  City  of  Doblm.  H«  Ir. 
Gibson)  did  not  know  that  that  v»t 
until  it  was  stated.  ["  It  is  aotfc"; 
He  did  not  know  what  the  fact  wte 
what  he  had  said  was  stated  is  e* 
House  the  other  night  by  the  hon-Mfi- 
ber  for  Glasgow  without  qnertia  a 
contradiction.  He  (Mr.  Gibeon)  wti 
aware  how  affairs  were  in*M|sd< 
Oxford  and  Cambridge.  He  vn  * 
aware  that  the  matter  had  evsr  bsa 
brought  before  the  Bevisiag  Bori<» 
for  tho  City  of  Oxford  or  for  thelsn  « 
Cambridge ;  but  it  certainlj  wm  o«* 
be  decided  acoording  to  the  orteT 
Eegistration  Law  of  Uiecountiy.  Hf  n< 
this  clause  by  saying  it  was  a  fcj 
disfranchisement  clause,  out  of  ^2 
this  Bill  or  in  any  Bill,  outofki^fC 
with  all  the  statements  of  the  P^ 
Minister,  and  that,therefore,heiiBifi** 

there  would  be  no  hesitation  «*^F** 
of  the  Committee— if,  indeed,  tiii* 

and  learned  Member  for  Mooi^  "^ 
Healy)  meant  to  press  it— ia  ^^l"^ 

Mb.  R.  BIDDULPH  MABTI5»i 
that  when  he  was  at  Oxford  so©»*^ 
undergraduates  endeavoured  to  g<ti?^ 
the  Begister,  but  without  suom*  • 
course,  he  was  speaking  of  wMSfJ^ 
ago ;  but  as  far  he  remembered  tWy^ 
met  by  the  objection  thatthiy^?: 
possible  right  to  be  registered.  p|^^ 
not  profess  to  have  any  kii««W^ , 
the  state  of  affairs  in  the  Uniw^ 
Dublin;  but  as  Oxford  "f  ^"^ 
had  been  mentioned  he  desii*^*^ 
his  experience.  ^ 

Mb.  WILLIAMSON  said,  ^ JJ^ 
as  he  understood  no  studf«t»  i*|: 
within  the  Univemty  buildiap*^ 
land.  If  it  be  the  case  that  i»<^ 
in  the  Universities  of  Oxfarf**' 
bridge  was  entitled  to  the  ''•■'^^ 
side  the  University,  he  did  ■^••'^ 
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the  students  of  Trinity  OoUege,  Dublin,  | 
should  be  allowed  to  vote. 

Mk.  HEALY  said,  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  had 
said  be  (Mr.  Healy)  mentioned  Scot- 
land that  night.  He  mentioned  it  three 
or  four  nights  ago,  and  he  was  met  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  (Mr.  T. 
Bussell),  who,  of  course,  was  a  new  Mem- 
ber of  the  House,  and  who  did  not  know 
exactly  what  tbey  were  driving  at,  with 
the  assertion  that  the  Scotch  TTniversi- 
ties  bad  votes.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
seemed  to  think  they  were  objecting  to 
students  who  lived  in  the  town  having 
votes.  The  hon.  Member  for  St.  An- 
drews (Mr.  Williamson)  now  stated  that 
the  Scotch  students  were  not  residential. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  (Mr.  T. 
Eussell)  would  see  the  mistaken  view 
he  had  takea  in  this  matter.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentlemen  (Mr.  Gib- 
son) very  deftly  seized  upon  the  mistake 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow.  It 
was  not  desired  to  deprive  men  lodging 
in  towns  from  voting  ;  out  it  was  desired 
to  deprive  undergraduates  from  voting 
in  respect  of  lodgings  which  they  held 
as  school  boys  and  no  more. 

Mb.  GIBSON  protested  against  the 
method  of  carrying  on  Public  Business. 
He  had  stated  a  series  of  propositions 
founded  upon  the  statements  of  the 
Prime  Minister ;  and  he  protested  against 
the  Government  not  rising  to  express 
their  views  upon  this  important  sub- 
ject. 

Me.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN 
said,  he  did  not  know  what  the  case 
exactly  was  at  Oxford  and  Cambridge. 
As  to  the  Scotch  Universities,  he  never 
heard  of  residential  students  having 
votes.  There  might  be  students  who 
lived  in  the  Professors'  houses,  and  who 
might  be  registered  as  lodgers.  He 
could  not  say  exactly  how  the  matter 
stood;  but  there  were  no  residential 
students  in  Scotland  in  the  sense  in 
which  there  were  in  Dublin  and  in  Ox- 
ford and  Cambridge.  Treating  the  case 
as  it  stood,  he  was  disposed  to  reply 
that  he  was  very  much  averse  to  dis- 
franchising anybody.  He  thought  that 
the  more  people  admitted  to  the  fran- 
chise the  better,  providing 'they  were 
justly  entitled  to  it.  If  a  student  in 
Dublin,  over  21  years  of  age,  capable 
of  exercising  the  franchise,  was  in  such 
a  position  as  in  any  other  place  would 


give  him  the  franchise,  why  on  earth 
should  he  not  have  it?  If  a  student 
held  his  rooms  or  tenement  in  the  same 
way  and  under  such  circumstances  as 
would  elsewhere  give  him  the  franchise, 
why  should  he  not  have  it  ?  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy)  had  said  these 
persons  were  school  boys  sent  up  by 
their  parents.  Well,  if  they  were,  they 
were  school  boys  of  21  years  of  age. 
He  (Mr.  Campbell  -  Bannerman)  con- 
fessed he  did  not  like  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member,  and 
he  was  disposed  to  vote  against  it.  This 
was  not  a  question  of  politics,  and  the 
number  of  persons  affected  by  the 
Amendment  was  small.  [Mr.  Healy  : 
200.]  Even  if  there  be  200,  he  main- 
tained that  if  they  were  qualified  as 
lodgers,  or  in  any  other  way,  and  that 
their  qualification  would  be  good  in 
Cork,  or  Limerick,  or  Belfast,  it  ought  to 
be  good  in  Dublin.  If  their  qualification 
was  not  good  they  woidd  not  be  put  on 
the  Eegister.  Do  not  let  them  be  dis- 
qualified because  they  happened  to  be 
students. 

Mr.  PAENELL  said,  he  was  very 
much  surprised  to  hear  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  (Mr.  Campbell-Banner- 
man)take  the  line  hehad  done  under  what 
might  justly  be  called  the  intimidation  of 
the  Front  Opposition  Bench.  A  distinct 
pledge  was  given  upon  this  matter  to  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy)  by  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  (Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke)  when  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers felt  it  their  duty  to  insist  upon  an 
assimilation  of  the  English  and  Irish 
Eegistratlon  Laws.  They  had  gone  no 
further.  They  had  asked  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  Committee  to  agree  to 
such  Amendments  of  theirs  as  would 
assimilate  the  Begistration  Law  of  Ire- 
land to  that  of  England  and  Scotland. 
He  (Mr.  Pamell)  put  down  some  new 
clauses;  but  he  felt  that,  having  the 
principle  of  assimilation  in  view,  they 
came  in  competition  with  those  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Tyrone 
(Mr.  T.  A.  Dickson),  and  therefore  he 
said  nothing  about  them,  but  allowed 
them  to  go  by  default.  His  clauses  were 
of  a  more  perfect  character,  and  of  a  very 
much  more  advantageous  character,  than 
those  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  T.  A. 
Dickson) ;  but  as  he  and  his  hon.  Friends 
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had  repeatedly  announced  that  they  only 
desired  to  bring  the  Eegistration  Law  of 
Ireland  up  to  that  of  England,  he  con- 
sidered he  would  not  be  entitled  to  per- 
severe with  them,  for  they  would  have 
opened  up  a  wider  and  more  extended 
field  of  improvement  in  the  system  of 
registration.     But  now  they  were  met 
by  the  right  hoa.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary,  under  the  circumstances  to 
which  he  (Mr.  Farnell)  had  just  alluded, 
with  a  distinct  refusal  to  carry  out  in  the 
Dublin  University  the    system    which 
prevailed  to  his  knowledge  in  both  Ox- 
ford and  Cambridge,  and  which   pre- 
vailed, according  to  the  testimony  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  St.  An- 
drews (Mr.  Williamson),  in  the  Scotch 
Universities.     This  was  not  an  Amend- 
ment for  disfranchising  men  who  lived 
in  lodgings  outside  the  University ;  but 
it  was  an  Amendment  which  declared 
that  an  undergraduate  in  the   Dublin 
University,  possessing  peculiar  advan- 
tages as  a  result  of  exceptional  endow- 
ments, possessing  peculiar  advantages 
with  regard  to   his  rooms  within  the 
College,  holding  his  rooms  at  a  much 
less  cost  than  he  could  obtain  apart- 
ments elsewhere,  should  be  treated  in 
the  same  way  as  students  were  treated 
under  similar  circumstances  in  the  Uni- 
versities of  Oxford  and  Cambridge  and 
of  Scotland.  This  was  the  first  time  in  the 
consideration  of  this  Bill  that  the  claim 
of  the  Irish  Members  for  assimilation 
had  been  refused.      Now,   there  were 
circum stances  connected  with  this  mat- 
ter which  rendered  the  facts  of  the  case 
still  more  aggravated.    It  so  happened 
that  Trinity  College  had  been  placed  in 
the  jerrymandered  division  of  the  City 
of  Dublin,  so  that  those  200  voters  might 
make  the  difference  of  a  seat  to  one  Party 
or  the  other.  If  the  Government  refused 
to  give  the  Irish  Party  fair  play  in  re- 
spect to  the  boundaries  of  the  different 
divisions,  he  and  his  hon.  Friends  were 
entitled  to  call  upon  the  Government  to 
give  them,  at  least,  fair  play  in  this 
matter  by  making  the  law  in  Ireland 
similar  to  the  law  in  England.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gib- 
son) had  said  that   this  was  a  matter 
properly  appertaining    to  the    Eepre- 
sentation  of  the  People  Act  which  had 
been  passed,  rather  than  for  a  Registra- 
tion BiU.    But  whenever  they  raised  a 
question  like  this  on  the  Representation 
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of  the  People  Bill,  they  were  told  by  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  that 
it  was  a  question  to  bring  up  on  a  Re- 
gistration Bill ;  so  that  whether  they  hit 
high  or  hit  low  there  was  no  pleasing 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman. 
Of  course,  that  was  what  they  expected 
from  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Dublin;  but  they  did  expect  that  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
would  Act  consistently  in  this  matter, 
and  maintain  the  tenour  of  the  Bill  so 
far  as  it  had  gone,  a  tenour  which  the 
Irish  Members  had  not  endeavoured  to 
limit. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  he  was  not  prepared  to  say  whe- 
ther there  was  any  provision  in  any 
English  Franchise  or  Registration  Bill 
disqualifying  students  in  Oxford  or  Cam- 
bridge because  they  were  students.  Stu- 
dents were  either  qualified,  or  they  were 
not.  If  they  were  qualified,  it  was  pro- 
posed that  because  they  were  students 
they  should  be  disqualified.  To  that  he 
objected.  He  had  no  predilection  in 
favour  of  the  students  of  Trinity  Col- 
lege; but  he  did  maintain  that  if  a 
student  living  in  a  College  had  the 
ordinary  qualification  he  should  have 
the  vote  just  as  anyone  else  should. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  said,  that 
whether  there  was  or  was  not  any  pro- 
vision in  any  English  Act  which  would 
disqualify  students  of  Universities  be- 
cause they  were  students,  it  was  very 
probable  that  a  large  number  of  persons 
residing  in  the  Universities  of  Oxford 
and  Cambridge  would  come  in  under 
the  new  service  franchise.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  (Mr.  Farnell)  had  spoken  about  the 
division  of  the  City  of  Dublin.  He  (Mr. 
Arnold)  supported  the  hon.  Gentleman 
against  the  Government  when  that  ques- 
tion was  formally  raised  in  Committee 
on  the  Parliamentary  Elections  (Redis- 
tribution) Bill;  but  he  could  not  support 
an  Amendment  which  proposed  to  dis- 
franchise a  certain  number  of  persons. 
From  his  point  of  view,  the  more  men 
they  could  get  on  the  Register  the 
better.  If  men  were  admitted  to  the 
Register  of  voters  he  welcomed  them 
there,  and  he  could  not  see  why  in- 
quiries should  be  made  as  to  what  order 
of  men  or  what  quality  of  men  they 
were,  or  what  position  in  life  they 
occupied. 
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Mr.  H.  G.  ALLEN  said,  that  as  the 
Committee  did  not  seem  to  be  aware  of 
the  English  law  on  this  subject,  it  was 
perhaps  as  well  that  he  should  direct 
their  attention  to  the  Beform  Act,  2  &  3 
Will  IV.  c.  45,  8.  78,  which  provided 
that^ 

'*  Nothing  in  this  Act  shall  entitle  any  per- 
son to  vote  in  the  election  of  Members  to  serve 
in  Parliament  for  the  city  of  Oxford  or  town 
of  Cambridge  in  respect  of  the  occupation  of 
any  chamb^  or  premises  in  any  of  the  Colleges 
or  Halls  of  these  Universities." 

This  disqualification  was  recognized  and 
continued  by  the  Parliamentary  and 
Municipal  Begistration  Act,  1878,  41 
&  42  Viet,  c.  26,  s.  43. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  he  was  not  in- 
clined in  the  slightest  degree  to  argue 
the  case  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge. 
He  was  arguing  a  much  narrower  point. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Tewkesbury  (Mr.  E.  Biddulph  Martin) 
had  recounted  his  own  experiences  at 
Oxford.  He  (Mr.  Gibson)  assumed  that 
those  experiences  were  prior  to  1877-8. 
Had  any  effort  been  made  in  Oxford 
or  Cambridge  since  Martin's  Act  was 
passed,  and  since  a  great  many  inter- 
pretations of  the  lodger  franchise  had 
oeen  given,  to  test  whether  any  person 
resident  in  those  Universities  could  get 
on  the  Eegister  for  the  borough  ?  He 
was  not  aware  that  there  had.  Oxford 
and  Cambridge  seemed  to  have  stood 
still  in  the  matter  for  a  good  many  years. 
But  that  was  not  his  point.  His  point 
was  that  there  were — taking  the  figures 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy)  as  correct — 200 
persons  actually  on  the  Begister  and 
entitled  to  vote  for  the  City  of  Dublin ; 
and  that  this  was  an  Amendment,  not  to 
enlarge  the  franchise,  but  to  remove  the 
voters  in  question  from  the  Begister  and 
to  disqualify  them.  He  maintained  that 
this  was  a  monstrous  proposition  in  face 
of  all  the  statements  that  bad  been  made 
to  the  House  by  the  Prime  Minister  and 
by  the  Government,  and  of  all  the  argu- 
ments which  had  been  addressed  to  the 
House  even  by  those  who  were  in  favour 
of  the  present  proposition.  There  was 
nothing  whatever  under  the  existing 
law,  as  openly  administered  in  the  Irish 
Hegistration  Courts,  to  prevent  these 
young  men  being  upon  the  Begister. 
They  occupied  separate  premises,  for 
which  they  paid  separate  rent.  Only 
that  night  the  Committee  had  accepted 


an  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy) 
himself,  declaring  that  it  was  not  neces- 
sary that  separate  premises  should  be 
separately  rated.  [Mr.  Healy  :  It  is 
in  the  English  law.]  Be  it  so ;  they  had 
accepted  that  provision.  Now,  this  was 
not  a  Beform  Bill,  but  a  Begistration 
Bill ;  and  under  cover  of  the  Bill  it  was 
sought  to  remove  from  the  Begister  men 
who,  under  the  existing  law,  had  a  right 
to  exercise  the  franchise.  He  appealed 
to  the  sense  of  fair  play  in  the  Com- 
mittee— was  it  reasonable,  was  it  just, 
was  it  fair  that  those  200  men  should  be 
struck  off  the  Begister  because,  as  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell)  had  declared,  they  would  vote 
in  the  one  portion  of  the  city  where  the 
hon.  Member  considered  the  chances  of 
his  Party  were  in  jeopardy,  owing  to 
the  equality  in  the  strength  of  Parties  ? 
Was  it  fair  or  reasonable,  when  that 
was  the  avowed  object  of  the  Amend- 
ment, that  those  200  men  should  be  de- 
prived of  the  franchise  which,  under  the 
existing  law,  they  were  entitled  to  exer- 
cise? 

Mb.  healy  said,  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson),  re- 
ferring in  stentorian  tones  to  the  good 
service  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Pembroke 
(Mr.  H.  G.  Allen)  had  done  in  reading 
to  the  Committee  the  clause  in  the  Eng- 
lish Act  bearing  on  this  question,  said 
he  did  not  take  his  stand  upon  the  case 
of  Oxford  and  Cambridge.  Yes;  but 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant did.  The  right  hen.  Gentleman 
appealed  to  them  to  show  him  that 
English  students  were  disqualified,  and 
then  he  said  he  would  be  able  to  deal 
with  them.  From  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's own  side — ^from  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Pembroke — came  the  statement  that 
the  students  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge 
were  disqualified.  He  (Mr.  Healy) 
called  upon  the  Chief  Secretary  to  make 
good  his  words;  he  pinned  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  his  own  words.  The 
other  night  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  said  that 
this  was  a  matter  which  did  not  arise 
upon  the  Parliamentary  Elections  (Be- 
distribution)  Bill ;  but  if  it  were  post- 
poned he  would  give  it  his  best  con- 
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81  deration.  Were  they  to  be  dodged 
like  a  Bbuttlecock  from  one  Bill  to  an- 
other ?  At  one  time  it  was  not  a  matter 
for  the  Bepresentation  of  the  People 
Bill,  at  another  it  was  not  a  matter  for 
the  Parliamentary  Elections  (Kedistri- 
bution)  Bill,  and  at  another  it  was  a 
disfranchising  clause.  He  (Mr.  Healy) 
and  his  hon.  Friends  took  their  stand 
upon  the  declaration  of  Ministers.  They 
were  within  the  recollection  of  the  Com- 
mittee. The  words  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary still  echoed  in  the  Chamber ;  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said — "  Point  out 
to  me  in  any  English  Act  any  disqualifi- 
cation similar  to  that  now  proposed." 
Of  course,  the  inference  was  that  if 
such  a  disquali6cation  could  be  shown 
he  was  quite  prepared  to  assimilate  the 
Irish  to  the  English  law.  All  the  Irish 
Members  wanted  was  assimilation.  They 
had  been  fighting  for  the  English  law, 
and  they  appealed  to  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  to  stand  by  his  own  words, 
and  give  them  in  Ireland  the  benefit  of 
the  same  law  which  was  dealt  out  in 
Oxford  and  Cambridge. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said  he  could  not  recall  exactly  the  words 
he  used ;  but  he  remembered  that  he 
began  by  saying  he  was  against  the 
disfranchisement  of  anybody.  Then  he 
asked  hon.  Members  whether  they  could 
prove  that  what  was  alleged  with  regard 
to  Oxford  and  Cambridge  was  really  the 
fact.  He  asserted  his  own  ignorance  on 
the  subject.  He  now  found  that  the 
students  in  the  Colleges  of  Oxford  and 
Cambridge  were  disqualified  by  a  special 
clause  of  an  Act  of  Parliament — there 
was  no  doubt  now  upon  the  matter.  He 
was  sorry  they  were  disqualified,  be- 
cause, as  far  as  he  could  form  an  opi- 
nion, they  ought  not  to  be.  If  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  (Mr.  Healy)  said 
that  he  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman)  wont 
so  far  as  to  say  he  did  not  wish  any 
different  treatment  of  the  students  of 
Dublin  University  to  that  of  the  stu- 
dents of  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  he  was 
afraid  that  precluded  him  from  voting 
to  extend  a  privilege  to  the  students  of 
the  Dublin  University  which  was  denied 
to  those  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge.  He 
was  sorry  that  by  a  hasty  exprestiion  he 
had  precluded  himself  from  the  possi- 
bility of  voting  upon  this  subject.  Under 
the  circumstances,  it  would  perhaps  be 
better  that  he  should  refrain  from 
voting ;  but  he  thought  his  opinion  on 

Mr,  Mealy 


the  subject  would  be  gathered  from  what 
he  had  said.  He  did  not  think  anyone 
ought  to  be  prevented  from  voting  be- 
cause he  happened  to  be  a  student.  He 
regretted  to  find  that  the  students  of 
Oxford  and  Cambridge  were  excluded 
iVom  the  franchise,  though  they  ^might 
possess  the  necessary  qualification. 

Sir  E.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said, 
that  he  had  understood  that  no  one  who 
had  a  vote  was  to  be  disfranchised. 
Long  before  this  small  question  about 
University  students  was  raised,  the 
Prime  Minister  told  the  House,  and  no 
Member  of  the  Government  could  pos- 
sibly depart  from  the  assertion,  that  no 
one  was  to  be  disfranchised  by  this  Bill. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  so 
over  and  over  again.  And  now,  when  they 
came  to  this  particular  point,  it  so  hap- 
pened that  something  had  been  found  out 
which  was  different  from  what  was  ex- 
pected— that  was  to  say,  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers who  wished  the  same  law  as  pre- 
vailed in  England  to  prevail  in  Ireland 
— he  wished  they  held  that  opinion  in 
other  matters — had  found  out  that  the 
English  students  had  not  the  right  to 
vote,  whereas  the  Irish  students  had. 
That  was  no  reason  why  the  Irish  stu- 
dents should  be  disqualified.  It  might 
be  a  good  reason  why  the  English  stu- 
dents should  be  enfranchised;  and  if 
such  a  proposition  were  made  he 
should  certainly  be  inclined  to  sup- 
port it.  When  he  was  at  the  Uni- 
versity he  felt  his  disfranchisement 
very  much.  He  could  never  understand 
why  he  should  not  have  a  vote,  occupy- 
ing chambers  in  Cambridge  as  he  did. 
He  certainly  could  not  agree  to  the  dis- 
franchisement of  the  students  in  Dublin 
because  the  students  of  Oxford  and 
Cambridge  were  disqualified  from  voting. 
He  took  his  stand  upon  the  declaration 
of  the  Prime  Minister  that  no  one  was 
to  be  disfranchised  by  this  Bill.  Of 
course,  it  was  quite  plain  that  this  dis- 
franchisement could  not  be  made  upon 
a  mere  Hegtstration  Bill,  though  he 
should  oppose  the  proposal  just  aa 
strongly  if  it  were  made  upon  a  Fran- 
chise Bill.  The  question  of  the  franchise 
was  settled ;  and  now  they  were  dealing 
with  the  registration  of  those  persons 
who  were,  by  the  Representation  of  the 
People  Act,  to  have  the  right  to  vote. 
Nothing  had  been  taken  away  from  the 
Irish  students  by  the  Representation  of 
the  People  Act.     It  was  now  a  pure 
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question  of  registration,  and  not  of  who 
were  entitled  to  vote  and  who  were  not. 
He  certainly  should  most  stroDgly  sup- 
port the  view  which  had  been  expressed 
by  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Gibson),  and  impress  upon  the  Go- 
vernment the  necessity  or  adheriug 
strictly  to  the  last  statement  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary. 

Me.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN: 
It  was  only  a  personal  statement. 

Sib  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said, 
there  could  be  no  personality  in  the  case 
of  a  Government.  The  Prime  Minister 
spoke  for  the  Government,  and  his  view 
was  that  no  person  should  be  disfran- 
chised. He  (Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross) 
called  upon  every  hon.  Gentleman  now 
sitting  upon  the  Treasury  Bench  to  carry 
out  the  view  of  the  Prime  Minister  by 
going  into  the  Lobby  against  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy). 

Mr.  O'SHEA  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South- West 
Lancashire  (Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross)  was 
quite  mistaken.  The  Prime  Minister 
never  said  that  no  one  was  to  be  disfran- 
chised by  this  Bill. 

SiB  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS :  Yes ; 
over  and  over  again. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE,  in  reply  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  R.  Asshe- 
ton Cross),  admitted,  on  the  part  of  the 
Gt>vemment,  that  the  Prime  Minister 
said  more  than  once  that  the  g^oup  of 
Bills  now  before  the  House— the  Fran- 
chise Bill  and  the  Registration  Bills — 
were  in  no  sense  to  be  disfranchising 
Bills.  Under  those  circumstances,  the 
Government  were  precluded  from  voting 
with  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy),  whatever  view 
they  might  have  of  the  merits  of  the 
case.  If  he  (Mr«  Shaw  Lefevre)  under- 
stood rightly  there  were  many  students 
in  Trinity  College,  Dublin,  who  were 
now  on  the  Register ;  and  if  the  Com- 
mittee were  to  accept  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  those 
students  would  be  disfranchised.  The 
Committee  would,  therefore,  be  infring- 
ing the  rule  which  the  Prime  Minister 
and  the  Government  had  laid  down  for 
themselves  in  this  matter.  He  (Mr. 
Shaw  Lefevre)  would  not  express  any 
opinion  on  the  merits  of  the  case.  The 
time  had  passed  for  considering  whether 


those  students  should  have  votes  or  not. 
That  question  ought  to  have  been  de- 
cided on  the  Representation  of  the  People 
Bill  of  last  year.  This  was  a  mere  Re- 
gistration Bill,  and  upon  it  the  Govern- 
ment felt  themselves  precluded  from 
making  any  change  which  would  result 
in  disfranchisement. 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  said,  that 
great  weight  had  been  attached  to  the 
statement  of  the  Prime  Minister  that 
this  was  not  to  be  a  disfranchising  Act, 
and  that  no  class  of  persons  would  be 
disfranchised  under  it.  This  was  a  very 
curious  case,  which  he  believed  did  not 
come  within  the  purview  of  the  Prime 
Minister  when  he  was  making  that  as- 
sertion. It  seemed  to  him  to  have  been 
forgotten  that  the  Prime  Minister  pro- 
claimed another  principle,  and  it  was 
this — that  under  this  Act  the  people  of 
the  Three  Kingdoms  should  enjoy  equal 
rights  and  privileges.  He  (Mr.  Sullivan) 
maintained  that  that  was  as  much  a  prin- 
ciple of  the  Prime  Minister's  speech  and 
speeches  with  reference  to  this  matter  as 
the  version  which  had  been  so  frequently 
quoted.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  de- 
clared over  and  over  again  that  there 
should  be  equalization  of  registration ; 
but  simply  because  this  handful  of 
young  men  happened  to  be  Tory,  and 
hailed  from  the  centre  or  headquarters 
of  Toryism  in  Ireland,  the  words  of  the 
Prime  Minister  as  to  disfranchisement 
were  dung  to  with  great  affection  by 
hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  sat 
above  the  Gangway  on  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House.  The  Prime  Minister 
committed  himself,  unmistakably,  to  the 
principle  that  there  was  to  be  from  first 
to  last  in  this  matter  equality  of  treat- 
ment between  the  people  of  the  three 
countries ;  and  it  was  only  because  the 
Tory  Party  found  they  had  an  advan- 
tage in  this  particular  matter  that  they 
fastened  on  to  the  words  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  which  he  (Mr.  Sullivan)  was 
sure  were  never  meant  to  cover  a  case 
such  as  that  under  consideration. 

Mr.  R.  BIDDULPH  MARTIN  said, 
it  seemed  of  importance  that  they  should 
assimilate  the  laws  which  prevailed  on 
this  subject  in  the  different  parts  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  He  thought  it  really 
would  be  in  conformity  with  the  wishes 
of  the  Committee  that  this  Amendment 
should  be  passed,  and  that  then  the 
question  of  qualification  or  enfranchise* 
ment  of  University  students  in  the  three 
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countries  should  be  made  the  subject  of 
a  separate  BUI.  Though  it  was  per- 
fectly true  that  the  Prime  Minister  said 
this  was  not  a  disfranchising  Bill,  the 
opportunity  might  be  taken  of  adjusting 
this  anomalous  state  of  things.  He 
hoped  the  Committee  would  take  this 
opportunity  of  assimilating  the  law  be- 
tween the  two  countries,  even  at  the  risk, 
he  must  admit,  of  doing  some  injustice 
in  this  particular  case. 

Mr.  small  said,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  (Mr.  Camp- 
bell-Bannerman)  had  said  it  was  not 
possible  for  him  to  support  this  Amend- 
ment, because  it  would  have  a  disfran- 
chising effect.  But  the  Bepresentation 
of  the  People  Act  of  the  Government 
was  in  some  respects  a  disfranchising 
measure.  [**  Oh,  oh !  "]  Yes ;  all 
joint  occupiers  of  houses  valued,  say,  at 
£10,  were  disfranchised  by  the  Act 
passed  last  autumn.  It  seemed  to  him 
very  extraordinary  that  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen on  the  Treasury  Bench,  who 
swallowed  the  Bepresentation  of  the 
People  Act,  containing  as  it  did  several 
disfranchising  clauses,  should  raise  ob- 
jection to  some  200  young  gentlemen 
being  disqualified  to  vote  in  a  consti- 
tuency in  which  they  had  no  title  what- 
ever to  exercise  the  franchise. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  had  been 
greatly  edified  by  the  attitude  of  the 
Treasury  Bench  in  this  matter.  He  ap- 
pealed to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
^resident  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke),  who,  the 
other  night,  distinctly  promised  to  give 
the  subject  his  best  consideration.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  brought  into 
the  House ;  but  when  he  found  what  was 
going  on,  he,  in  the  immortal  words  of 
Mr.  Disraeli,  **  scuttled  away."  Then 
the  Chief  Secretary  (Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman)  came  .to  the  fore.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  very  bold  in 
the  early  portion  of  the  night.  He 
wanted  the  law  of  Ireland  tp  be  assimi- 
lated to  that  of  England.  *'  Show  me," 
said  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  '^  any- 
thing in  an  English  Act  which  disquali- 
fies the  students  of  Oxford  and  Cam- 
bridge, and  then  I  will  deal  with  the 
students  of  Trinity  College,  Dublin." 
And  then,  when  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Pembroke 
(Mr.  H.  G.  Allen)  produced  the  clause 
from  the  Beform  Act  which  distinctly 
disqualified  the  students  of  Oxford  and 
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Cambridge  from  Yoting  in  the  dtj  or 

town,  as  the  case  might  be,  the  iiffat 

hon.  Gentleman  said — "  I  spoke  hast^.* 

The    right  hon.   Gentleman    had  tn 

voices — one  voice  was  that  of  the  Ink 

Secretary,  and  the  other  Toice  was  tto 

of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Men- 

ber  for  the  Stirling  Burghs.     The  zif^ 

hon.  Gentleman  now  attempted  to  oa- 

associate  himself  from  hia  official 

tion  in  the  hope  of  defeating  the 

ment.     The  inference  to  be  drai 

the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  words 

that  if  it  was  proved  to  be  that 

students  were    disqualified,    he 

assent  to  the  disqualification  of  JiA 

students.    When  it  was  proved  to  Im 

that  English  students  were  diaqaaKii 

he   said — *'I  only  spoke  for  mymtL* 

What  Minister  ever  took  up  sncli  a 

tion  ?  Was  it  to  be  tolerated  that  ia 

breath  the  right  hon.  Gentlemaa 

speak  as  the  Irish  Secretary,  aad  im  m- 

other  breath  as  Mr.  Campbell-BsBBV- 

man  ?     The  right  hon.  G^entlemaa.  m 

Irish  Secretary,   opposed  the 

ment  on  the  ground  that  the 

involved  was  not  contained  in  aaj 

lish  Act.    It  was  proved  to  him  ^aS  ks 

was  mistaken;  but,neYerthelee^l»«2 

opposed  the  Amendment,  bat  not  asth* 

Irish    Secretary,   but  in   his    prr— ^ 

capacity.    And  yet  Irish  Monbcn  Mt 

asked,  upon  matters  relating  to  Ircliii, 

to  have  full  confidence  in  the  Qof«»- 

ment.  ThePresidentoftheLocalGocws- 

ment  Board  was  called  in  bj  a  meaHB^ 

despatched  by  his  Colleagues;  b«i  is^ 

ing  that  the  waters  were  troabloea  k» 

made  off.    The  Chief  Secretary  fv  i» 

land,  as  such,  repelled  the  AmoadsMtf. 

but  in  his  individual  capacity  said^*  I 

will  not  be  able  to  vote  agazast  ik* 

Amendment,  but  I  will  not  vote  iat's^* 

Such  was  the  conduct  of  the 

ment  in  which  they  were  asked  to 

confidence.    Then  the  right  hoa. 

man  the  Postmaster  General  ^^Mr. 

Lef evre)  came  forward,  and  said — **  v 

but  the  Prime  Minister  has  said 

not  a  disfranchising  BOL"    The 

Minister  said  that  in  reference  to  a 

ticular  Bill.      Let  the  dead 

dead.    What  the  right  hoa. 

said  last  Jtdy  undw  totally 

oumstanoes  did  not  apply  now. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVkE 
not  refer  to  anything  the 
said  on  the  Bepresentattoaof 
Bill,  but  to  a  deolaratioa  the 
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G^entleman  made  on  the  group  of  Begis- 
tra'tion  Bills. 

!Bif  R.  H£AIjY  said,  that,  as  far  as  his 
recollection  served  him,  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister made  no  such  declaration  with 
reg^ard  to  any  group  of  Bills.    In  the 
f  Ainous  phrase  of  the  Home  Secretary 
(Sir  William  Haroourt),  on  the  17th  of 
^axoh,  "  Where  are  the  traces  ?  "   Pro- 
duce the  Prime  Minister's  words  upon 
"wbich  this  Amendment  was  opposed. 
Tlie  Government  could  not  deny  that  he 
'w&s  led  the  other  night  to  withdraw  an 
Atnendmeot  bearing  upon  the  subject 
by  the  promise  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
xnent  Board  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  to 
look  into  the  matter.    The  right  hon. 
G-entleman    the  Chief    Secretary  (Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman)  could  not  deny 
that  to-night  he  asked  them  to  show 
him  what  was  provided  by  the  English 
Aoty  and  then  he  would  know  whether 
he  ought  to  assimilate  the  laws  of  the 
t^wo  countries. 

Me.    CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
No  ;  I  did  not  say  that. 

Ms.  HEALY  remarked,  that  it  was 
only  a  few  minutes  ago  that  the  right 
hon.  Gkntleman  said  he  did  not  recollect 
what    he  did    say.     He    (Mr.  Healy) 
appealed  to  English  Members  who  had 
been  witnesses    of   these  proceedings 
whether  there  had  been  a  creditable  ex- 
hibition on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  ?    He  appealed  to  English 
Gentlemen  to  refrain  from  supporting 
the  Government  on  this  occasion.     He 
thought  that  when  pledges  were  given 
by  the  Government  the  House  ought  to 
be  in  a  position  to  rely  upon  them.    The 
other  night  they  were  led  astray  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Glas- 
gow (Mr.  Thomas  Eussell).    It  turned 
out  that  there  were  no  residential  stu- 
dents in  the  Glasgow  University ;  that, 
in  fact,  the  only  places  where  there  were 
residential  students    were  Oxford  and 
Cambridge,  and  that  those  students  were 
distinctly  disqualified.    They  were  told 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Salford  (Mr. 
Arnold)  that  he  wished  to  get  every- 
body on  the  Eegister  they  possibly  could, 
so  he  (Mr.  Healy)  wished  that  everyone 
possessing  proper  qualifications  should 
be  put  upon  the  Begister;  but  the  stu- 
dents in  Trinity  College  did  not,  in  his 
opinion,  possess  the  necessary  qualifi- 
cations,   and,  therefore,  they  ought  to 
be  struck  off.   Such  were  the  arguments 


with  which  he  and  his  hon.  Friends  were 
met ;  and  he  confidently  appealed  to  the 
honour  of  English  Gentlemen  to  say 
whether  the  words  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  were 
not  words  which  led  the  Committee  to 
believe  that  if  these  students  of  Oxford 
and  Cambridge  were  disqualified  he 
would  be  prepared  to  refuse  to  admit  to 
the  franchise  in  Dublin  City  people 
who  did  not  pay  any  rent,  rates,  or 
taxes  r 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  ob- 
jected to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Monaghan 
(Mr.  Healy)  attributing  to  him  the 
assertion  that  he  was  prepared  to  assi- 
milate the  laws  of  the  two  countries  in 
that  respect.  At  the  outset  he  said  he 
was  in  favour  of  disfranchising  no  one ; 
he  said  he  did  not  know  how  the  facts 
stood  with  regard  to  Oxford  and  Cam- 
bridge ;  and  he  asked  hon.  Members  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House  whether 
they  could  produce  any  evidence  that 
the  students  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge 
were  disqualified  from  voting.  Then  he 
went  on  to  say  that  it  was  his  opinion — 
and  such  was  still  his  opinion — that  if  a 
student  had  such  a  qualification  that, 
under  any  other  circumstances,  he  would 
obtain  a  vote,  he  should  not  be  dis- 
qualified because  he  was  a  student. 
What  had  happened  since  he  made  his 
speech?  All  that  had  happened  was 
this — that  the  discovery  had  been  made 
that  there  was  a  special  clause  in  an 
Act  of  Parliament  which  excluded  the 
students  living  in  any  of  the  Colleges 
of  Oxford  and  Cambridge  from  voting. 
He  said  again  he  was  very  sorry  for  it, 
and  he  should  be  very  glad  to  see  that 
law  repealed.  Now,  what  were  they 
to  do  with  reference  to  the  clause  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
(Mr.  Healy)  ?  He  thought  the  Govern- 
ment would  be  altogether  wrong,  and 
that  the  Committee  would  be  altogether 
wrong,  if  it  proceeded  to  disfranchise 
those  who  already  possessed  the  fran- 
chise in  Dublin,  because  it  so  happened 
that  what  appeared  to  him  to  be  an  in- 
justice was  done  in  Oxford  and  Cam- 
bridge. He  was  in  the  recollection  of 
the  Committee  that  what  he  had  now 
said  was  the  gist  of  what  he  stated 
originally.  He  was  puzzled  to  dis- 
cover any  particular  inconsistency  in 
anything  he  had  laid  before  the  Com- 
mittee. 
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Mr.  JOHN  O'CONNOE  said,  a  great 
deal  had  been  said  that  night  about  the 
disfranchisement  of  men.  Hehadasmuch 
regard  for  the  natural  rights  of  men  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  occupied 
the  Front  Government  and  Opposition 
Benches ;  but  he  held  that  the  students 
of  Trinity  College,  contemplated  by  this 
Amendment,  were  not  men  in  the  pro- 
per sense  of  the  term,  but  were  mere 
birds  of  passage.  Speaking  as  a  citizen 
who  often  had  to  come  into  contact 
with  those  gentlemen,  he  objected  to 
have  his  citizen  rights  overborne  by  the 
votes  of  mere  birds  of  passage.  What 
other  functions  did  those  gentlemen  per- 
form? Did  they  serve  upon  juries?  No. 
Did  they  join  the  Army?  Perhaps 
they  would  in  a  while ;  but  they  were 
exempt  from  doing  so  now.  Did  they 
ful£l  any  conditions  of  citizenship  ?  No, 
they  were  merely  there  as  a  floating 
balance  of  power  to  overbear  the  votes 
and  the  voices  of  such  citizens  as  paid 
rates.  Those  men  came  and  went,  and 
left  no  traces  behind  them,  except  the 
expression  of  their  peculiar  opinions. 
For  those  reasons  he  supported  the  pro- 
posal of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
(Mr.  Healy),  and  he  appealed  to  the 
Government  to  assimilate  the  law  of  the 
two  countries  in  this  respect,  as  they  had 
endeavoured  to  do  in  others. 

Mb.  THOMAS  EUSSELL  was  sorry 
if  anything  he  said  the  other  night  led 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy)  to 
understand  that  there  were  any  residen- 
tial students  in  the  Scotch  Universities. 
He  (Mr.  Thomas  Eussell)  was  perfectly 
aware  that  in  Scotland  no  students  were 
resident  within  the  University ;  but  he 
had  yet  to  learn  that  residence  within 
College  walls  was  to  make  a  difference 
between  a  student  living  there  and  a 
student  living  in  a  street  close  by.  If 
a  student  fulfilled  the  law  so  as  to 
qualify  as  a  lodger,  he  did  not  see  why 
he  should  be  debarred  from  the  privi- 
lege of  the  franchise,  and  it  was  not  so 
in  Scotland.  Every  student  who  ful- 
filled the  lodger  qualification  had  a  vote. 
Mr.  HEALY:  Scotch  students  do  not 
live  in  the  College. 

Mb.  THOMAS  EUSSELL  said,  that 
that  was  so  ;  but  he  could  not  conceive 
that  residence  within  the  College  made 
any  difference  in  the  matter.  He  should 
like  to  point  out  to  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  last  addressed  the  Commit- 


tee (Mr.  J.  O'Connor)  that 
were  not  mere  birds  of  passage;  W 
fulfilled  all  the  duties  of  citizenship  j«K 
as  much  as  other  dasses  of  lodggi 
they  paid  rents,  and  taxes  were  iPclnM 
in  their  rents.  Other  lodgers  did  sot 
serve  upon  juries,  and  he  did  not  m 
why  a  student,  possessed  of  all  t^ 
necessary  qualifications  to  eotttls  hm 
to  the  lodger  franchise,  slioiild  it 
treated  differently  to  the  bank  dcfk  or 
the  mechanic  who  might  be  a  k»dg«t. 
He  might  also  point  out  to  the  Cbcn^ 
tee  that  at  present  Ireland  and  Seotkid 
were  in  the  same  position  as  itgarM 
students.  He  was  very  sony  indeed  to 
hear  that  the  students  in  Oxibrd  waL 
Cambridge  had  not  the  same  privikcs. 
and  he  thought  it  extremdj  desirabb 
that  they  should  have  the  same 
lege  conferred  upon  them.  It 
feotly  evident  to  everybody  that 
dent  of  21  years  of  age,  with 
siderable  amount  of  knowledge, 
well  qualified  to  exercise  the 
as  any  other  lodger.  Seeing^  that  Irsfisai 
and  Scotland  were  in  this  matter  apes 
an  equal  footing,  he  thought  it  woaU  bs 
better  that  the  law  of  England 
be  assimilated  to  the  law  in  those 
tries. 

Mb.  MACAETNET  pointed 
the  students  in  the  Temple  had 
the  City  of  London.  Thej  alvi^  bsl 
had  votes,  and  they  were  not  debsml 
from  votiog  because  they  happeosj  ti 
reside  within  an  establishment  im 
law  was  taught. 

Mb.  SEXTON  said,  it  was  as 
before  they  went  to  a  division,  that 
claim  put  forward  on  behalf  of 
young  men  should  be  thoron^dy 
stood.  The  right  hon.  and  leaned  G*- 
tleman  the  Member  for  the  UnivmiT 
of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  wished  ths  Cjh- 
mittee  to  maintain  an  exdoshre 
lege  on  behalf  of  this  body  of 
men,  which  was  denied  to  yonag 
a  similar  condition  in  Great 
There  was  no  sioiilar  case  in 
because  in  Scotland  no  residiwria] 
dents  existed.  What  was  the 
between  a  student  who  lived  ia  his  Tar 
versity,  and  a  bank  derk,  for  iarfiir* 
who  occupied  apartmenta  ia  the  cirr! 
The  bank  clerk,  who  was  a  man  mnmH 
his  own  living,  had,  generally 
to  pay  heavily  for  hia  i 
whereas  the  student  was 
of  pupilage,  and  occapied  his 
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a  particularly  low  rent,  owing  to  public 
ffenerosity— [**No!*']      Did   the   hon. 
Qentleman  who  interrupted  him  mean 
to    ea  J  that  a  student  in  Trinity  College 
paid  as  much  for  his  rooms  as  a  young 
man  lodging  in  the  City  of  Dublin  paid  ? 
Xt  vfAs  well  known  that  Trinity  College 
mras  richly  endowed  from  the  lands  that 
some   time   ago  wei'e  taken  from  the 
people ;  it  was  well  known  that  the  pos- 
Bession  by  Trinity  College  of  those  lands, 
and  the  rents  they  yielded,  enabled  the 
Gk>verning  Body  of  Trinity  College  to 
^ve  rooms  to  young  men  and  the  stu- 
dents of  the  College  at  rates  which  were 
only  a  fraction  of  those  paid  by  the  gen- 
tlemen who  lodged  outside.    That  was 
the  difference  between  the  student  in 
Trinity  College    and   the    bank   clerk 
lodging  in  the  city.    That  was  a  funda- 
mental difference ;  and  the  claim  which 
was  now  made  on  behalf  of  those  stu- 
dents was  a  claim  to  maintain  and  con- 
tinue an  exclusive  privilege,  which  was 
not  only  unjust  to  those  on  whose  behalf 
it  was  made,  but  offensive  to  the  general 
body  of  the  community  outside.     The 
Committee  had  been  told  that  the  Go- 
vernment scheme  of  Beform  was  not  in- 
tended to  have  any  disfranchising  effect. 
But  there  were  disfranchising  clauses  in 
the  Representation  of  the  People  Act, 
and  he  was  surprised  to  hear  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  the  Postmaster  General 
(Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  endeavour  to  repre- 
sent this  scheme  of  Beform  to  be  entirely 
free  from  any  disfranchising  element. 
H.e  (Mr.  Sexton)  was  completely  at  a 
loss  to  understand  what  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  (Mr.  Camp- 
beU-Bannerman)  wished  the  Committee 
to  understand  with  regard  to  his  position 
in  the  House  and  in  the  Government, 
and  with  reg^d  to  the  meaning  to  be 
attached  to  the  declarations  he  made  in 
debate.    They  saw  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman a  couple  of  days  ago,  when  he 
yielded  to  the  solemn  voice  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gib- 
son), left  in  the  lurch.     After  he  had 
made  declarations  at  the  Table  as  posi- 
tive as  that  he  had  made  to-night,  they 
8a w  him,  when  the  common  sense  of  the 
Committee  went   unanimously  against 
bim,  abdicating  his  position  and  aban- 
doning his  responsibility ;  they  saw  him, 
as  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
IConaghan (Mr.  Healy )  had  said, ' '  scuttle 
oat  of  the  House."    If  the  right  hon. 


Gentleman  did  not  intend  to  take  up  a 
misleading  position,  perhaps  he  would 
inform  the  Committee  what  his  position 
really  was.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
only  a  few  minutes  ago,  challenged  hon. 
Members  to  show  him  any  clause  dis- 
qualifying students  in  England.  When, 
after  a  lapse  of  time,  the  clause  in  the 
English  Act  was  produced,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  coolly  said — **  Oh,  I 
made  no  promise  to  assimilate  the  law 
of  the  two  countries."  What  was  the 
meaning  of  the  challenge  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  threw  out  ? 

Me.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  :  I 
did  not  challenge  anybody.  I  merely 
asked  for  the  production  of  the  clause. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  that  that  was 
only  another  instance  of  the  unfair  treat- 
ment to  which  Irish  Members  were  sub- 
jected. Eeally,  the  strong  Caledonian 
common  sense  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  developed,  since  he  became 
Chief  Secretary,  into  strong  Hibernian 
ingenuity.  The  inference  to  be  drawn 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  words 
were  that,  in  his  opinion,  there  was  no 
clause  in  an  Act  of  Parliament  disquali- 
fying the  students  of  Oxford  and  Cam- 
bridge; when,  however,  an  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  behind  him  (Mr. 
H.  G.  Allen)  produced  the  clause  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  executed  a  ma- 
noeuvre worthy  of  Jim  Crow.  If  the 
disqualifying  clause  could  not  have  been 
produced,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  have  pleaded  and  relied  upon  the 
absence  of  such  a  clause  as  a  reason  for 
opposing  the  present  Amendment.  The 
clause  was  produced,  and  from  that  mo- 
ment its  significance  ceased.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  then  became,  not  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant, 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Stirling  Burghs.  At  the 
moment  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  re- 
tained the  salary  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  but  threw  off 
the  responsibility  of  Office.  Hitherto 
they  had  been  accustomed  in  the  House 
of  Commons  to  understand  that  even 
though  the  Government  might  break 
promises  which  related  to  any  date,  to 
any  month,  or  any  year,  they  would  at 
least  have  the  good  faith  to  keep  a  pro- 
mise which  related  only  to  the  present. 
They  had  been  accustomed  to  under- 
stand that  Ministers  in  charge  of  a  Bill 
were  to  be  relied  upon  to  carry  out  the 
natural  indication  flowing  from  their 
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language.  The  right  hon.  Oentleman 
(Mr.  Campbell-BanQerman)  had,  how- 
ever, introduced  the  House  to  a  new 
condition  of  ethics ;  and  if  he  proceeded 
much  longer  in  the  manner  in  which  he 
proceeded  the  other  night,  when,  after 
having  pledged  himself  to  a  certain 
course  on  a  Bill,  he  failed  to  carry  out 
his  compact,  and  he  shamed  his  own 
compeers  by  leaving  the  House— if  he 
again  repeated  such  conduct  it  would  be 
well  he  should  have  two  flags,  and  hoist 
one  or  the  other  according  as  he  spoke 
in  his  official  or  in  his  personal  capacity. 

thb  judge  advocate  gene- 

BAL  (Mr.  OsBOBNE  Moroan)  said,  the 
argument  would  disqualify  not  only 
students,  but  Masters  of  Arts,  Professors, 
and  so  forth. 

Mb.  sexton  :  No ;  students  only. 

The  judge  ADVOCATE  GENE- 
BAL  (Mr.  OsBOBNE  Moboan)  said,  the 
argument  was  that  students  occupied 
rooms  at  a  cheaper  rate  than  outsiders ; 
and  of  course  that  argument  applied 
equally  to  Masters  of  Arts  and  other 
members  of  the  Universities. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  The  argument  ap- 
plied to  those  in  a  state  of  pupilage. 

Mb.  HEALY  :  Their  masters  might 
look  them  up  on  the  polling  day. 

The  judge  ADVOCATE  GENE- 
BAL  (Mr.  OsBOBNE  Mobgan)  said,  he 
thought  a  great  deal  of  unnecessary 
heat  had  been  imported  into  that  discus- 
sion. No  one  could  suppose  for  a  mo- 
ment that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
had  desired  to  mislead  the  Committee 
in  anything  that  he  had  said.  His  right 
hon.  Friend  had  fallen  into  the  miste^e 
which  he  had  admitted — namely,  of  say- 
ing that  not  only  graduates,  but  under- 
graduates in  Oxford  and  Cambridge, 
were  entitled  to  vote  for  the  borough. 
This  was  not  a  disfranchising  Bill,  and 
he  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  would  there- 
fore suggest  that  this  Amendment 
should  not  be  pressed,  but  that  some 
opportunity  should  be  taken  hereafter 
of  correcting  what  hon.  Members  ad- 
mitted to  be  an  injustice,  and  which 
arose  from  the  peculiar  position  of  the 
Universities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge 
at  the  time  the  Statute  was  passed — 
namely,  that  the  Colleges  had  been 
formerly  extra-parochial,  and  not  liable 
to  pay  rates.  That  was  the  reason  the 
clause  had  been  passed ;  but  that  con- 
dition of  things  had  long  ceased  to 

Mr,  8$xUm 


exist.  He  would  suggest  that  the  pre- 
sent Amendment  should  be  either  with- 
drawn or  negatived,  and  that  some 
future  opportunity  should  be  taken  of 
removing  the  injustice  done  to  members 
of  Oxford  and  Cambridge  Universities, 
and  of  putting  graduates  at  least  who 
were  disqualified  in  a  position  to  vote. 

Mb.  PABNELL  said,  he  rose  for  the 
purpose  of  asking  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  for  some  infor- 
mation as  to  the  course  which  he  in- 
tended personally  to  adopt.  He  wished 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whe- 
ther he  intended  to  vote  for  the  original 
proposal  or  the  Amendment  of  his  (Mr. 
Parnell's)  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy),  or 
whether  he  intended  to  take  the  third 
course  of  walking  out  of  the  House 
when  the  Question  was  put;  because 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  on  three 
several  and  distinct  occasions  that  even- 
ing announced  to  the  Committee  that 
he  was  going  to  adopt  each  one  of  those 
courses.  It  was  obvious  that  he  could 
not  adopt  three  courses;  and  he  (Mr. 
Famell)  should  be  glad  to  know,  for  his 
own  information,  if  ther  ight  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  fixed  upon  the  course  he 
intended  to  adopt  ?  As  to  the  statement 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
who  had  just  spoken  (Mr.  Osborne 
Morgan),  he  (Mr.  Parnell)  thought  he 
would  probably  find  that  the  opportu- 
nity which  had  been  referred  to  would 
be  presented  to  the  Conservative  Party 
a  little  sooner  than  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  or  his  Government 
would  like  on  the  Begistration  Bill. 
When  that  opportunity  came  he  did  not 
see  how  the  Government  could  possibly 
refuse  to  adopt  an  Amendment  enfran- 
chising the  students  of  Oxford  and  Cam- 
bridge in  the  face  of  the  attitude  they 
had  adopted  in  regard  to  the  students  of 
Trinity  College. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEBMA.N 
said,  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just 
spoken  had  appealed  to  him  to  know 
what  course  he  proposed  to  follow,  and 
he  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman)  thought 
he  had  explained  that  already.  He  had 
endeavoured  to  do  so  several  times.  He 
had  addressed  the  (Committee  on  this 
small  point  repeatedly,  and  had  given  a 
good  many  reasons  against  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Monaghan  ^Mr.  Healy).  On  the  first 
occasion  he  had,  amongst  other  reasons, 


1406        lustration  of  Voter b       {May  1,  1886} 


{Ireland)  BiU, 


1406 


stated  that  he  had  not  been  aware  of  the 
facts  of  the  cases  of  Oxford  and  Cam- 
bridge, and  he  had  asked  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  had  spoken  about  it  if  thej 
could  produce  evidence  of  the  facts  tbej 
alleged.  That  was  the  whole  sum — 
front,  beginning,  and  end— of  his  of- 
fence. On  that  occasion  he  (Mr.  Oamp- 
bell-Bannerman)  had  said  that  he  did 
not  know  what  the  state  of  things  at 
Oxford  and  Cambridge  was,  and  should 
be  glad  to  know  it.  Now,  however, 
they  knew  that  the  students  at  Oxford 
and  Cambridge  did  not  vote  for  the  city 
and  borough.  But  he  had  then  stated 
— and  he  would  refrain  from  stating 
again — a  good  many  other  considera- 
tions, every  one  of  which  led  him  to 
reject  tbeproposalof  thehon.  and  learned 
Member. 

Mr.  ILLINGWORTH  said,  the  state 
of  the  law  was  anomalous  between  the 
different  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
In  Scotland  and  Ireland  it  seemed  that 
these  undergraduates  were  qualified  to 
vote  at  borough  elections. 

Mb.  HEALY  :  Not  in  Scotland— not 
residential  students.    They  do  not  exist. 

Mb.  ILLINGWORTH  said,  that,  at 
any  rate,  the  undergraduate  in  Dublin 
came  under  the  conditions  of  the  law  as 
to  the  lodger  franchise.  With  every 
disposition  to  go  as  far  as  possible  with 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy),  he 
was  afraid  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
really  had  not,  and  could  not  make  out, 
a  case  for  the  refusal  of  the  franchise  to 
undergraduates  as  lodgers.  The  case 
was  that  there  was  an  apparent  injus- 
tice to  the  undergraduates  in  the  Col- 
leges of  Oxford  and  Cambridge ;  but  it 
seemed  to  him  that  really  in  no  Regis- 
tration Bill,  neither  English  nor  Irish, 
were  they  called  upon  to  deal  with  the 
question  of  this  franchise.  He  would 
go  further,  and  say  that  he  thought 
that  what  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  were 
entitled  to  attack  in  every  possible  way 
was  the  representation  of  the  University 
itself.  It  was  that  that  was  the  main 
grievance.  Upon  that  point  he  (Mr. 
lUiog worth)  had  already  voted  with  the 
Irish  Members,  and  upon  that  point  he 
should  be  glad  to  go  with  them  again. 
Bat  surely  there  could  not  be  a  case 
established — surely  Parliament  could 
not  take  cognizance  as  to  what  particu- 
lar building^  persons  might  live  in,  or 
whether  the  rent  of  those  buildings  was 


higher  or  lower  according  to  the  pecu- 
liar circumstances  of  the  case.  If  the  stu- 
dents complied  with  the  ordinary  condi- 
tions of  the  law,  no  Revising  Barrister 
should  go  beyond  the  ordinary  inquiry, 
and  distinguish,  as  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite had  distinguished,  between  dif- 
ferent classes.  He  could  only  hope  that 
hon.  Gentlemen  would  go  a  step  fur- 
ther, and  would  not  draw  a  distinction 
between  the  position  of  these  electors 
and  those  who  might  be  bank  clerks,  or 
who  might  hold  other  positions.  He 
did  not  hold  that  these  students  were 
birds  of  passage  any  more  than  were 
other  classes  of  young  men  who  were 
entitled  to  the  franchise.  [Mr.  Healy  : 
They  are  not  producers/]  He  (Mr. 
Illingworth)  really  thought  that  hon. 
Members  opposite  were  arguing  a  case 
on  which  justice  did  not  stand  on  their 
side. 

Sib  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  he 
wished  to  say  a  word  as  to  how  this 
matter  stood,  so  far  as  the  English  Uni- 
versities were  concerned.  The  graduates 
and  undergraduates  did  not  vote  under 
the  old  system  previous  to  1832.  It  was 
thought  that,  under  the  first  Reform 
Act,  students  might  be  qualified  to  vote 
for  the  city  of  Oxford  and  borough  of 
Cambridge.  It  was  thought  right,  in 
the  Reform  Act,  to  insert  a  special 
clause,  stating  that  nothing  in  the  mea- 
sure should  enable  the  students  of  Ox- 
ford and  Cambridge  to  vote  for  the  city 
of  Oxford  or  the  town  of  Cambridge. 
They  never  had  done  so  before,  and  all 
the  Act  of  1832  did  was  to  say  that 
they  should  not  be  allowed  by  that  Act 
to  vote  for  the  city  or  the  borough ;  but, 
so  far  as  other  Universities  of  England 
were  concerned,  there  was  nothing  to 
prevent  students  of  the  University  of 
Durham,  or  the  Victoria  University  of 
Manchester,  from  voting  just  like  ordi- 
nary persons.  The  dause  that  was 
passed  in  1832  did  not  seem  to  have 
been  passed  in  the  case  of  Dublin  ;  and 
when  they  came  to  the  English  Bill, 
and  the  question  again  arose  as  to  al- 
lowing students  at  Oxford  and  Cam- 
bridge to  vote  for  the  city  and  borough 
respectively,  he  should  be  ready  to  sup- 
port a  proposal  to  extend  the  privilege 
to  them. 

Mr.  COMMINS  was  of  opinion  that 
the  two  main  points  involved  in  this 
question  had  been,  to  a  large  extent, 
evaded.    The  first  was — was  the  law  in 
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Ireland  to  be  assimilated  to  that  in 
England  as  to  the  position  of  students 
who  were  in  statu  pupillari,  and  were 
not  8ui Juris  ?  "With  regard  to  Durham, 
there  were  no  resident  students  there, 
and  there  were  no  residential  students 
in  the  Victoria  University  of  Manchester, 
to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
had  just  sat  down  had  referred.  Nor 
were  there  any  either  in  the  London 
University  or  the  Royal  University  of 
Ireland.  The  only  students  who  were 
in  a  similar  position  to  those  at  Oxford 
and  Cambridge  were  the  students  of  the 
University  of  Dublin  residing  within 
the  walls  of  Trinity  College. 

Sir  E.  A8SHET0N  CROSS:  The 
students  of  Durham  are  in  the  same 
position. 

Mr.    COMMINS    said,   he  was  not 
aware  that  there  were  any  residential 
students  in  Durham.  If  there  were  any, 
they  were  so  few  that  they  were   not 
worth  taking  any  note  of.     He  should 
like  to  know  how  many  dozen  students 
of  the  University  of  Durham  were  resi- 
dent within  the  walls  of  that  University, 
or  ever  were  at  one  time  ?    He  did  not 
believe  that  one  dozen  were  ever  resi- 
dential within  the  walls  at  one  period. 
The  question  was — were  they  to  assimi- 
late the  law  of  Ireland  to  that  of  Eng- 
land in  this  matter?  The  policy  of  doing 
that  had  been  sufficiently  pointed  out  in 
the  Committee.      There  was  a  higher 
question  than  that  which  hon.  Members 
had  been  discussing,  and  that  was — was 
it  advisable  that  students  who,  as  he 
had  said,  were  not  9ui  juris,  and  were 
subject  to  academical  discipline,  should 
have  the  apple  of  discord,  in  the  form 
of  political  partizanship,  thrown  amongst 
them  ?    Was  it  wise  that  those  students 
should    have    their    thoughts  diverted 
from  those  legitimate  objects  which  had 
taken  them  to  the  Universities — was  it 
advisable  that  they  should  be  thrown 
into  the  confusion  and  turmoil  of  election 
contests,  which  meant  the  destruction 
of  all  University  discipline  ?  It  was  evi- 
dently the  opinion  of  the  Government  in 
1 832  that  that  state  of  things  was  not  ad- 
visable, and  they  had  introduced  a  clause 
into  the  Reform  Act,  stating  that  the 
students    of    Oxford    and    Cambridge 
should  not  enjoy  the  franchise  for  the 
city  and  town.     The  provision  did  not 
apply  to  Masters  of  Arts,  or  to  anyone 
but  students,  and  for  the  exclusion  of 
those  there  were  ample  grounds.     He 
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thought  that,  instead  of  ttWnjr  mr 
the  Usability  in  the  case  of  theEn^ 
students,  it  should  be  allowed  toiesiii 
to  protect   them    against  politialtc- 
moil,  and  to  secure  for  them  ths  torn 
air  of  the  Universities,  and  thit  tt» 
students  of    Trinity   College,  Ddfe 
should  be  placed  in  the  same  pos^ 
Mr.  MARUM  said,  he  jost  waW 
to  say  one  word  before  the  CommitM 
divided.     He  was  a   Member  of  w 
London  University,  and,  as  sach,  W 
wished  to  remind  the  Committie^ 
the  Reform  Act  of  1832hfiddelib«nah5 
made  this  exception.    The  rea^a  it 
the  adoption  of  this  provision  50  yvn 
ago  were  sound,  and  he  did  not  lee «» 
the  same  reasons  should  not  oUub  t 
the  present  day.      He  did  uot  bw 
that  they  were  any  better  re&a» 
than  their  ancestors. 

Mr.    TOMLINSON    deprecitrf  tii 
adoption  of  this  proposal  as  ta  AiMd- 
ment  to  a  Bill  with  which  itietUrb: 
no  concern.     Reasons  had  been  p^ 
for  the  Amendment  inconsisteot  v^ 
each    other.      The   hon.   Membe  fr 
the  City  of   Cork  (Mr.  PameB;  bi 
based  his  support  of  this  pwpo^f 
the  ground  that  the  students  wwt  ^ 
of  passage ;  but  students  were  w**_5 
less  birds  of  passage  if  they  bsff"* 
to  live  outside  instead  of  inside  th*«M 
of  the  University.     The  students  rf  » 
Scotch  Universities  or  of  the  Uniy"^ 
of  London  were  quite  as  mach  bo^  * 
passage  as  those  who  lived  witba» 
walls    of    the    University  of  D"^ 
Then  the  hon.  Member  for  Slip  * 
Sexton)  had  based  his  snppoity* 
proposal    upon    an    entirely  dift«* 
ground.     He  maintained  thtt  liai^ 
who  lived  in  Universities  were  in  i* 
independent  position  than  those  wW*| 
oupied  lodgings.  But  students  vh»S* 
outside   the  walls  of  the  UniiB^s* 
were  partakers  of  the  benefits  of  Wt^ 
ing  to  the  Universities  just  as  »*i* 
those  who  lived  within  the  wt2i  ^ ' 
College.    There  was  in  the  Usi'**! 
of  Oiford  at  the  present  timss^^ 
by  which  certain  students  did  nfl** 
to  any  College.    They  were  ■«'*• 
of  the  University,  and  snbjest  to  i  ** 
cial  Governing  Body.    Thoee  g«*^ 
were,    apparently,    not   exdntlri  =* 
voting ;    and  he  maintained  tbi*  * 
exceptional  exclusion  of  thost  w^  * 
rooms  in  theCoUeg^es  should  ^''^ 
to  an  end.  It  was  said  that  those  w<* 
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were  not  iui  juris  ;  bat  that  applied  to 
those  who  lived  outside  the  walls  as  well 
as  to  those  who  lived  within.  The  whole 
thing  was  anomalaus,  and  could  not  be 
consistently  supported.  The  proposal 
was,  moreover,  as  he  had  observed,  out- 
side this  Bill,  which  was  to  amend  the 
law  for  the  registration  of  voters  in  Ire- 
land, and  had  nothing  to  do  with  disfran- 
chisement. If  hon.  Oentlemen  below 
the  Gangway  desired  to  bring  forward 
a  proposal  for  disfranchisement  of  this 
kind,  they  should  have  done  so  on  the 
Representation  of  the  People  Bill.  They 
had  told  the  Committee  that  that  Bid 
was  to  a  large  extent  a  disFranchising 
measure,  though  there  was  some  exag- 
geration in  the  manner  in  which  they 
alluded  to  it ;  but  if  they  had  a  clause 
to  move  on  this  subject  they  should  have 
brought  it  in  as  an  Amendment  to  that 
BUI.  The  Amendment  at  this  moment 
ahould  be.  rejected  by  the  Committee. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided : — ^Ayes  84  ; 
Noes  127:  Majority  93.— (Div.  List, 
No.  147.) 

Mb.  SEXTON  said,  he  now  begged 
to  move  the  first  of  the  three  clauses 
standing  on  the  Paper  in  his  name,  en- 
titled •*  Service  by  post  of  form  of  requi- 
sition." The  clause  was  an  attempt  to 
deal  with  a  very  pressing  matter.  It 
said — 

**  No  clerk  of  union,  or  other  official  to  whom 
the  form  of  requisition  for  names  uf  inhabitant 
occupiers  is  to  be  returned  when  filled  up,  shall 
be  entitled  to  refuse  to  receive  such  form,  or 
omit  to  proceed  upon  the  information  it  con- 
tains, because  it  has  been  returned  through  the 
post  without  prepayment  of  postage,  but  shall 
receive  such  form,  and  act  in  regaixl  to  it  in 
every  respect,  as  if  the  postage  had  been  pre- 
paid, and,  in  case  of  failure  so  to  do,  every  such 
clerk  or  other  official  shall  be  liable  in  respect 
of  each  such  form  refused  or  not  proceeded 
upon  to  a  penalty  of  not  less  than  forty 
ihiUingd.*' 

The  Act  gave  no  instructions  as  to  whe- 
ther the  form  sent  out  by  the  Ouardians 
bearing  the  name  of  the  inhabitant  occu- 
pier should  be  prepaid  or  not,  and  the 
fact  was  that  a  number  of  forms  had 
been  returned  with  no  stamp  upon  them, 
and  the  Guardians  had  been  charged 
by  the  Post  Office  Id.  for  each.  There 
was  this  pressing  difficulty  to  face — 
that  many  of  the  Boards  of  Guardians 
in  Ireland  might  for'  political  reasons 
refuse  to  act  upon  the  Beturns  which 

YOL.  OOXOVn    [rmsD  sbrdsb.] 


came  to  them  without  the  postage  having 
been  prepaid.  In  the  North  Dublin 
Union  he  had  been  informed  that  a 
large  number  of  the  forms  had  been  re* 
turned  unstamped.  The  clerk  had  asked 
whether  he  was  to  receive  the  returned 
forms  and  pay  the  postage,  or  whether  he 
was  to  refuse  them,  and  the  Chairman 
had  said  that  it  would  be  hard  to  deprive 
those  people  of  the  franchise  because 
they  had  not  prepaid  the  postage  on  the 
forms  which  they  had  sent  in.  He  (Mr. 
Sexton)  had  seen  one  of  the  forms  sent 
out  by  the  North  Dublin  Union,  and  he 
had  noticed  on  the  back  of  it  the  letters 
O.H.M.8.,  which  everybody  understood 
to  mean  **0n  Her  Majesty's  Service." 
When  those  letters  appeared  on  a  docu- 
ment the  general  impression  was  that  it 
could  go  through  the  post  free  of  charge. 
In  the  North  Dublin  Union,  Mr.  M'Neil, 
a  Tory  Guardian,  had  moved  that  the 
Eeturns  which  were  sent  back  un- 
stamped should  be  refused.  That  mo- 
tion was  not  carried;  but  had  it  been 
made  in  the  South  Dublin  Union  in- 
stead of  the  North,  no  doubt  it  would 
have  been  adopted,  and  that  would  have 
had  the  effect  of  excluding  those  per- 
sons from  the  Eegister.  He  (Mr. 
Sexton)  did  not  care  very  much  how 
the  matter  was  settled.  If  it  were  agreed 
that  the  Post  Office  should  carry  the 
letters  post  free,  it  would  suit  his  pur- 
pose very  well ;  or  if,  on  the  other  hand, 
it  was  decided  to  instruct  the  Guardians 
to  receive  the  notices,  whether  stamped 
or  not,  he  should  be  satisfied.  The 
amount  would  not  be  very  great,  sup- 
posing nobody  paid  the  postage.  About 
700,000  notices  would  be  sent  out,  being 
the  number  which  would  come  upon  the 
Electoral  KoU  under  the  Bepresentation 
of  the  People  Act,  and,  supposing  that 
none  of  them  paid  the  postage,  the 
whole  sum  would  only  amount  to  about 
£1,000.  No  doubt,  after  those  matters 
had  been  discussed  and  noticed  in  the 
papers,  a  great  many  people  would  take 
the  precaution  to  pay  the  postage,  but 
some  might  not  do  so,  and  it  would 
be  unfortunate  if  by  a  misapprehen- 
sion a  great  many  people  should  be  de- 
prived of  the  vote.  He  would  press 
his  Amendment  very  strongly,  and  he 
hoped  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
would  be  able  to  assure  him  either  that 
the  Post  Office  would  deliver  the  notices 
without  charge,  or  that  the  Guardians 
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would  be  instructed  to  receive  them  and 
act  upon  them  whether  they  were 
stamped  or  not. 

New  Clause : — 

(Service  by  post  of  form  of  requisition.) 

"  No  clerk  of  union,  or  other  official  to  whom 
the  form  of  requisition  for  names  of  inhabitant 
occupiers  is  to  be  returned  when  filled  up,  shall 
he  entitled  to  refuse  to  receive  such  form,  or 
omit  to  proceed  upon  the  information  it  con- 
tains, because  it  has  been  returned  through  the 
post  without  prepayment  of  postage,  but  shall 
receive 'such  form,  and  act  in  regard  to  it  in 
every  respect,  as  if  the  postage  had  been  pre- 
paid, and,  in  case  of  failure  so  to  do,  every  such 
clerk  or  other  official  shall  be  liable  in  respect 
of  each  such  form  refused  or  not  proceeded 
upon  to  a  penalty  of  not  less  than  forty 
shillings," — {Mr.  Sexton f) 

— hrmght  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  the  said  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walkbb)  said,  the 
question  as  to  whether  those  notices 
should  be  carried  without  being  stamped 
was  one  entirely  for  the  Postmaster 
General.  He  did  not  think  there  would 
be  any  difficulty  in  the  matter,  at  any 
rate  not  so  much  as  was  anticipated. 
He  thought  it  would  be  well  to  leave  it 
to  the  common  sense  of  the  Clerks  of  the 
Unions,  and  that  it  was  not  necessary  to 
legislate  in  the  matter. 

Mb.  LEAMT  asked  whether  the  Local 
Government  Board  would  have  any  ob- 
jection to  send  instructions  to  the  Clerks 
of  the  Unions  to  receive  those  forms 
unstamped  ? 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  hoped  the  Post- 
master General  would  take  a  liberal 
view  of  this  matter,  and  that  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  thousands  of  new  voters 
would  come  on  the  Register,  many  of 
whom  would  not  know  that  it  was  neces- 
sary that  the  notice  should  be  returned 
with  the  postage  prepaid,  he  would  not 
enforce  the  halfpenny  stamp. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  the  Solicitor  Ge- 
neral for  Ireland  had  not  touched  the 
case  at  all.  What  had  happened  at 
Dublin  would  happen  again  in  these 
cases.  The  clerk  would  refuse  to  receive 
the  notices.  There  was  a  great  possi- 
bility of  fraud  and  collusion  under  the 
exi sting  arrangement.  The  maj ority  on 
the  Boards  of  Guardians  were  Tories ; 
and  if  the  Tory  landlords  occupied  them- 
selves with  politics,  and  objected  to  the 
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popular  candidate,  all  that  wu 
sary  was  that  the  landlords  dioiU  Mil 
back  the  paper  unstamped,  ul  ^ 
Tory  Clerk  of  the  Union  or  otLiergfiail 
should  decline  to  receive  it    H»  «»• 
tended  that  they  should  not  be  ^uA, 
within  the  possibility  of  a  large  mW 
of  people  being   disfranchiaed  to  ^ 
want  of  a  ha^enny  stamp.   Ha  yt 
sure  that  the  right  hou.  Gentkam  tk 
Postmaster  General  would  not,  for^k 
sake  of  the  small  sum  of  moBcriiH 
volved,  refuse  to  instruct  his 
nates  in  Ireland  that,  whenerer 
Returns  came  into  their  hands,  tfe  &a 
of  their  not  being  stamped  sboiU  Ml 
be  allowed  to  interfere  with  their  i»- 
livery ;  he  would  not  refuse  to  guz»> 
tee  that  the  papers  should  get  iito  lk 
hands  of  the  persons  to  whom  thfljvw* 
addressed  whether  they  were  staa^ 
or  not.    The  whole  matter  was  any 
small  one,  and  one  that,  in  his 
ought  to  be  decided  without 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  nid,  it  •■ 
a  question  of  exemption,  and  ht  vnii 
consider  it  before  the  Report 

Mb.  sexton  said,  he  hoped  tiisa^A 
hon.  Gentleman  and  the  hon.  and  lasM 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  wcwM  W 
able  to  devise  a  practical  settlfliaait  d 
the  matter.  He  would  ask  kaft  • 
withdraw  his  Amendment  in  that  «- 
pectation. 

Mb.  ILUNG worth  said,  brfgw*; 
Amendment  was  withdrawn  bswiifc" 
to  express  a  hope  that  there  mii  ^ 
no  miscarriage  of  justice  over  a  !»• 
nical  matter  of  this  kind ;  bat  w&  * 
would  be  a  very  serious  thing  thtf  ^ 
object  of  the  Bill  should  be  »^lr 
the  want  of  these  stamps,  he  ^w^*''* 
the  other  hand,  that  care  ^o^  *^ 
taken  that  no  harm  was  doo*  t»  v 
Inland  Revenue. 

Clause,  by  leave,  witMrmf- 

Mb.  sexton  said,  he  belif«d« 
no  one  would  contest  his  ooatcBtiA^ 
any  Clerk  of  the  Union  or  othff  ^j* 
charged  with  any  duty  oadar  ti»  ^ 
presentation  of  the  People  Act  I* 
who  refused  to  carry  oat  that  diiy.  ■* 
thereby  endang^ered  the  volt  ^  ^ 
person,  should  be  dismisied  6**^ 
office.  The  derk  or  officiil  wb 
or  killed  time  in  oonnectioa 
duties  came  within  the  scope  of  tktf 
tention,  and  be  thought  it  was 
clearly  to  indicate  at  tlie 
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sible  moment  that  no  insubordination, 
delay,  or  action  likely  to  prejudice  the 
rights  of  voters,  should  be  tolerated  by 
that  House;  and,  for  that  reason,  he 
asked  the  Committee  to  say  that  if  any 
official  sinned  against  the  Act  in  ques- 
tion he  would  not  be  allowed  to  retain 
his  position.  With  that  object  in  view 
he  would  move  the  Amendment  in  his 
name. 

.New  Clause: — 

(Duties  of  clerks  of  unions  under  "  The  Repre- 
sentation of  the  People  Act,  1884.") 

'<  Any  clerk  of  union,  or  other  official  charged 
^th  any  duty  by  '  The  Representation  of  the 
People  Act,  1884,'  who,  after  having  been 
called  upon  to  perform  such  duty,  shaU  refuse 
or  delay  to  enter  upon  and  proceed  with  such 
performance,  shall  be  liable  to  diflmissal  with- 
out notice," — (Mr.  Sexton,) 

— Irought  up^  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  said  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

M&.  QIBSON  said,  this  was  an  im- 
portant clause.  He  did  not  at  all  object 
to  a  clerk  who,  by  delay  or  neglect, 
caused  grave  obstruction  in  a  matter  of 
this  kind  being  punished  for  it.  That 
was  entirely  right ;  but  it  would  seem  a 
matter  to  be  dealt  with  by  the  official 
heads  of  the  Department.  He  did  not 
know  whether  the  Oovemment  felt  that 
this  clause,  as  drafted,  was  necessary  to 
strengthen  their  hands ;  whether,  in  its 
present  form,  it  was  calculated  to  do  so 
in  the  most  efficient  way.  He  desired 
to  elicit  from  the  Government  how  far 
they  considered  a  clause  of  the  kind 
necessary,  and  how  far  they  were  satis- 
fied with  the  clause  as  proposed? 

The  SOLICITOE  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  said,  he  did  not 
think  it  necessary  to  introduce  into  the 
Bill  a  clause  of  this  kind,  because  such 
a  breach  of  duty  would  be  considered  a 
matter  justifying  dismissal.  He  con- 
sidered that  to  adopt  a  new  clause  under 
the  circumstances  would  be  to  go  be- 
yond the  necessities  of  the  case. 

Mb.  SEXTON  said,  the  point  was 
that  every  hour  was  of  importance  in 
this  matter  of  the  voting  of  the  people. 
They  knew  that  evil-doing  on  the  part 
of  a  Clerk  of  the  Union  or  official  could 
only  be  discovered  months  afterwards. 
This  clause  was  not  intended  to  meet  the 
case  of  default ;  it  was  only  intended  to 
meet  the  case  of  refusal  or  delay  in 


proceeding.  It  was  a  matter  for  ascer- 
tainment by  the  Local  Government 
Board.  If  it  were  reported  to  the  Local 
Government  Board  that  any  clerk  or 
official  had  refused  to  proceed,  they 
could  then  send  down  and  investigate 
the  matter.  But  that  should  be  done 
without  notice,  for  obvious  reasons.  He 
thought  it  necessary  to  deal  with  a  dere- 
liction of  duty  by  a  penalty;  and,  in 
this  case,  thousands  of  people  might  be 
disfranchised  unless  the  officials  were 
told  that  the  iniquity  in  question  would 
entail  loss  of  office. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  said,  he  had 
already  pointed  out  that  in  the  case  of 
misconduct  no  notice  was  necessary. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  that,  last  year, 
they  had  made  out  a  list  of  over  100 
cases  where  an  official  had  acted  falsely 
and  fraudulently ;  but  what  satisfaction 
did  they  get  by  leaving  the  matter  to 
be  dealt  with  by  the  Local  Government 
Board?  Why,  the  fact  that  officials 
were  accused  by  hon.  Members  on  those 
Benches  was  in  itself  sufficient  to  cause 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Treasury 
Bench  to  screen  them.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chit)f  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  was  Presi- 
dent of  the  Irish  Local  Government 
Board,  and  how  did  he  treat  complaints 
made  to  him  ?  His  one  idea  was  not  to 
please  the  people,  to  give  them  satisfac- 
tion, or  to  do  anything  agreeable  to 
them.  He  would  screen  the  officials, 
and  the  one  question  he  would  ask  him- 
self would  be — **  How  can  I  thwart  the 
Parnellites  ?  "  His  own  belief  was  that 
when  the  Clerks  of  Unions  and  officials 
in  Ireland  grossly  misconducted  them- 
selve,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the 
Irish  Government  would  quite  as  grossly 
maintain  tHem  in  their  offices. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  unless  the  Go- 
vernment promised  to  take  the  matter 
into  consideration  and  ceased  to  put  them 
o£E  with  answers  of  the  kind  they  had 
just  received,  he  thought  they  would  be 
compelled  to  occupy  considerably  more 
time  in  discussing  the  question.  He  un- 
derstood the  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land to  say  that  the  course  that  would  be 
pursued  was  that  which  he  (Mr.  Sexton) 
wished  to  have  declared  in  the  Bill. 
Both  the  learned  Gentlemen  who  had 
spoken  on  the  Amendment  admitted  that 
if  an  official  did  what  was  described  iu 
the  clause — that  was  to  say,  refused  to 
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perforin  Lis  duty,  or  delayed  to  enter 
upon  its  performance — ^he  was  liable  to 
dismissal.  What  then  was  the  cause  of 
the  abhorrence  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  have  that  declared ;  what 
harm  could  there  be  in  saying  that 
tinder  the  circumstances  the  individual 
would  be  dismissed?  There  was  one 
othpr  course  open  to  the  Government. 
If  they  had  this  insuperable  objection  to 
the  clause,  would  they  accept  a  compro- 
mise— that  was  to  say,  if  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, as  was  admitted,  an  official 
was  liable  to  dismissal,  would  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Irish  Local  Government 
Board  undertake  that  the  Board  would 
immediately  issue  to  the  Clerks  of  Unions 
a  Circular  intimating  to  them  upon  the 
authority  of  the  Board  that  refusal  or 
delaying  to  perform  the  duties  cast  upon 
them  by  the  Act  would  entail  their  dis* 
missal  ? 

Me.  CAMPBELL  -  B ANNERMAN : 
Tes,  Sir.  I  do  not  accept  the  way  in 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy)  has  put  this 
question,  or  his  description  of  the  action 
of  the  officials  of  the  Local  Government 
Board.  I  can  assure  him,  however,  that 
we  have  every  desire  to  see  justice  done 
in  this  matter ;  but  I  am  not  aware  that 
any  instance  has  been  pointed  out  to  me, 
or  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  near  me, 
of  unfairness  in  these  m  atters.  The  Local 
Government  Board  have  undertaken  to 
issue  instructions,  but  we  could  not  ac- 
cept the  clause  in  its  present  form.  If 
it  will  meet  the  views  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  I  will  agree 
to  a  clause  running  in  this  way — 

''Any  clerk  of  union,  or  other  official  .  .  . 
who,  after  having  been  called  upon  to  per- 
form Buch  duty,  i^^all  wilfully  refuse  or  delay, 
andfoon." 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  accept  that. 

Ma.  CAMPBELL-BANNEEMAN  :  I 
think  there  would  be  no  objection  to 
that. 

Clause  read  a  second  time. 

Question,  "That  the  word  'wilfully' 
be  there  inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to,  and 
added  to  the  Bill. 

New  Clause : — 

(Devolution  of  title.) 

**  For  the  purposes  of  this  Act  the  production 

of  letters  of  administration  by  any  claimant  in 

ordtfT  to  establish  any  devolution  of  title  to  or 

rom  any  qualification   sball  not   be  deemed 

Ur.  Sexton 


necessary,  and  the  pendency  of 
under  or  the  non-compliance  viiktsraitb 
provisions  of  the  third  sectioaof  'IVLiBi 
Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881,'  shtll  not  be  W 
to  invalidate  a  claim  to  any  quHfiatas,'*- 
fMr,  Mantm,) 

— brought  up,  and  read  the  fint  tiai. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoal 
"  That  the  Clause  be  now  read  a  leosci 
time." 

The  SOLICITOB  GENERAL  m 
lEELAND  (Mr.  WALm)itiiWa 
not  think  it  would  be  adfistUttBtt- 
cept  the  clause. 

Colonel  KINQ-HAE¥AX  bA  k- 
must  confess  that  the  difficoltj  fixi 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentlenii  a* 
Member  for  Kilkenny  (Mr.  M«a 
aimed  at  by  the  clause  wu  oie  fst 
certain  to  arise. 

Mb.  AETHUR  O'CONNOBMilftii 
was  not  so  much  a  question  of  iMaS; 
as  a  matter  of  actual  fact  At  tkiitf 
revision  in  the  Queen's  OomtT.ie* 
siderable  number  of  men  w«w  iad» 
ohised  because  they  hadnotttkact 
letters  of  administration.  He  hted 
oases  where  men  had  diedletTiiiM**'^ 
sons,  but  only  one  son  had  isttw^ 
occupation  of  the  farm  for  p«jA^^ 
or  16  years,  this  arraDgfementbeiaf  «•• 
pletely  satisfactory  to  all  tl»  )■•• 
According  to  ordinary  piesnapti** 
man  who  had  been  in  occapttian.aiv 
paid  rates,  was  entitled  to  it^  •* 
tbat  was  not  enough  for  tbe  !•*'*' 
who  presided  at  the  Registntifli^^ 
and  he  disallowed  vote  after  tots^  •* 
ground  that  though  the  man  ki^>* 
in  exclusive  occupation  for  a  wffg* 
number  of  years,  they  had  not  ^tf*** 
themselves  leg^iy  by  takinic*'*^ 
of  administration.  Primd  f*ot  •* 
to  be  registered  did  not  avail  i^*** 
all.  He  (Mr.  Arthur  O'CcmBor; -^ 
constituents,  one  after  anodw.  W* 
chised  on  no  better  ground  tksM  *J* 
had  stated.  This  means  ofdiiln^** 
ment  had  been  adopted  in  tbtf**^* 
he  had  no  doubt  it  would  be  "^^f** 
the  future  tinlesa  ateps  w«»  *"* ' 
avoid  it.  . . 

Colonel  BING-HARMAS  "J"  * 
the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.Artto^'^ 
nor)  could  give  the  Committt*  •* 
mate  of  the   disfranchitan>sa>  *^ 

such  circnm stances  ?  j^ 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOBijl.^^ 

he    saw  five   men    diafimacfeBi*' ' 

quarter  of  an  hour. 
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The  solicitor  QENEEAL  (Sir 
Farrer  Hebschell)  said,  lie  did  not 
think  tliat  such,  disfranchisement  as  the 
Lon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  A.  O'Connor)  re- 
ferred to  would  be  possible,  when  regard 
was  had  to  the  proyisions  of  this  Bill. 
There  was  a  clause  providing  that  actual 
occupation  should  give  the  vote,  and  if 
evidence  were  given  of  actual  occupa- 
tion, one  could  hardly  understand  the 
vote  being  disallowed.  As  to  the  latter 
part  of  the  clause  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Oentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Marum),  it 
would  not  in  his  (the  Solicitor  Oeneral's) 
opinion  hare  any  effect  at  all.  The 
words  were — 

'*0r  the  non-compliance  with  any  of  the 
provisions  of  the  third  section  of  '  The  Land 
Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881/  shall  not  be  deemed 
to  invalidate  a  claim  to  any  qualification." 

He  did  not  quite  understand  what  was 
meant  by  non-compliance  with  any  of  the 
proyisions  of  the  3rd  section  of  the 
Land  Act,  because  that  section  provided 
that  a  man  had  to  bequeath  to  one  per- 
son only.  If  a  man  bequeathed  to  more 
than  one  person,  he  (the  Solicitor  Gene- 
ral) did  not  understand  what  was  to 
follow.  If  the  hon.  and  learned  Oentle- 
man (Mr.  Marum)  was  agreeable,  they 
would  confer  together  to  see  whether  the 
difficulty  suggested  could  be  properly 
met.  Whatever  evil  there  was,  he  (the 
Solicitor  General)  did  not  think  it  would 
be  remedied  by  this  clause.  He  thought 
that,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  clause 
would  be  a  mere  nullity. 

Mr.  MAEUM  said,  he  would  point 
out  that  it  was  possible  that  there  might 
be  pendency  of  proceedings  within  the 
12  months  to  determine  who  was  the 
tenant  of  premises.  It  was  to  prevent 
the  pendency  of  proceedings  invalidating 
a  claim  to  a  qualification,  that  he  pro- 
posed this  clause.  He  knew  many  per- 
sons who  did  not  like  to  fub-divide  a 
holding.  They  agreed  amongst  them- 
selves, and  then  came  the  difficulty  who 
was  the  tenant  ?  When  they  came  before 
the  Bovising  Barrister,  that  gentleman 
invariably  asked,  first  of  all,  who  the 
occupier  was. 

Thr  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  said,  that  if 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Marum)  would  confer  with  the  Law  Offi- 
cers, they  would  be  very  happy  to  do 
what  they  could  to  meet  his  views.  If, 
after  a  conference,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  preferred  his  own  words,  he 


could  move  to  re-introduce  his  clause  on 
the  Report. 

Mr.  MARUM  said,  he  would  very 
gladly  avail  himself  of  the  suggestion 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman. 

Motion  and  Clause,  by  leave,  with' 
drawn, 

SCHEDULE. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
proposed  an  Amendment,  in  page  4, 
line  1,  before  *' Schedule,"  to  insert 
•'Second." 

Question,  ''That  that  word  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
proposed  an  Amendment,  in  Schedule  2, 
page  4,  lines  9  and  10,  after  ''2,"  to 
leave  out  **  and  the  Schedules,"  and  in* 
sert ''  except  sub-sections  one  and  two 
of  section  two." 

Question,  **  That  the  words  '  and  the 
Schedules'  stand  part  of  the  Schedule," 
put,  and  negatived. 

Question,  ''That  the  words  'except 
sub-sections  one  and  two  of  section  two  * 
be  there  inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.    CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 

proposed  an  Amendment,  in  Second 
Schedule,  page  4,  leave  out  from  be- 
ginning of  line  27  to  end  of  Schedule, 
and  insert — 

'*  The  forms  and  directions  applicable  to  cases 
where  new  polling  districts  have  been  consti- 
tuted, contained  in  the  First  Schedule  to  this 
Act,  shall  be  substituted  for  the  corresponding 
forms  and  directions  contained  in  the  Sche- 
dule to  'The  Polling  Districto  (Ireland)  Act, 
1873/  " 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Schedule." 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  would  ask  the 
Government  whether  they  were  willing 
to  agree  to  the  holding  of  night  Sessions 
in  places  like  Kingstown,  especially  now 
that  the  Franchise  Act  had  made  a  great 
change  in  the  general  character  and  the 
number  of  persons  who  would  come  up 
to  prove  their  claims? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  he  would  consider  the  subject  and 
determine  upon  it  by  Report. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question,  ''  That  the  words  proposed 
be  there  inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 
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Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN 
moved  the  insertion  of  a  new  Schedule. 

New  Schedule  (Containing  the  Forms 
necessaf  J  to  carry  out  the  Act  in  coun- 
ties and  Boroughs  separately,  and  in 
Counties  and  Boroughs  conjunctively,) 
— (Mr.  Camphell-Bannerman, ) 

— hrovght  up,  and  read  the  first  and 
second  time. 

Question  proposed,  ^'  That  the  Sche- 
dule be  added  to  the  Bill." 

PaKT  m. — ^FOBMS  APPLICABLE  TO   BOTH 
Coni7TIES  Ain)  BOBOUOHS. 

FoBM  No.  31. 

Claim  of  Lodoeb. 

Mb.  HEALY,  in  moving,  as  an  Amend- 
ment, to  leave  out  Column  4,  ''Amount 
of  Bent  paid,"  said,  the  term  in  ques- 
tion was  a  very  confusing  term,  because 
the  lodgings  were  to  be  of  the  value  of 
£10  unfurnished.  The  people  who  got 
the  forms  would  be  puzzled  to  know 
whether  the  phrase  to  which  he  referred 
meant  with  or  without  furniture.  He 
and  his  hon.  Friends  were  puzzled  to 
know  how  to  fill  up  the  form,  and  that 
fact  was  sufficient  to  show  that  many 
other  people  would  experience  the  same 
difficulty.  He  would,  therefore,  propose 
that  the  column  be  struck  out. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  Part  3, 
Form  No.  31,  to  leave  out  Column  4, 
**  Amount  of  Bent  paid." — (Mr,  Healy,) 

Question  proposed,  *^  That  the  Column 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
F 


orm. 


}> 


The  SOLICITOB  GENERAL  fob 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Walkeb)  said,  he  could 
not  agree  now  to  the  striking  out  of  the 
column.  Perhaps  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  would  reserve  the  point  until 
Beport. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  he  had  no  bigotry 
about  this  Form  at  all.  The  lodger 
franchise  had  been  retained,  in  addition 
to  all  the  other  franchises  now  created. 
There  must  be  some  column  in  the 
Form,  the  filling  up  of  which  would  en- 
able anybody  to  ascertain  the  value  of 
the  lodgings  in  respect  of  which  a  man 
claimed  to  oe  registered.  If  this  column 
were  struck  out,  how  was  a  person  to 
find  out  that  the  figure  of  £10  was 
reached?  There  certainly  should  be 
something  to  indicate  the  value  of  the 
lodgings. 


Mb.  HEALY  thought  that  instead  of 
a  column,  ''Amount  of  Bent  paid,"  it 
would  be  better  to  have  one,  "  Are  your 
rooms  above  the  value  of"  so  much? 
Thepresentcolumnwas  mere  surplusage, 
because  no  man  would  fill  up  the  Form, 
unless  he  considered  the  value  of  his 
rooms  was  over  £10.  The  point  was 
this — that  in  the  City  of  Dublin  people 
were  in  the  habit  of  taking  rooms  and 
furnishing  them  themselves.  There 
were  also,  as  a  matter  of  course,  fur- 
nished lodging^,  and  therefore  a  distinc- 
tion ought  to  be  made  between  furnished 
and  unfurnished  rooms,  and  this  column 
did  not  make  any  distinction  between 
them.  Perhaps  the  difficulty  would  be  met 
if  the  word  "  furnished  "  were  put  in. 

Mb.  MACABTNEY  said,  he  would 
point  out  that  there  was  one  column, 
"Description  of  Booms  occupied,  and 
whether  furnished  or  not." 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  would  agree  to 
the  postponement  of  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Findlatbb  (for 
Mr.  T.  A.  Dickson),  the  following 
Amendment  made  : — At  end  insert  the 
following  Schedule : — 

(Schedule  B.) 

NoTiCB  of  Objection  to  be  given  to  Pastxes 
objected  to  by  any  Pebson  other  than  the 
Glbkk  of  the  Peace  or  Glebx  of  the 
Union,  or  Pooe  Ratb  Collbctob. 

Polling  district  of 

To  Mr.  ,  of 

Take  notice  that  I  object  to  yonr  name  [m 
the  notice  to  the  tenant,  instead  of  the  fpordt 
**  your  name,**  inssrt  the  name  of  the  pereon  ob' 
fected  to]  beinjpf  retained  on  the  list  for  this  poll- 
ing district  of  voters  for  the  county  of 
[or  borough  of  ],  and  I  ^und  my  ob- 

jection on  the  column  of  the  register  headed — 

**  Christian  name  and  surname  of  eaoh  perMn 
on  the  register ;  " 

Or  on  the  column  headed — 
"Place  of  abode;" 

Or  on  the  column  headed — 
"  Nature  of  qualification  ;'* 

Or  on  the  column  headed — 
"  Amount  of  qualification  or  rating  ;** 

Or  on  the  column  headed — 

'*  Townland  or  other  denomination,  street, 
lane,  or  other  like  place  in  this  polUng  district, 
&c." 

Dated  this  day  of  one  thousand 

eight  hundred  and 

Signed  A.B.,  of  [place  of  abode],  being  noir 
registered  [or]  on  the  register  of  voters 
or  list  of  voters  [ae  the  ease  may  be"]  for  the 
county  of  [or  borough  of  ]. 
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Bill  reported^  as  amended  ;  to  be  con- 
aidered  upon  Monday  next,  and  to  be 
printed.     [Bill  160.] 

KEGISTRATION  OP  VOTERS 

(SCOTLAND)  BELL. 

( Th4  Lord  AdwcaU^  Mr  Solicitor  General  for 

Scotland.) 

[bill   132.]      COMMITTEE. 

Bill  eoniid€red  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  (Short  title) ;  and  Clause  2 
(Definition),  seyerallj  agreed  to. 

Clause  3  (Power  of  Her  Majesty  in 
Council  to  prescribe  forms). 

Sib    ALEXANDEB    QOEDON,    in 
moving,  as  an  Amendment,  in  page  1, 
line  12,  to  leave  out  *' including,"  and 
insert  ''  excluding,"  said,  he  proposed 
the  Amendment  for  the  purpose  of  keep- 
ing in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members  the 
alteration  of  an  Act  of  Parliament  which 
was  yerj  important  to  Scotland.    The 
clause  proposed  to  enable  the  form  of 
the  Valuation  EoU  to  be  altered  by  an 
Order  of  the  Queen  in  Council,  instead 
of  its  being  brought  to  the  House  of 
Commons  and  altered  after  consultation 
with  the  Scotch  Members.    It  was  quite 
possible  that  English  and  Irish  Mem- 
bers did  not  know  that  the  Valuation 
Boll  was  the  most  important  document 
the  Scotch  people  had.    It  was  formed 
32  years  ago  as  the  basis  of  all  rating 
in  Scotland,  and   it   had  been   of  the 
greatest  value  since.    In  Scotland  they 
could  not  get  on  without  it;  and  the 
English  and  Irish  people  would  be  very 
well  satisfied  if  they  adopted  the  same 
system.    But  that,  however,  was  another 
matter.     The  Order  of  the  Queen  in 
Council  was  a  very  high  sounding  term ; 
hut,  in  point  of  fact,  it  really  amounted 
to  the  Lord  Advocate  and  his   clerks. 
This  was  purely  a  Scotch  business ;  and 
he  would  show  the  way  in  which  this 
^eiy  Bill  had  been  brought  before  the 
House,  as  an  instance   of  how  easily 
alterations  might  be  made  without  any 
consultation  with    the   Members   from 
Scotland.    This  Bill  was  printed  and  de- 
livered to  hon.  Members  between  8  and 
9^  o'clock   last  Wednesday,   and  at    1 
0  clock  on  the  same  day  it  was  read  a 
fi«5ond  time.    He  believed  that  not  more 
than  one  or  two  Members  from  Scotland 
then  knew  that  the  Bill  was  in  ex- 
istence.   He  asked  several  Scotch  Mem- 


bers, and  only  one  of  them  told  him 
that  he  had  noticed  that  the  Bill  had 
been  delivered  that  morning.  He  be- 
lieved that  the  rapidity  with  which  the 
Bill  was  read  a  second  time  was  unpre- 
cedented in  the  annals  of  Parliament. 
There  was  no  record  of  a  Bill  being  read 
a  second  time  the  day  it  was  delivered 
to  Members.  He  mentioned  that  as  an 
instance  of  how  easily  the  Valuation 
EoU  might  be  altered  without  the  Scotch 
Bepresentatives  knowing  any  thin  gabout 
it.  The  alteration  that  was  proposed  in 
this  case  was  the  adoption  for  the  coim.- 
ties  of  a  form  of  roll  now  used  in  bo- 
roughs. He  would  deal  with  that  more 
in  detail  when  they  reachedthe  Schedules. 
The  county  Members  in  the  counties  in 
Scotland  had  no  organization  by  which 
they  could  bring  to  the  notice  of  the 
Lord  Advocate  either  their  objections  to 
the  proposed  change,  or  their  wishes 
with  regard  to  it.  In  that  respect  they 
were  in  a  very  difiTerent  position  to  the 
burghs  of  Scotland,  which  had  what  was 
called  the  Convention  of  Burghs  —  an 
organization  for  the  purpose  of  looking 
after  the  interests  of  the  burghs — having 
its  head-quarters  and  ofiB.ces  in  Edin- 
burgh, and  for  its  President  very  often 
the  Lord  Provost  of  that  city.  They 
had,  therefore,  means  of  access  to  the 
Lord  Advocate  and  other  officials  in 
Edinburgh  for  the  furthering  of  their 
wishes.  He  did  not  say  that  the  inte- 
rests of  the  burghs  and  counties  were 
antagonistic ;  but  his  point  was  that  they 
were  not  identical.  Their  wants  were 
very  different,  and  what  was  suitable  for 
one  might  not  be  suitable  for  the  other. 
It  would  be  very  easy  for  the  officials  of 
the  Government  to  make  changes  which 
might  have  a  political  bias,  and  which 
might  affect  the  voting  of  either  burghs 
or  counties  in  a  very  important  manner, 
and,  therefore,  he  thought  hon.  Mem- 
bers ^^of  that  House  ought  to  retain  what 
they  had  had  for  30  years — namely,  the 
privilege  of  altering  the  law.  He,  there- 
fore, proposed  just  merely  to  strike  out 
of  Clauses  3  to  4  so  much  as  enabled 
them  to  alter  the  Valuation  Boll  of  coun- 
ties without  coming  to  that  House.  He 
hoped  hon.  Members  would  see  that  it 
was  proposed  purely  to  keep  in  their 
hands  that  power  which  they  had  now, 
and  not  for  any  purpose  of  obstruction 
or  hostility  to  the  measure  of  the  Lord 
Advocate.  He  begged  to  move  the 
Amendment  of  which  he  hadgivenNotice, 


1423      Registration  of  Voters   '     {COMMONS} 


{Scotland)  Bin. 


im 


Amendment  proposed, 

Tn  page  1,  line  12,  to  leave  ont  the  word 
"  including  *'  for  the  purpose  of  inserting  the 
word  **  exdnding,**^  (Sir  Alexander  Gordon,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  word 
'  including'  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  said,  that  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman,  as  he  understood  him, 
both  from  his  Amendment  on  the  Paper 
and  from  his  speech,  did  not  object 
to  the  Queen  in  Council  being  vested 
with  the  power  of  prescribing  forms  for 
the  execution  of  this  Act  generally,  but 
merely  objected  to  that  power  being 
extended  to  the  Valuation  Roll.  [Sir 
Alexander  Gordon:  Yes;  that  is  so.] 
In  that  case,  he  could  assure  the  Com- 
mittee that  the  only  object  with  which 
this  provision  had  been,  introduced  was 
for  the  sake  of  convenience.  They 
had  now  had  a  good  many  years  ex- 
perience of  the  Valuation  Boll.  It  had 
been  very  frequently  altered  by  Act  of 
Parliament;  and  he  believed  that  the 
counties  had  by  no  means  adhered  to 
the  particular  form  which  had  been  pre- 
scribed from  time  to  time,  so  that  there 
were  in  the  various  counties  considerable 
variations.  His  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
had  spoken  of  the  want  of  facility  for 
communication.  He  could  assure  the  hon. 
Member  that  the  reason  why  the  Bill 
was  somewhat  late  in  being  introduced 
was  because  they  had  been  in  communi- 
cation with  the  assessors  of  the  lead- 
ing counties  with  the  view  of  ascer- 
taining what  was  the  prevalent  opinion 
as  to  the  most  convenient  form  and 
method  of  accomplishing  the  object 
they  had  in  view — namely,  simplicity 
and  clearness  in  this  Boll.  It  was  found, 
from  time  to  time,  that  some  of  the 
entries  were  needless,  and  that  others 
required  to  be  introduced.  Instead  of 
making  it  essential  to  come  back  to 
Parliament  for  authority  to  get  this 
done,  they  had  thought  it  would  be  con- 
venient to  propose  a  simpler  method  of 
making  such  alteration  as  might  be 
thought  necessary  from  time  to  time. 
He  conceived  that  that  would  be  in 
accordance  with  the  prevalent  opinion  ; 
but  he  need  scarcely  say  that  if  there 
was  an  idea  on  the  part  of  Scotch  Mem- 
bers that  this  should  be  made  the  sub- 
ject of  legislation,  he  would  have  no 
objection.     A  mere  alteration   of   the 

Sir  Ahxander  Gordon 


form  or  the  style  iras  haxdlj  m&— 
he  was  going  to  say  occupying  tSit  tiai 
of  the  House,  but  he  would  not  nj  tkL 
He  regarded  the  Valuation  BoQ  Mat- 
portant ;  but  it  was  not  quite  the  cUito 
of  their  liberties,  as  the  hon.  and  gtflnS 
Member  would  seem  to  imply.  Et 
should  like  to  know  what  the 
opinion  on  the  subject  was  ? 

Sir  ALEXANDEB  GOBDON  ni 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  hit^ 
cate  had  spoken  of  the  Valuatm  Sdl 
having  been  altered  several  times.  IW 
right  hon.  and  learned  GendemBtk 
thought,  would  find  himself  misttks 
with  regard  to  that.  It  had  only  bca 
altered  once. 

The  LOBD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfottr)  :  No ;  several  timea. 

Sir  ALEXANDEB  GOBDON 
he  had  here  two  Acta  of 
namely,  the  Act  of  1854,  and  Um 
sequent  Act  of  the  24  &  25  Vui. 

Thb  LOBD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  & 
Balfoub)  said,  the  Valnatioo  BoD  «■ 
altered  with  regard  to  borgha  fay  tht 
Burghs  Beform  Act,  and  in  regari  H 
counties  by  the  County  Voters  Ait  if 
1861. 

Sib  ALEXANDEB  OOBDON  »i 
that  was  what  he  was  speaking  oL  Tha 
Act  of  1 86 1 ,  no  doubt,  had  altiieA  it 
It  had  made  it  optional  for  th« 
to  be  one  or  five  years,  as  the  ~ 
sioners  of  Supply  thought  proper. 
for  the  purpose  of  assimilating  tbi 
but  there  was  no  object  to  be  gaJMi  fcf 
assimilating  the  Bnll  of  the  ttmtm 
and  the  burghs.  The  two  wen  lAA 
different,  and  nothing  would  be  g**" 
by  having  the  two  forma 
Therefore,  he  hoped  his 
woidd  be  acceded  to. 

Sir  HEBBEBT  MAXWELL 
that  he  had  understood  the  ngte 
and  learned  Lord  Advocate  to  inviti 
expression  of  opinion  as  to  tbt 
priety  of  the  proposals  in 
he  (fc^ir  Herbert  Maxwell)  hardly 
curred  in  the  proposals  in  the  BilL 
thought  it  would  be  distindiy  «i 
advantage  of  those  who  had  It 
with  the  working  ol    the  Act 

counties  and  burghs  that  tbert 

be  a  certain  elasticity  giTeo  wkkk  aaM 
not  be  obtained  by  the  cooiplinteda^ 
cbinery  of  an  Act  of  P^rllaaMiriL  ^ 
might  seem  a  trivial  point,  and  a 
what  unimportant  point,  whieh  ^ 
raised  by  his  hon.  and  galUal 
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ir  Alexander  Gordon);  but  he  could 
ure  the  Committee  that  there  was  a 
i^rent  deal  of  expense,  unavoidable  ez- 
>en8e,  involved  in  this  question.  It  was 
Ixe  practice  in  the  counties  to  adopt  a 
K&ost  cumbersome  and  expensive  form  of 
^nntiog  the  register  of  voters.  He 
3.  eld  in  his  hand  a  sheet  of  the  register 
>£  voters  for  his  own  county,  and  he 
Ixought  hon.  Members,  if  they  would 
ook  at  it,  would  agree  that  it  was  a 
nost  inconvenient  form.  In  his  own 
ronstituency  there  were  not  more  than 
L  ,  700  voters,  and,  absurd  as  it  might 
seem,  the  register  of  these  voters — the 
papers  on  which  these  1,700  names  were 
printed — weighed  no  less  than  1^  lbs. ; 
siod  he  left  it  to  the  Committee  to  con- 
sider what  would  be  the  weight  of  re- 
cords containing  the  names  of,  perhaps, 
25,000  or  30,000  voters.  He  thought 
tlie  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advo- 
cate deserved  the  thanks  of  the  Com- 
mittee for  having  referred  this  matter  to 
the  Privy  Council;  for,  no  doubt,  the 
recommendations  would  reach  that  Body 
more  perfectly  and  more  readily  than 
they  would  in  the  form  of  an  Act  of 
Parliament  brought  before  this  House. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Amendment  negatived. 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Advocate, 
the  following  Amendments  made: — In 
pa^e  1,  line  24,  after  «  1861,"  insert 
' '  and  section  sixteen  of  'The  Bepresenta- 
tion  of  the  People  (Scotland)  Act ; ' "  and 
in  line  27,  leave  out  **  section  four  of 
the  said  Act,"  and  insert  ''the  last- 
mentioned  section." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  4  (Assessor  may  call  for  a  list 
of  inhabitant  occupiers). 

Thb  lord  advocate  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Bai«foub)  said,  the  first  Amendment  on 
the  Paper  in  his  name  was  as  follows : — 
In  page  2,  line  4,  after  "  every,"  insert 
*'  occupier  or  others."  He  did  not,  how- 
erer  propose  to  move  it.  He  desired  to 
accomplish  the  same  thing  by  a  slightly 
different  method — ^namely,  by  moving 
to  insert,  in  page  2,  line  5,  after  the 
words  "  in  respect  of,"  the  words  **  the 
occnpation  of."  It  had  been  pointed 
oat  that  the  clause,  as  it  stood,  did  not 
define  with  sufficient  clearness  what  the 
rating  was  to  be.  In  Scotland,  dififering 
from  the  usual  English  practice,  there 


was  a  rating  both  on  the  proprietor  and 
the  tenant,  and  under  the  clause,  as  it 
stood,  there  would  be  laid  on  the  pro* 
prietor,  however  large  his  property, 
an  obligation  to  send  in  a  Betum  speci* 
fying  all  the  names  of  the  servants  that 
even  the  tenants  had  oil  his  property ; 
and  if  the  Committee  accepted  the  pro- 
posal, he  would  have  to  specify  also  the 
time  at  which  the  servants  entered  his 
service.  It  would  not  be  reasonable  to 
ask  that  of  the  proprietor  if  he  was  not 
in  the  occupancy,  because  he  might  not 
have  the  means  of  knowing  the  facts ; 
and  accordingly  the  words  he  (the  Lord 
Advocate)  proposed  to  insert  would 
make  the  clause  run — "Every  person 
rated,  or  liable  to  be  rated,  in  respect  of 
the  occupation  of  lands."  If  he  were 
the  proprietor  in  occupation,  then  he 
would  have  to  make  the  Betum,  and 
if  he  were  the  tenant  in  occupation  he 
would  have  to  do  it.  It  was  only  the 
occupier  who  knew  the  service  men  on 
his  property. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  2,  line  6,  after  the  words  **  in  respect 
of,"  insert  "occnpation  of."— (TA*  Lord  Advo* 
eaU,) 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  ADVOOATEy 
the  following  Amendments  made: — In 
page  2,  line  6,  after  '^  dwelling-house," 
insert  "  or  on  some  agent  of  such  person 
concerned  in  the  management  of  such 
lands  and  heritages ; "  line  7,  leave  out 
**  himself,"  and  insert  **  such  person  ;  " 
line^  9,  after  "dwelling-house,"  insert 
'^  afxd  the  month  and  year  in  which  they 
began  to  occupy  such  dwelling-house ; " 
line  10,  leave  out  **he,"  and  insert  **  any 
such  person  or  agent ;  "  and  in  line  12, 
leave  out  from  '^  conviction,"  to  end  of 
Clause,  and  insert — 

**  To  the  same  penalty  as  is  enacted  in  similar 
cases  by  section  seven  of  the  Act  passed  in  the 
Session  of  the  seventeenth  and  eighteenth 
years  of  the  reign  of  Her  present  Majesty, 
chapter  ninety-one." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  5  (Special  provision  as  to  voters 
in  1885),  agreed  to. 

Clause  6  (Dwelling-house  to  be  entered 
in  valuation  roll). 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2| 
line  21,  to  leave  out  "separately."— 
( ne  Lord  Advocate,) 
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Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
' separately'  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Me.  a.  R.  D.  ELLIOT  said,  he  wished 
to  know  the  meaning  of  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Thb  lord  advocate  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  said,  it  had  been  suggested 
that  the  use  of  the  word  *' separately  " 
was  a  direction  which  led  the  assessors, 
or  some  of  them,  in  making  up  the  lists, 
practically  to  make  double  entries.  They 
might  feel  it  their  duty  to  enter  a  name 
a  second  time  in  connection  with  the 
houses  of  servants.  A  criticism  had 
been  made  upon  that  by  those  familiar 
with  the  working  of  the  matter. 

Mb.  a.  R.  D.  ELLIOT  said,  he 
thought  it  desirable  that  the  different 
houses  attached  to  a  farm  should  be 
entered  separately. 

Thb  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  said,  there  was  such  a  specifi- 
cation as  would  show  that  there  was  a 
different  place  inhabited  by  a  different 
person.  He  had  thought  it  safer  to 
have  the  word  '*  separately  "  in.  They 
had  been  told  that  it  would  lead  to 
double  entry,  and  without  it  the  section 
would  be  quite  suf&cient  in  itself. 

SiE  ALEXANDER  GORDON] 
thought  that  each  individual  house 
should  have  a  separate  number  on  the 
Roll.  Every  house  which  carried  a  vote 
with  it  should  have  a  separate  number 
on  the  Roll. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoije)  said,  it  should  be  individual- 
ized, whether  it  was  numbered  or  not. 

Me.  R.  p.  BRUCE  said,  he  thought 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advo- 
cate should  consider  the  matter  before 
Report.  Take  the  case  of  a  large  farm ; 
it  might  have  four  or  five  houses  on  it, 
the  inhabitants  of  which  would  possess 
votes.  There  would  be  a  list  of  four 
or  five  names  in  another  column  of  the 
Roll,  and  nothing  in  the  Roll  to  show 
where  the  houses  were,  or  by  whom  they 
were  occupied.  That  point  he  thought 
worthy  of  consideration.  Should  not 
the  word  **  cottage,"  or  whatever  it 
might  be,  be  put  against  each  name  ? 

SiE  ALEXANDER  GORDON:  I 
hope  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord 
Advocate  will  consider  that  matter. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
^alfoue")  :  I  will  undertake  to  do  so. 

Me.  ORR-EWING  thought  each 
house  should  be  clearly  specified. 


Me.    BUCHANAN    asked 
there  would  be  a  separate  entry  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B 
Balfoxte)  said,  that  specifying  a  dvdl- 
ing-house  meant  entering  1ii«td««fiii^ 
house  individually.  There  might  bt  a 
farmhouse,  then  so  many  ooCUgti»  mL 
so  on. 

Question  put,  and  n^xtivei .-  ward  M 
out  accordingly. 

Clause,  as  amended,  mgr§$i  U. 


Clause  7  (Register  in  divided 
Clause  8    (Register    in 
burghs  merged  in  conntiee^ ; 
(Advertisement  of  new  poUing 
counties,    16   &   17   Vict,  c  28); 
Clause  10  (Registration  where 
are  divided),  severally  agrmi  i«. 


OaoMl 


Clause  1 1  (Assessor  not  to  be 
tor  of  poor  rates  or  factor). 

Me.  WILLIAMSON  said,  he  did 

know  what  the  right  hon.  and 

Lord  Advocate  expected  to  gain  by  tk 

clause.     No  doubt  it  was  a  dcenUf 

thing  that  the  assessor  of  a  bargk— ^ 

might  be  a  small  one — should  sot  k 

allowed  to  be  a  factor  or  land  a^ 

within  that  small  burgh ;  but  tk««  v« 

no  reason  why  he  should  be  prevccto^ 

from  engaging  as  factor  orlandsfAS 

in  farm  operations  in  a  district  10  or  U 

miles  away.    He  was  sure  the  li^ 

hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate  £dx 

wish  to  prevent   that,    althoa^  ^ 

was  the  result  of  his  clause.    He  ;1^ 

Williamson)  proposed  to  remedy  it  3 

either  one  or  two  ways— either  to  iaset 

after  the  word  '*  assessor/'  in  lis*  >^ 

the  words  **  in  the  county  or  ditiBoa  rf 

the  county" — that  was  to  say,  t3  «• 

elude  the  operation  of  the  dans*  fi* 

an  outside  district.    If  that  v«R  >^ 

acceptable,  he    would  suggest,  v  * 

alternative  proposal,  to  put  at  the  ^ 

of  the  clause  the  words  ••  in  the  c^*y 

district  or  burgh  in  wfaidi  he  asf  ^ 

assessor."     He  would  move  the  fin*  " 

the  two  alternative  Amendmecta  ^ 

would  leave  the  right  hon.  and  l*"^ 

Lord  Advocate  to  make  his  cbotf'  Vr 

tween  the  two. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  3,  line  11,  after  the 
insert   **in   the   ooonty   or   £ 
county."— (J^*--  W%lU9m»m:\ 


Question  proposed, "  That 
be  there  inserted." 
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Mb.  DALEYMFLE  said,  he  agreed 
Tvitb  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just 
sat  down  (Mr.  Williamson).  He  quite 
understood  the  reason  of  this  clause.  It 
xniglit  be  advantageous  to  have  the  re- 
striction in  some  cases ;  but  there  were 
instances  in  which  burgh  solicitors  were 
to  a  very  small  extent  land  factors, 
and  these  gentlemen  it  would  be  un- 
unnecessary  to  exclude  from  the  office 
of  accessor.  He  believed  the  language 
of  the  clause  was  unnecessarily  wide, 
and  was  of  opinion  that  the  case  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate 
had  in  view,  and  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  had  just  sat  down  had  also 
borne  in  mind,  would  be  met  by  making 
the  provision  apply  to  counties  only. 
He  thought  that  burgh  factors  should 
be  excluded  from  the  clause.  They  were 
in  no  sense  factors  in  the  sense  in  which 
be  understood  those  referred  to  in  the 
Bill  to  be. 

Da.  CAMERON  said,  he  hoped  that 
the  second  alternative  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  St. 
Andrews  (Mr.  Williamson)  would  be  ac- 
cepted. To  include  small  burghs  in  the 
operation  of  this  Bill  would  be  to  put  a 
stop  to  some  flagrant  cases  of  pluralism 
which  existed  in  small  burghs,  and  there 
could  be  no  particular  hardship  in  the 
proposal.  He  quite  agreed  that  there 
was  no  reason  why  an  assessor  in  a 
bargh  or  county  should  be  prevented 
firom  doing  what  he  liked  in  any  district 
beyond  his  official  jurisdiction ;  but  that 
brought  in  the  second  alternative.  But 
if  this  was  to  be  inserted  in  the  clause, 
and  he  thought  it  was  desirable  that 
it  should,  he  protested  against  burghs 
being  taken  out. 

Sib  HERBERT  MAXWELL  could 
not  understand  the  object  of  the  provi- 
sion in  the  Bill  which  they  were  dis- 
cussing. If  gentlemen  acting  as  factors 
in  many  districts  were  excluded  by  their 
office  from  acting  as  assessors,  they 
would  lose  the  services  of  those  who 
were  really  the  most  capable  men  in  the 
county  for  discharging  the  duties  of 
assessors.  Of  course,  in  large  towns 
there  was  plenty  of  choice  ;  but  he 
would  ask  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Lord  Advocate  to  remember  that  in 
sparsely  populated  districts  and  rural 
places  the  most  capable  business  men, 
and  the  best  men,  were  selected  as  fac- 
tors and  land  agents,  and  that  these 
would  be  the  best  qualified  for    dis- 


charging the  duties  of  assessors.  He 
must  protest  against  the  idea,  which 
seemed  to  be  accepted  in  some  quarters, 
that  because  a  man  was  employed  in  a 
certain  capacity  to  act  between  a  land- 
lord and  tenant,  he  utterly  and  entirely 
lost  the  capacity  for  acting  impartially 
in  any  public  office.  He  entirely  pro- 
tested against  any  such  idea  as  that, 
and  trusted  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Lord  Advocate  would,  if  he  did  not 
abandon  this  Amendment,  at  all  events 
show  some  better  reason  why  the  Com- 
mittee should  support  it  than  it  bore 
on  the  face  of  it. 

Gbnbbal  ALEXANDER  said,  he  sup- 
ported the  view  of  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
Herbert  Maxwell).  He  had  an  Amend- 
ment on  the  Paper  to  leave  out  all  the 
words  after  the  word  *' rates"  to  the 
end  of  the  clause.  He  failed  to  under- 
stand why  burgh  assessors  should  be 
placed  in  a  better  position  than  county 
assessors,  as  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Wig^onshire  had  just  stated. 
Some  of  the  factors  who  acted  as  county 
assessors  were  the  very  best  men  in  the 
county.  He  had  in  view  the  cases  of 
several  assessors  in  several  towns  who 
had  been  actiug  as  factors  for  various 
properties  for  25  years  past.  He  had 
never  heard  any  complaint  against  these 
gentlemen ;  and  he  thought  that  to  pre- 
vent a  choice  being  made  from  amon&^st 
the  factors  and  land  agents  was  to  de- 
prive the  public  of  the  services  of  a  very 
valuable  class  of  men.  The  result  of  the 
exclusion  proposed  would  be  that  they 
would  be  apt  to  get  an  inferior  class  of 
men,  because  the  superior  class  would 
have  to  chose  between  giving  up  their 
factorships  or  relinquishing  the  assessor- 
ships.  He  thought  in  the  case  of  men 
who  had  acted  for  25  years  without  a 
whisper  of  complaint  against  them,  it 
was  a  hard  thing  to  put  before  them  the 
alternative  of  giving  up  either  their  fac- 
torships or  their  assessorships.  He  had 
not  heard  a  single  argument  in  favour  of 
the  plan  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord 
Advocate  proposed  ;  and  he  should  like 
to  hear  from  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  what  he  had  to  say  in  favour 
of  depriving  this  worthy  class  of  men  of 
their  assessorships  or  their  factorships, 
as  the  case  might  be  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  said,  he  thought  he  could  ex- 
plain in  a  few  words  the  reason  why 
this  clause  was  introduced.    It  had  been 
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introduced  in  consequence  of  represen- 
tations received  from  a  variety  of  quar- 
ters to  the  effect  that  the  combination 
of  the  offices  of  assessors  and  factors  had 
resulted  in  a  good  deal  of  complaint. 
Pluralism  was  objected  to  as  being  dis- 
advantageous in  the  holder  of  a  public 
office,  but  it  was  not  merely  to  prevent 
that  that  the  clause  had  been  introduced. 
Legislation  had  no  concern  with  that  by 
itself,  unless  it  was  shown  that  there  was 
some  possible  conflict  between  the  dis- 
charge of  a  public  duty  and  a  private  one. 
What  were  the  duties  of  an  assessor 
and  his  powers  ?  An  assessor  had  to  go 
about  and  collect  all  kinds  of  informa- 
tion regarding  hereditable  property.  He 
had  to  go  about  the  lands  in  his  district, 
whether  county  or  burgh.  He  asked  all 
kinds  of  questions,  and  made  all  kinds 
of  notes,  and  entered  what  he  thought 
the  value  on  the  Valuation  Boll,  and 
he  very  often  bad  a  considerable  amount 
of  judgment  to  bring  to  bear.  Take, 
for  instance,  the  case  of  houses  in  the 
town  or  in  the  county  which  were 
not  let,  but  in  the  occupancy  of  the 
owner.  The  assessor  had  to  form  an 
opinion  as  to  what  value  he  would  put 
upon  them.  On  the  other  hand,  observe 
what  an  assessor's  duties  as  factor  were. 
One  of  his  duties  as  factor  was,  of  course, 
to  manage  in  the  interest  of  his  em- 
ployer, and  to  avoid  any  taxation  that 
could  be  avoided.  He  should  be  very 
sorry  to  make  any  charge  against  the 
factors ;  but  it  was  quite  plain  that  they 
might  be  tempted  to  take  a  more  favour- 
able— that  is,  for  the  purposes  of  taxa- 
tion, a  lower — view  of  the  valuation  of 
property  they  managed  than  they  would 
if  the  same  property  were  managed  by 
someone  else.  Accordingly,  it  was  thought 
there  was  a  possibility  of  a  conflict  of 
public  and  private  duty  to  which  no  one 
should  be  subjected.  Certainly  there 
were  parts  of  the  country  in  which 
the  feeling  existed — whether  rightly  or 
wrongly — ^that  it  was  unfortunate  that 
there  should  be  persons  in  such  a  posi- 
tion. He  put  it  as  a  matter  of  general 
principle  which  he  thought  the  Com- 
mittee would  accept.  If  what  he  had 
said  were  true  of  the  country,  he  should 
imagine  it  was  even  more  true  of  the 
towns.  It  had  been  represented-  to  the 
Government  that  there  were  in  towns 
gentlemen  holding  the  office  of  house 
factors  and  also  of  assessors,  and  it  had 
been  pointed  out  that  it  was  unfair  they 
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should  have  tbe  power  of  valuing  houses 
they  managed  and  the  houses  they  did 
not  manage.  The  same  considerations, 
therefore,  came  into  play  in  towns  as  in 
counties.  Assessors  who  acted  as  house 
factors  would  get  to  know  the  affairs  of 
their  neighbours,  and  it  might  be  of 
their  rivals  in  trade.  They  might  obtain 
particulars  with  regard  to  other  houses 
that  it  was  not  desirable  they  should 
acquire.  In  short,  this  was  not  a  posi- 
tion in  which  a  man  should  be  placed. 
Such  was  the  ground  on  which  this  pro- 
vision with  regard  to  factors  had  been  in- 
troduced. He  might  point  out  tbat  no 
objection  had  been  made  to  the  col- 
lectors of  poor  rates  being  disqualified 
from  acting  as  assessora.  The  reason 
of  their  disqualification  was  obvious. 
Poor  rate  collectors  also  bad  certain 
duties  to  perform  with  respect  to  the 
preparation  of  the  Hegister.  But  it 
appeared  to  him  that  t£e  case  against 
factors  acting  as  assessors  was  even 
stronger  than  that  against  poor  rate 
collectors.  He  should,  however,  be 
quite  prepared,  if  the  Committee 
thought  fit,  to  accept  the  second  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  St.  Andrews  Burghs  (Mr.  Wil- 
liamson), because  the  possible  conflict 
of  duty  would  not  arise  except  where 
the  management  was  in  the  same  area 
as  that  in  which  the  second  set  of  duties 
were  to  be  performed.  If  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Williamson)  would  for  the 
words  "for  a  county  or  division  of  a 
county"  substitute  the  words  ''in  the 
county  or  burgh,"  he  (the  Lord  Advo- 
cate) would  be  prepared  to  accept  the 
Amendment  But  he  was  not  disposed, 
for  the  reasons  he  had  given,  to  drop 
the  provision,  unless  there  was  a  feeling 
in  the  Committee  that  it  was  not  a  right 
provision. 

Mb.  ORR-EWINO  said,  he  was  very 
sorry  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Lord  Advocate  had  thought 
it  necessary  to  introduce  this  clause, 
because  he  (Mr.  Orr-Ewing)  thought 
that  the  clause  was  quite  unnecessary. 
They  had  not  been  told  the  sources  from 
which  the  Government  had  obtained 
the  information  upon  which  this  clause 
was  defended.  It  was  a  great  pity  that 
owing  to  secret  communications,  a  clause 
should  be  inserted  in  an  Act  of  Palia- 
ment  which  really  endeavoured  to  cast 
a  reflection  upon  a  most  respectable 
class  of  men.    This  clause  would   be 
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found  to  be  all  the  more  unnecessary 
"wlien  it  was  borne  in  mind  how  the 
assessors  were  appointed.  The  Govern- 
xnent  assessors  valued  each  district  of 
Scotland,  and  the  counties  almost  inva- 
riablj  appointed  them  their  assessors 
— indeed,  he  was  not  aware  of  any 
ooanty  with  which  he  was  acquainted 
tliat  did  not  accept  the  valuation  of 
the  county  assessors.  It  must  be  a 
very  email  county  that  acted  differ- 
ently. It  would  save  the  counties  a 
g^eat  deal  of  expense,  and  a  clashing 
of  valuation  between  the  Government 
and  county  assessors,  if  the  Government 
raluation  were  to  be  adopted.  It  would 
be  much  better  for  the  right  hon.  and 
leainied  Lord  Advocate  to  withdraw  this 
clause  altogether.  If  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  would  only  give 
the  matter  a  little  thought,  and  throw 
aside  the  anonymous  correspondence  he 
had  received,  he  must  see  the  force  of 
the  arguments  addressed  to  him. 

Mr.  WILLIAMSON  asked  leave  to 
withdraw  his  Amendment,  seeing  that 
the  Lord  Advocate  was  prepared  to  ac- 
cept the  alternative  proposal. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdraum. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  3,  line  12,  after  <<be,"  insert  "a 
sheriff  clerk  or  clerk  of  supply." — {Ths  Lord 
Advotatt.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
he  there  inserted." 

Mb.  B.  p.  BEITCE  said,  he  wished 
to  point  out  that  if  these  men  were  pre- 
Tented  from  engaging  in  the  work,  it 
might  be  found  necessary  to  employ  men 
of  an  inferior  class. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  said,  he  would  remind  the 
Committee  that  sheriffs'  officers  had 
other  public  duties  to  perform. 

Mr.  DALBTMPLE  asked  what  sort 
of  persons  it  was  contemplated  to  em- 
ploy in  future  as  assessors  ?  In  many 
districts  there  was  only  a  limited  num* 
ber  of  persons  who  could  possibly  be  so 
employed ;  and  if  by  this  mil  they  were 
to  exclude  such  persons,  who  would 
bave  to  be  appointed  in  future?  No 
one  could  make  a  living  by  being  as- 
Besor  only ;  and  if  an  assessor  was  not 
to  have  any  other  means  of  obtaining  a 
living,  he  (Mr.  Dalrymple)  failed  to  see 
who  they  could  appoint  to  the  office. 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
BiivouB)  thought  a  very  convenient 


method  would  be  to  appoint  the  Govern- 
ment assessor.  He  believed  that  the 
Government  assessor  was  employed  in 
all  the  counties  of  Scotland  except  six. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to;  words 
inserted  accordingly. 

Dr.  OAMEEON  proposed,  in  page  3, 
line  12,  after  **  poor,"  to  insert  "  or 
other  public."  It  appeared  to  him  that 
the  same  argument  applied  in  the  case 
of  the  one  officer  as  in  the  case  of  the 
other. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 

12,  after  "poor,"  to  insert  **or  other 
public." — (Dr.  Cameron,) 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  said,  he  doubted  whether  it 
was  wise  to  use  such  very  general  words. 
He  did  not  exactly  know  what  they 
covered.  He  thought  the  Committee 
ought  to  know  whether  any  particular 
office  was  pointed  at.  and  whether  it 
was  expected  there  would  be  any  conflict 
of  duty. 

Dr.  CAMERON :  The  municipal  and 
police  rates,  for  instance. 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  said,  he  did  not  know  that 
the  mere  collecting  of  money  raised  a 
conflict,  and  he  put  it  to  his  hon.  Friend 
whether  the  words  adopted  did  not  cover 
every  office  that  was  necessary. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

General  ALEXANDEE  said,  he  was 
not  satisfied  with  the  explanations  given 
by  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Ad- 
vocate, and  as  he  believed,  with  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Dumbartonshire 
(Mr.  Orr-Ewing),that  the  proposal  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  cast 
a  slur  on  a  deserving  body  of  men,  he 
begged  to  move  the  Amendment  which 
stood  in  his  name. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 

13,  to  leave  out  all  after  *' rates"  to 
end  of  Clause. — ( General  Alexander.) 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  said,  he  did  not  propose  to 
repeat  what  he  had  already  said  on  this 
matter ;  but  he  must  point  out  that  what 
was  proposed  did  not  cast  a  slur  upon 
anybody — ^he  should  be  very  sorry  u  it 
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did.  Parliament  had  repeatedly  de- 
clared by  Acts  that  particular  offices 
should  not  be  held  together.  That  did 
not  cast;  a  slur  upon  anybody ;  it  merely 
affirmed  that  in  the  estimation  of  Par- 
liament it  would  be  better  that  certain 
offices  should  not  be  held  jointly.  The 
object  was  to  prevent  any  possible  con- 
flict of  duties.  

SiK  HERBERT  MAXWELL  said, 
that  an  undoubted  slur  was  cast  upon 
the  factors.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  said  he  had  receiyed 
anonymous  communications. 

Thb  lord  advocate  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfouk)  :  I  did  not  say  anonymous. 

Sib  HERBERT  MAXWELL  said, 
that  so  far  as  the  Committee  were  con- 
cerned the  communications  were  anony- 
mous. The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman had  received  communications,  he 
declined  to  say  from  whom ;  but  he  in- 
vited the  Committee  to  be  influenced  by 
communications  of  this  nature.  He  (Sir 
Herbert  Maxwell)  would  be  very  sur- 
prised if  the  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons  consented  to  pay  any  attention 
whatsoever  to  the  communications  in 
question.  Why,  they  all  knew  that  no- 
body could  flU  any  public  office  in  any 
rural  town  or  large  town  without  making 
enemies.  It  was  very  possible  that  an 
enemy  of  one  of  the  factors  had  written 
to  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man; but  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  was  not  to  suppose  that  the 
Committee  would  on  any  trivial  grounds 
consent  that  a  class  of  men  should  be 
discredited  in  the  manner  proposed. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
spoke  as  if  to  be  tempted  was  tanta- 
mount to  being  tempted.  He  spoke  of 
the  motives  which  would  actuate  these 
gentlemen,  and  he  mentioned  certain 
forms  of  temptation  to  which  they  would 
be  exposed  by  the  fact  of  holding  a 
number  of  offices.  Of  course,  men  were 
exposed  to  temptation;  but  it  was  not 
the  business  of  the  House  of  Commons 
to  build  a  hedge  round  every  subject  of 
Her  Majesty  so  that  they  should  not  be 
tempted.  The  gentlemen  in  question 
could  resist  temptation,  and  therefore 
he  cordially  supported  the  Amendment 
of  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (General 
Alexand  or ^ 

Me.  ORR-EWING  said,  there  were 
only  six  counties  in  Scotland  which  did 
not  adopt  the  Government  assessor.  He 
would  put  it  to  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
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Lord  Advocate  whether  it  would  not  be 
better  to  introduce  a  clause  compelling 
these  six  counties  to  adopt  the  Govern- 
ment valuator  as  the  county  valuator  ?  If 
that  were  done,  the  difficulty  which  the 
righthon.  and  learned  Gentleman  and  his 
Friends  foresaw,  of  having  factors  and 
Poor  Law  Inspectors  acting  as  assessors, 
would  be  prevented.  If  this  suggestion 
did  not  meet  with  approval,  he  hoped 
the  Committee  would  reject  the  clause 
altogether. 

Dr.  CAMERON  hoped  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate would  adhere  to  this  part  of  his 
proposal.  He  did  not  see  that  any  slur 
was  cast  upon  any  section  of  the  com- 
munity by  what  was  proposed.  There 
was  a  strong  temptation  to  employ  as 
factor  a  man  who  had  power  of  fixing 
the  assessment  of  properties.  The  libe- 
ral reforms  which  had  taken  place 
would  work  a  very  material  change, 
especially  in  the  Highland  counties; 
and  from  the  knowledge  he  (Dr.  Came- 
ron) possessed  of  the  classes  who  were 
to  be  enfranchised,  he  could  say  that 
they  would  not  regard  with  anything 
like  confidence  or  satisfaction  the  hold- 
ing of  the  office  of  assessor  by  the  fac- 
tors. Officials  of  this  sort  should  be 
above  suspicion;  and  when  they  were 
legislating  on  this  subject,  it  was  well 
that  a  change  should  be  made  if  good 
reason  were  shown  for  making  it. 
The  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Herbert  Max- 
well) had  spoken  of  anonymous  commu- 
nications. The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Lord  Advocate  did  not  mention  anony- 
mous communications,  but  spoke  of 
having  received  communications  from 
various  quarters  of  the  country.  He 
(Dr.  Cameron)  had  also  received  many 
communicationB  on  this  subject. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  hoped 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Lord  Advocate  would  accept  the  re- 
quest of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dumbar- 
tonshire (Mr.  Orr-Ewing).  That  hon. 
Gentleman  had  proposed  a  compromise 
which  would  be  acceptable  to  all  Parties. 
He  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  agreed  with  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate, 
that  there  was  some  advantage  in 
having  officials  who  were  above  sus- 
picion ;  but  he  also  agreed  with  his  hon. 
Friend,that  there  was  no  more  deserving 
class  in  all  Scotland,  a  class  more  ca- 
pable of  doing  their  business  than  the 
factors.    If  it  was  true  that  thia  clause 
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ras  likely  to  be  interpreted  as  a  alur  on 
bat  deserving  class,  could  not  that  be 
voided  without  injury  to  the  Public  Ser- 
ice  ?i( Would  it  not  be  well  for  the  right 
ion.  and  learned  Gentleman  to  engage, 
between  this  and  Beport,  to  make  it 
Obligatory  on  all  counties  in  Scotland  to 
tTkf^tige  the  Goyemment  assessors  ? 

Thb  LOED  advocate  (Mr.  J.  A. 
^jLTJPOjm)  said,  he  thought  it  was  pos- 
sible it  might  be  regarded  as  an  inter- 
ference with  local  self-government  if 
be  GK)vemment  were  to  say — **We  ap- 
point certain  gentlemen  as  assessors, 
tnd  you  must  appoint  them  as  your 
issessors."  Besides,  the  suggestion  of 
^he  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Orr- 
B  wing)  did  not  cover  the  case  of  burghs, 
&nd  he  (the  Lord  Adyocate)  was  not 
sure  whether  that  was  not  a  more  im- 
portant case  than  the  other. 

Ma.  OEB-EWING  suggested  that 
it  should  be  arranged  to  include  the 
bxtrghs  in  the  proyision. 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  that  the 
only  counties  in  which  this  was  in  ques- 
tion at  all  were  the  Highland  counties, 
and  it  was  just  in  those  counties  where 
there  would  be  difficulty  in  finding  any  effi- 
cient official  other  than  the  Goyemment 
official.  He  was  certainly  of  opinion 
that  it  would  be  well  if  some  compul- 
sion were  put  on  the  counties  in  this 
matter. 

Oehbbal  ALEXANDER  said,  he 
would  ask  leaye  to  withdraw  the  Amend- 
ment in  order  that  a  diyision  might  be 
taken  upon  the  Question,  "That  the 
clause,  as  amended,  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

Amendment,  by  leaye,  withdraum. 

Thb  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Bai^foub)  moyed  an  Amendment,  in  page 
3,  line  13,  after  **  factor,"  to  insert  •'  for 
heritable  property." 

Question,  **  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted  "  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mb.  WILLIAMSON  said,  he  would 
propose  the  Amendment  accepted  by  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Lord  Adyocate — namely,  at  the  end  of 
line  13,  to  add  ''  in  the  county  or  burgh 
for  which  he  may  be  assessor." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
13,  at  end,  to  msert  ''in  the  county  or 
burgh  for  which  he  may  be  assessor." 

Qaestion  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 


Mb.  BUCHANAN  asked  whether  it 
would  not  be  necessary  to  insert  the 
words  "  Parliamentary  burgh  ?  " 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfottb)  said,  he  did  not  know  whether 
that  would  be  necessary ;  but  he  would 
consider  the  matter  on  Heport,  and  also 
whether  they  should  not  insert  the  words 
**  coimty  or  diyision  of  county." 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  words  «n« 
eerted  accordingly. 

Db.  CAMEEON  proposed  to  insert,  in 
line  13,  at  end — 

"  And  every  person  who  is  the  partner  of  a 
person  so  employed  shall,  for  the  purpose  of  this 
section,  be  deemed  himself  to  be  so  employed." 

His  object  in  proposing  this  Amend- 
ment was  to  preyent  an  eyasion  of  the 
meaning  of  the  clause. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  3,  line  1 3,  at  the  end  of  the  Clause, 
to  insert  the  words  "  and  every  person  who  is 
the  partner  of  a  person  so  employed  shall,  fw 
the  purpose  of  this  section,  be  deemed  hixnself 
to  be  so  employed." — (Dr.  Cameron.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  wordu 
be  there  added." 

Thb  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoijb)  said,  the  qualification  was  an 
individual  qualification,  and  he  did  not 
think  there  was  any  jfear  of  a  clause 
being  eyaded  in  the  way  contemplated 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman.  If  the  clause 
were  allowed  to  stand  as  at  present, 
there  would  be  no  possibility  of  harm 
arising. 

Mb.  DICK-PEDDIB  said,  he  con- 
sidered the  Amendment  was  necessary, 
and  therefore  trusted  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Lord  Advocate 
would  see  his  way  to  accept  it. 

Db.  CAMERON  said,  the  clause  might 
be  necessary  or  not ;  but  his  belief  wajs 
that  if  the  clause  was  necessary,  to  make 
it  effectiye  they  must  put  in  words  such 
as  he  proposed.  Therefore,  as  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would  not 
accept  the  Amendment,  he  should  diyide 
the  Committee. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  81; 
Noes  76  :  Majority  45.  —  (Diy.  List, 
No.  148.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 
"That  Clause  11,  as  amended,  stand 
part  of  the  Bill" 
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The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  80; 
Noes  27  :  Majority  63. — (Div.  list, 
No.  149.) 

Clause  12  (Separate  yaluation  of 
water,  gas,  and  other  companies  to  be 
made  in  police  burghs  having  popula- 
tion over  5,000). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Advocate, 
the  following  Amendments  made : — In 
page  3,  line  14,  after  **  twenty- three," 
insert  **  twenty-five  and  twenty-seven  ; " 
and  in  line  19,  leave  out  from  ''Act" 
to  end  of  Clause. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub),  in  moving  the  insertion  of  a 
new  clause,  after  Clause  12,  providing 
for  the  printing  of  the  Yaluation  Bolls, 
giving  the  Commissioners  of  Supply  of 
any  county,  or  the  magistrates  of  any 
burgh,  duly  assembled  for  such  purpose, 
the  power  to  enter  into  contracts  for 
such  printing,  and  declaring  the  expense 
of  such  printing  to  be  part  of  the  ex- 
pense of  making  up  the  Boll,  and  to  be 
assessed  for  and  levied  accordingly, 
explained  that  under  the  Lands  Valua- 
tion (Scotland)  Act  of  1867  the  power 
was  given  to  the  Commissioners  of 
Supply  to  contract  for  the  printing  of 
the  Boll  only  for  one  year  at  a  time, 
and  it  was  thought  that  it  would  be  much 
cheaper  to  give  the  power  to  contract 
for  a  period  not  exceeding  10  years. 
The  new  clause,  therefore,  proposed  that 
they  should  have  power  to  make  such 
contracts  for  10  years. 

New  Clause : — 

(Printing  of  Valaation  Roll.    30  and  31  Yio. 

c.  80.) 

"  It  shall  be  lawful  for  the  Commissioners  of 
Supply  of  any  county,  or  the  magistrates  of 
any  burgh,  to  resolve  at  any  meeting  of  their 
number,  ordinary  or  special,  duly  called,  and 
by  a  majority  of  those  attending  and  voting, 
that  the  Valuation  Roll  of  such  county  or  burgh 
•hall  be  printed  for  any  period  of  years  not  ex- 
ceeding ten,  and  it  shall  be  lawful  for  such 
Commissioners  or  magistrates  to  enter  into  con- 
tracts  for  printing  the  same,  and  the  expenses 
of  such  printing  shall  be  deemed  to  be  part  of 
the  expenses  of  making  up  such  Roll,  and  shall 
be  assessed  for  and  valued  accordingly:  Pro- 
vided always,  That  notico  of  the  intention  to 
move  such  resolution  shall  be  inserted  in  the 
notice  calling  the  meeting  at  which  it  is  to  be 
moved. 

"  And  section  ten  of  '  The  Yaluation  of  Lands 
(Scotland)  Amendment  Act,  1867,'  is  hereby 
repealed,"^  (rA#  Lord  Advocatt,) 

brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 


Motion  made,  and  Qnestion  pieponl, 
'<That  the  Clause  be  read  a  seeiii 
time." 

Mr.  a.  E.  D.  ELLIOT  s&d,  k 
would  move  that  Progress  shcdd  mv 
be  reported.  Many  hon.  Memben  hd 
not  been  able  as  yet  to  look  tcij  est- 
fully  at  these  Amendments,  Km  i 
which  had  been  put  upon  the  F^)erfi(r 
the  first  time  that  night  Aoo6e 
reason  for  postponement  wu  that  W 
and  several  other  Scotch  MembenWi 
sent  off  the  Bill  and  the  Ameodoiestili 
their  friends  in  Scotland  for  tbeir  q& 
sideration,  and  before  f^ing  iato  ik 
new  clauses,  which  occupied  aeoriirf 
pages  of  the  Paper,  lie  wonM  En  ts 
know  what  his  friends  in  Seodnt 
thought  of  them.  The  only  railt  d 
persevering  with  the  Bill  nor  wwMW 
that  discussion  would  be  xaiaed  apct » 
on  the  Beport  stage. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  Jf^^ 
*'That  the  Chairman  be  dirwtrf » 
report  Progress,  and  ask  leateto* 
again."— (ifr.  A.  R.  D.  EM.) 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUB  said,  tlwitw 
another  reason  for  reporting  IVop» 
The  Prime  Minister  had  annooBii* 
Question  time  that  evening  tbt  ■ 
should  have  a  statement  to  mbi* 
week  with  reg^ard  to  the  eonrte  h»  ^ 
posed  to  take  in  the  English  Bifi  i>^ 
ferenoe  to  the  question  oif  payiag^* 
expenses  of  registration.  It  *•** 
observed  that  these  new  daas*** 
with  the  question  of  the  cost  of  up**; 
tion.  Perhaps  the  right  J**^*! 
learned  Lord  Advocate  would  ttfl* 
Committee  what  course  the  Gown"* 
would  take  on  this  question  in  tk  p 
sent  Bill  ?  , . 

The  LOBD  ADVOCATE  ^fc^* 
Balfour)  said,  that  was  a  »***^ 
thejudgmentof  theHouse.  Batift^** 
passed  through  Committee  thai  ^ 
It  would  be  reprinted  before  tha  B^ 
and  it  would  be  more  conv«oi«^***' 
cuss  the  matter  then.  He  did  i*  P 
pose  to  go  into  the  general  ??^ 
now ;  but  whatever  might  he  deo*"* 
regard  to  it  in  connection  with  tbi  ** 
lish  measure,  the  same  P"'*^!'^^]^^ 
of  course,  apply  to  the  Bill  for  Sceo^ 

Me.  a.  B.  D.  ELLIOT  »id,  h*  «^^ 
in  that  case,  withdraw  hia  ^**^ 
reporting  Progress.  Hia  only  obf*  ^ 
to  prevent  the  Committee  from  f^ 
inthedadc* 
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Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Then,  we  un- 
derstand that,  whatever  arrangement  is 
come  to  in  the  English  Bill  on  this 
point,  a  similar  arrangement  will  be 
matie  for  Scotland? 

Tub  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  :  Yes. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  read  a  second  time,  and  added 
to  the  Bill. 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  {}1t.  J.  B. 
Balfoxjh),  in  moving  the  insertion  of  a 
new  clause  providing  for  the  registra- 
tion of  lodgers  in  the  ease  of  the  joint 
ocLnipation  of  lodgiogs  where  the  in- 
tf'retst  of  each  lodger,  not  more  than  two 
in  number,  amounted  to  an  annual  sum 
of  not  less  than  £10,  explained  that 
the  object  of  the  clause  was  to  give  the 
same  privilege  to  lodgers  in  Scotland  as 
was  enjoyed  by  lodgers  in  England 
under  the  Registration  Act  of  1878, 

New  Clause : — 

[(Joint  occapation  of  lodgings.) 

"Where  lodgings  are  jointly  occupied  by 
more  than  one  longer,  and  the  clear  yearly 
value  of  the  lodgings  if  let  unfurnished  is  of  an 
amount  which  when  divided  by  the  number  of 
the  lodgers  gives  a  sum  of  not  less  than  ten 
pounds  for  each  lodger,  then  each  lodger,  if 
otherwise  qualified,  and  subject  to  the  condi- 
tions of  *The  Representation  of  the  People 
(Scotbind)  Act,  |868,'  shall  be  entitled  to  be 
registered,  and  when  registered  to  vote  as  a 
lodger,  provided  that  not  more  than  two  per- 
sons, being  such  joint  lodgers,  shall  be  entitled 
to  be  registered  in  respect  of  such  lodgings," — 
{Th€  Lord  Advocate,) 

— brought  lip,  and  read  a  first  time. 

Afotion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*That  the  Cititfeo  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Mb.  HENDERSON  said,  he  wished 
to  know  whether,  in  any  case  where 
there  were  more  than  two  lodgers  in 
joint  occupation  of  the  premises,  the 
Kevising  Barrister  would  be  permitted 
to  mako  a  selection  amon$;  then  ? 

The  loud  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub),  in  reply,  said,  that  could  not 
be  done  under  the  English  law,  and  it 
would  not  be  possible  under  the  present 
Bill. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  read  a  second  time,  and  added 
to  the  Bill. 

VOL.  OOXOVn.    [thted  sbbiks.] 
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The  LOED  ADVOCATE  QKr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  moved  the  insertion  of  a  new 
clause,  providing:  that  thedfclarafion  of 
a  lodger  annex.ed  to  his  notice  of  claim 
should  be  primd  faeie  evidence  of  his 
qualification. 

New  Clause: — 

(Declaration  of  lodger  to  be  primfl  facie 

evidence.) 

**  Tn  the  case  of  a  person  claiming  to  vote  as 
a  lodger,  the  declaration  annexed  to  his  notice 
of  claim  shall  for  the  purposes  of  revision  bo 
prim&  facie  evidence  of  his  qualificatiou,"— 
(  The  Lord  Advocate,) 

— brought  up,  and  read  a  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Me.  OEE-EWING  said,  he  wished  to 
know  what  would  be  the  effect  of  the 
clause  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  said,  that  here  again  the 
analogy  of  the  English  Act  was  fol- 
lowed. It  had  been  said  that  a  man 
ought  not  to  be  obliged  to  go  and  prove 
affirmatively  that  he  was  a  lodger,  and 
the  object  of  the  clause  was  simply  to 
provide  that  the  onus  of  objecting  to 
him  should  be  thrown  upon  the  person 
who  objected. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clau«<e  read  a  second  time,  and  added 
to  the  Bill. 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Advocate, 
Ihe  following  new  Clauses  were  read  a 
first  and  second  time,  and  added  to  the 
Bill:— 

(Kemuneration  of  collectors  of  poor  rates.) 

'*  For  the  duties  imposed  upon  them  by  sec- 
tions eighteen  and  nineteen  of  *llie  Representa- 
tion of  the  People  (Scotland)  Act,  1868,'  col- 
lectors of  poor  rates  shall  be  entitled  to  remu- 
neration at  the  rate  of  six  shillings  for  every 
thousand  names,  and  such  remuneration  shall 
be  paid  as  part  of  the  expenses  of  registration 
in  counties  and  burghs  respectively." 

(Additional  officers  for  registration  in  1885.) 

"  During  the  year  one  thousand  eight  hun- 
dred and  eighty -five — 

'*(!.)  It  shall  be  lawful  for  the  assessorsi 
with  the  consent  of  the  Commissioners  of 
Supply  and  of  tho  Town  Council,  in 
counties  and  burghs  respectively,  to  cm- 
iiloy  such  assistants  as  may  be  necessary 
in  order  to  complete  the  registration  of 
rotors  at  every  stage  at  the  proper  date ; 

"  (2.)  It  shall  be  lawful  for  the  sheriff  to 
appoint  such  number  of  substitutes  as  hA 
thinks  necessary  to  assist  in  the  revision 

3  A 
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of  the  list  of  Totors,  ffuch  substitutes 
shall  have  the  qualifications  required  by 
law  for  a  salaried  sheriff-substitute,  and 
shall  be  paid  at  the  rate  of  seven  guineas 
per  day; 

"AU  expenses  under  this  section  shall  be 
paid  as  part  of  the  expenses  of  registration  in 
counties  and  burghs  respectively." 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  moved  the  insertion  of  a 
new  clause  dealing  with  the  cases  of 
the  double  entry  of  voters  upon  the 
lists. 

New  Clause : — 

(Double  entries  of  Voters.) 

**(!.)  When  the  name  of  a  person  appears  to 
be  entered  more  than  once  as  a  voter  on  the 
lists  of  voters  for  the  same  county  or  burgh, 
the  sheriff,  when  revising  the  lists,  shall  inquire 
whether  such  entries  relate  to  the  same  person, 
and,  on  pruof  that  such  entries  relate  to  the 
same  person,  shall  retain  one  entry  and  strike 
out  the  others. 

**  (2  )  The  said  person  may  select  the  entry  to 
be  retained  by  notice  in  writing  delivered  or 
sent  by  post  to  the  sheriff  clerk  at  or  before  the 
opening  of  the  first  court  at  which  the  sheriff 
revises  any  of  the  lists  in  which  any  such  entries 
appear,  or  by  application  made  by  such  person 
or  on  his  behalf  at  the  first  sitting  of  the  court 
for  the  revision  of  such  lists. 

"  (3.)  If  no  selection  is  so  made  the  entry  to  be 
retained  shall  be  determined  as  folio  wj : — 

"(a.)  In  counties: — 

**  (i.)  If  one  of  the  entries  is  an  entry  on 
the  I'st  of  voters  as  proprietor,  and  un- 
objected  to,  that  entry  shall  be  retained; 
and 

'<  (ii.)  If  none  of  the  entries  is  on  the  list 
of  voters  as  proprietor,  and  one  of  the 
entries  is  the  place  of  residence  of  the 
voter,  and  unobjected  to,  the  entry  in 
respect  of  the  place  of  residence  shaU  be 
retained ;  and 

"  (iii.)  In  any  other  case  the  entry  which  is 
first  reached  by  the  sheriff  in  revising 
the  lists  shall  be  retained : 

••  (b.)  In  burghs : — 

**  (i.)  If  one  of  the  entries  is  the  place  of 
residence  of  the  voter,  the  entry  in  re- 
spect of  the  place  of  residence  shall  be 
retained ;  and 

"  (ii.)  In  any  other  case  the  entry  which  is 
first  reached  by  the  sheriff  in  revising 
the  lists  shall  be  retained : 

^  And,  if  any  such  entry  to  be  retained  is 
objected  to  the  sheriff  shall  not  finally 
strike  out  any  other  entry  until  the  ob- 
lection  to  the  entry  to  be  retained  has 
been  determined  by  him  in  favour  of  the 
voter : 

"  (4.)  When  a  Parliamentary  burgh  is  divided 
into  divisions,  and  the  name  of  a  person  is 
eutered  in  the  register  of  Parliamentary  voters 
in  more  than  one  division,  and  one  of  these 
entries  is  his  place  of  residence,  he  shall  be  en- 
titled to  vote  only  in  that  division  in  which  he  is 
registered  as  a  voter  in  respect  of  his  place  of 


residence,  and  shall  not  vote  in  respect  ol  aay 
other  entry," — {The  Lord  Advocate^ 

— brought  upf  and  read  a  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propo8e<Y, 
''That  the  Clause  be  read  a   aecord 

time." 

Mr.  DALBYMPLE  said,  he  was  plad 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advo- 
cate proposed  to  reprint  the  Bill,  be- 
cause this  clause  was  of  a  cooiewhat 
startling  character  in  its  arrangement 
and  method.  It  not  only  contained  foar 
sub- sections,  but  one  of  these  sub- 
sections was  sub- divided  into  two ;  and 
of  those  two  secondary  sub-sections,  one 
was  again  sub-divided  into  three  parts, 
and  the  other  into  two.  Altogether  the 
clause  was  of  a  most  complicated  cha- 
racter, and  it  might  surely  be  made 
more  intelligible.  He  would  Lke  to 
know  what  was  meant  by  the  word 
'*  entries,"  because  it  was  di£B.cult  to 
ascertain  whether  they  were  men  or 
things.  In  line  3  of  the  clause  ihej 
were  clearly  things;  but  in  line  17  as 
clearly  they  were  persons.  He  hoped 
this  sort  of  criticism  would  not  be  con- 
sidered hypercritical— it  was  very  im- 
portant that  they  should  be  clear  in  the 
wording  of  the  Bill.  He  would  also 
like  to  seethe  words  "  unobjected  to " 
omitted.  Clearly  tliey  were  not  Eng- 
lish, and  he  did  not  know  that  they 
were  Scotch.  They  formed  an  unforla- 
nate  .expression  for  an  Act  of  P«rHa- 
ment.  As  the  Bill  was  to  be  reprinted, 
he  hoped  that  attention  would  be  gtren 
to  these  points. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  saiil,  he  did  not  know  whe- 
ther the  words  '* unobjected  to"  were 
Scotch  ;  but  he  had  no  doubt  whatever 
that  they  were  English,  because  they 
were  taken  from  the  English  BiiL 

Question  put,  and  agrud  to. 

Clause  verbally  amended,  as  amended 
agreed  to,  and  added  to  the  Bill. 

Schedule. 

Sir  ALEXANDER  GORDON  mored, 
as  an  Amendment,  the  substitution  of  a 
Schedule  in  a  different  form  from  that 
contained  in  the  Bill.  Under  the  Ait 
of  lb54.  two  sspnrate  forms  of  Rill 
woro  established,  one  for  counties,  and 
the  other  for  burghs.  The  one  f*r 
counties  had  a  column  like  the  one  he 
now  proposed  for  the  description  of  sab* 
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ject;  but  the  one  for  burghs  was  sub- 
divided, and  had  a  small  space  for  streets. 
In  counties  the  houses  were  not  num- 
bered,  and  therefore  the  place  for 
numbers  was  of  no  use.  For  some 
reason  unexplained,  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Lord  Advocate  now  proposed  to 
introduce  one  form  both  for  counties  and 
burghs.  In  1S61,  under  the  County 
Voters  Act  for  Scotland,  the  two  ori- 
ginal forms  were  reduced  to  one  form, 
and  the  double  columns  for  towns  were 
discontinued,  and  one  simple  form  was 
introduced  for  both  counties  and  burprhs. 
That  had  been  in  use  ever  since  1861, 
and  he  was  not  aware  that  any  incon- 
venience had  arisen  from  it.  But  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate 
now  proposed  to  reverse  the  arrange- 
ment— to  have  one  form  for  counties  and 
bturghs;  but  to  make  the  counties  adopt 
the  burgh  form,  by  which  there  would 
be  a  complicated  column  with  three  di- 
visions introducing  a  number.  There 
ought  to  bo  a  separate  roll  for  counties, 
witti  one  plain  column,  in  which  to  place 
the  entries.  He  had  in  his  hand  some 
of  the  forms,  and  there  would  be  no 
difficulty  in  filling  them  up  with  one 
column.  He  did  not  attach  much  im- 
portance to  the  point;  but,  as  it  would 
simplify  the  procedure,  he  would  move 
to  leave  out  the  words  '*  and  situation." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  column  2, 
to  leave  out  the  words  '*  and  situation." 
^(6Vr  Alexander  Gordon.) 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  said,  be  must  point  out  that 
it  was  most  essential  to  have  a  dear 
specification.  He  apprehended  that  the 
Committee  would  think  that  the  column, 
as  it  stood,  was  a  proper  column. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdraum. 

Sib  ALEXANDER  GORDON  said, 
he  had  an  Amendment  to  propose  in 
order  to  carry  out  the  5th  section  of  the 
Act  of  1868,  which  was  to  the  elTeot 
that  any  person  holding  property  of 
the  value  of  £5,  after  deducting 
feu  duty,  should  be  entitled  to  vote. 
That  section,  not  having  beeu  repealed, 
it  wa%  important  to  have  the  feu  duty 
placed  on  the  Valuation  Roll,  in  order 
that  it  might  be  deducted  from  the  total 
value,  and  that  it  might  be  seen  at  once 
whether  the  person  was  entitled  to  vote. 
If  that  was  not  done,  there  would  be  a 
great  iAduoement  to  aseessors  nuking 


up  the  Roll  to  take  the  value  of  pro- 
perty as  it  stood,  without  deducting  the 
feu  duty.  It  was  also  very  important 
that  there  should  be  a  public  re- 
cord of  all  feuars.  Feuars  were  liable 
to  assessment  in  cases  where  tenants 
were  not  so  liable;  therefore  it  was  most 
desirable  to  have  on  the  Valuation  Roll 
a  statement  of  those  who  were  feuarsi 
and  those  who  were  tenants.  That  was 
the  custom  with  regard  to  the  last  Valua- 
tion Roll,  and  it  had  been  found  to  be 
very  useful.  He  therefore  proposed  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should  agree 
to  take  out  the  first  money  column  of 
the  Government  Schedule,  because  that 
column  wa3  of  no  yalue  whatever.  His 
proposal  was  that  they  should  have  the 
net  result  put  in  the  column  of  the 
yearly  rent  or  value. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  column  7, 
to  leave  out  the  words  **  yearly  rent  or 
value,"  in  order  to  insert  the  words 
**feu  duty  and  ground  annual," — (i&'ir 
Alexander  ^orrfow,)— instead  thereof. 

Me.  THOROLD  ROGERS :  What  is 
the  meaning  of  *'  ground  annual  ?" 

SiE  ALEXANDER  GORDON; 
Ground  rent. 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  said,  the  Schedule  had  been 
prepared  after  very  careful  consideration 
with  assessors  in  the  leading  counties  of 
Scotland.  There  seemed  to  have  been 
something  like  a  consensus  that  it  was 
not  necessary  to  insert  the  feu  duty; 
but  he  found  that  there  had  since  been 
a  good  deal  of  representation  in  another 
seuse.  He  was  therefore  willing  to 
accept  the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend. 

Amendment  agre$d  to;  words  eubUi" 
tuted  accordingly. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
column  headed  '*  Observations." — (^'t> 
Alexander  Gordon.) 

Amendment  agreed  to  ;  column  left  out 
accordingly. 

Schedule,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Mnnd^ty  next,  and  to  bo 
pnnted.    [Bill  151.] 

WAYS  AND  MEANS.-IIEPORT. 

CUSTOMS  AND  INLAND  HE  VENUE 

BILL. 

Ways  and  Meaits  — -  Be83lution8 
[April  30]  reported. 

3  A  2 
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BesolutioQ  1  (Income  Tax)  read  a 
irst  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*  That  the  Eesolution  be  read  a  second 
ime. 


}i 


Sir  STAFFOED  NORTHCOTE:  Sir, 
his  Eesolution  is  an  integral  part  of 
he  Budget  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
he  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  which 
s  one  of  the  most  important  that  any  of 
is  can  remember,  both  as  to  the  amount 
•f  expendit;ure  and  the  amount  of  deficit, 
.ad  as  to  the  steps  proposed  to  be  taken 
or  meeting  the  deficit  of  the  jear.  The 
irst  step,  of  voting  the  Eesoiutions  in 
Jupply,  has  been  taken  irithout  any 
ubbtantial  discussion,  only  certain  ob- 
ervations  of  a  conversational  character 
Laving  passed  ;  and  we  know  that  when 
ve  are  asked  to  take  the  Keport  stage 
it  this  hour  of  the  morning  (1.45)  there 
an  be  no  real  discussion  of  principle. 
'.  do  not  object  to  the  Eepoit  being 
aken  now ;  but  I  think  it  ought  to  be 
ilearly  understood  that  we  shall  have  an 
»pportunity  of  discussing  all  the  pro- 
>i)Sal8of  the  Budget  on  the  second  read- 
ng  of  the  Customs  and  Inland  Itevenue 
3ill.     For  that  purpose  I  think  it  ought 

0  be  made  the  first  Order  on  the  day 
)n  which  it  is  brought  forward,  and  I 
lay  we  ought  to  have  also  a  fair  oppor- 
unity  of  discussing  that  which  lies  at 
he  root  of  the  ti nance  of  the  year 
—namely,  the  Vote  of  Credit  for 
g  11,000,000,  which  has  not  been  dis- 
:u8sed,  but  which  has  been  allowed  to 
)as8  the  Committee  stage.  It  stands  for 
Report,  I  believe,  on  Monday  next.  Now, 
vhat  we  desire  is  that  we  should  have 

1  proper  opportunity  of  discussing  that 
Report.  I  believe  that  the  Government 
lei^ire  to  put  down  the  English  Eegis- 
ration  Bill  as  the  first  Order,  and  that 
hey  have  also  some  proposal  to  make 
n  order  to  meet  the  demands  put*for- 
rard  in  respect  of  questions  relating  to 
>egiistration.  That  we  understand  will 
)e  a  statement  made  by  the  Prime  Mi- 
lister,  or  by  someone  else  on  his  hehalf, 
it  the  commencement  of  Business  on 
ilonday ;  and  if  that  is  satii^factory  we 
inderdtand  ttimt  the  Eepurt  of  the  Vote 
f  Credit  willne  taken,  but  if  not,  that 
he  Eegibtration  Bill  will  stand  over 
ntil  TuesdaV)  and  Supply  taken  on 
londay.  Sir^  I  do  not  think  that  would 
e  a  satisfactory  arrangement.  Con- 
ideriDg  the  ma^'nitude  of  the  Vote,  and 


its  relation  to  the  finance  of  the  year, 
considering  also  the  dose  bearing  of  the 
Vote  on  the  policy  of  the  Government 
in  Egypt  and  elsewhere,  it  is  only 
reasonable,  I  think,  that  we  should  have 
a  full  opportunity  for  discussion  on  that 
subject.  Anyone  of  experience,  who 
knows  what  it  is  to  have  Supply  sus- 
pended at  a  late  hour,  to  admit  of  an- 
other question  of  importance  being 
taken,  must  be  aware  that,  under  such 
an  arrangement,  we  cannot  have  the 
same  satisfactory  discussion  as  when  the 
question  is  taken  at  an  early  part  of  ihe 
evening.  I  su2:gest,  therefore,  that  the 
G-overnment  should  make  the  arrange- 
ment for  Monday  such  that  we  may  h:tvo 
the  greater  pare  of  the  evening  lor  the 
discussion  on  the  Vote  of  Credit. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  CniLDEBs) :  Sir,  I  think  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  has  fairly  stated  the 
case.  The  Prime  Minister  not  being 
present,  it  would  be  out  of  place  for  us 
to  make  any  alterations  in  the  arrange- 
ment with  regard  to  the  Business  of  the 
Uouse;  and,  therefore,  I  can  only  say 
that  it  is  the  desire  of  the  Goveromeut 
to  place  as  much  time  as  possible  at  the 
disposal  of  the  House  for  the  discusfion 
on  the  Vote  of  Credit.  I  will  under* 
take  to  communicate  the  statement  of 
tlie  right  hon.  Baronet  to  the  Prime 
Minibter. 

Question  put,  and  a^nsd  tp. 
Resolution  agre$d  to. 

Resolution  2  (Stamp  Duties  on  Acoonnt 
of  Propel  ty). 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  eaid, 
he  wished  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  a  question  with  regard  to  the 
course  he  intended  to  take  in  the  mttt^r 
of  Probate  and  Succession  Duty.  He 
had  understood  the  right  hon.  Gent*»- 
man  to  say  that  it  was  his  intention  to 
place  all  the  points  atfecting  this  matter 
in  a  separate  Bill,  and  not  include  them 
in  the  Customs  and  Inland  Revenue 
Bill.  He  hoped  that  the  right  hon  Gen- 
tleman would  follow  that  course,  because 
it  would  b6  inconvenient  to  deal  with  a 
permanent  change  of  law  in  the  ta*a# 
measure  with  the  alterations  iu  the  In* 
come  Tax  and  other  Mmilar  dutie«. 
The  Probate  and  Succession  Duty  was  a 
subject  of  great  importance,  and  as  aarh 
required  and  deserved  considerable 
cussion.     He  believed  the  right 
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Oentlnman  would  admit  that,  and  also 
tliat  it  would  not  be  easy  to  inKiire  that 
discussion  on  the  spcond  roadincr,  or 
oven  oa  the  Committee  stapre  of  the 
Customs  and  luland  Revenue  Bill.  That 
being  60,  lie  hoped  the  right  lion.  Gen- 
tlenian  would  take  care  to  keep  this 
mat  tar  apart  from  all  other  questions. 

ThbCHAJNTCELLORoftiikEXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Cqildbrs)  :  I  must  remind 
th.6  rif^ht  lion.  Baronet  that  this  ques- 
tion wai  formerly  settled  after  great 
controversy,  which  ended  in  the  rule 
that  all  Bud<jret  proposals  relating  to 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  arrange- 
ments should  be  embraced  in  one  Bill. 
I  need  not  go  back  to  the  controversy 
that  ended  in  that  settlement ;  but  it  has 
been  adhered  to;  and  whenever  great 
changes  have  been  made  since  —  and 
very  great  changes  have  been  made 
»no9  1861  in  matters  connected  with 
t'le  Stamp  Duties,  which  are,  at  firdt 
sight,  dibtinct  from  Custom  and  Excise 
Duties — the  rule  lias  been  maintained. 
Tho  whole  of  the  Customs  and  Inland 
Revenue  changes  have  been  embraced 
in  one  Bill,  and  I  cannot  consent  to 
depart  from  that  rule.  I  said  last 
night  that  the  alteration  in  the  Income 
Tax  must  lake  effect  from  this  morn- 
ing ;  but  that  the  alterations  embodied 
in  tho  Stamp  Resolutions  would  not 
take  effect  until  after  the  Bill  had 
passed  through  Parliament.  That  is  a 
distinction  made  in  previous  years ;  it  is 
a  proper  Constitutional  distinction,  and 
we  are  prepared  to  maintain  it ;  but  to 
deal  with  the  financial  proposals  of  the 
Oovernment  in  two  Bills  would  be  abso- 
lutely impossible. 

Resolution  agreed  to. 
Remaining  Resolutions  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir 
AaTHUE  Otway,  Mr.  Ciiancellob  of  the 
ExcHKQUEii,  and  Mr.  Hibbebt. 

METROPOLITAN    STREETS   ACT    (1867) 

EXTENSION  BILL.-[BiLL  137.] 

(J/r.  U.  JI,  Fowler,  Secretary  Sir  JFtUiam 

Har  court.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  (Extension  of  limits  of  Act 
under  30  &  31  Yict.  c.  134.  s.  4.). 


Mr.  FIRTH  asked,  why  «*  six  miles  " 
was  bubstituted  for  **  four  miles."  There 
was  no  six  miles  area  fur  any  purposes; 
but  the  four  miles  area  did  exist  for  cab 
and  other  purposes. 

Me.  H.  n.  FOWLER  said,  the  Act 
which  this  Bill  proposed  to  amend  had 
three  limits.  There  was  the  Metro- 
politan limit,  the  general  limit  of  the 
Act,  and  the  special  limit  of  the  Act. 
All  that  this  Bill  proposed  to  deal  with 
was  the  general  limit  of  the  Act,  by 
extending  the  radius  from  four  miles 
to  six. 

Mr.  FIRTH  asked  what  was  the 
reason  of  tho  cban^je  ? 

Mr.  n.  n.  FOWLER:  Because  we 
think  it  mo&t  desirable  in  the  public 
interest. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Preamble  agreed  to. 

Bill  r^orted,  without  Amendment ;  io 
be  read  the  third  time  on  Monday  next. 


WATERWORKS  CLAUSES  ACT  (1847) 
A^IENDMENT  BILL.-[Bill  7.] 
(.!/>•.  Daniel  Orant,  Mr,  Torrent,  Mr.  Selater* 
Booth,  Mr.  Arthur  Cohen,  Mr,  Bitehie,  Mr. 
William  Latcretice,  Baron  Henry  Be  JFormt.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

(Clause  1  (Explanation  of  s.  68  of 
Act  10  &  11  Vict.  c.  17). 

^fR.  W.  M.  T0RREN8  said,  that,  in 
fulHlment  of  the  pledge  he  gave  to  the 
House  Eome  time  ago,  he  would  pro- 
pose, as  an  Amendment,  in  page  1,  line 
15,  after  ''shall,"  to  insert — 

"  Within  the  Metropolitan  area  as  defined  by 
the  Act  of  the  eighteenth  and  nineteenth  of 
Victoria,  chapter  one  hundred  and  twenty, 
section  two  hundred  and  fifty." 

The  object  of  the  Amendment  was  to 
limit  the  operation  of  the  Act  to  that 
district  which  came  under  the  control  of 
the  Valuation  Act  of  1869.  That  Act 
constituted  a  standard  of  value,  and 
means  of  ascertaining  value,  which  did 
not  exist  in  other  parts  of  the  Kingdom. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  1,  line  15,  after  "  shall/'  insert 
"  within  the  Metropolitan  area  as  defined  by 
the  Act  of  the  eighteenth  and  nineteenth  of 
Victoria,  chapter  one  hundred  and  twenty, 
section  two.hundred  and  fifty."— (ifr.  W,  M. 
Torrent.) 
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latest  and  highest  judgment  on  the  sub- 
ject— namely,  the  judgment  in  the  Dobbs 
case.  If  this  clause  passed  as  it  now 
stood,  it  would  inflict  great  injustice  on 
the  Companies;  it  would  reduce  the 
basis  on  which  they  were  entitled  by 
law  to  make  their  charge",  and  it  would 
be  a  distinct  breach  of  public  faith.  Of 
course,  he  knew  that,  in  a  case  like  this, 
he  must  be  in  a  great  minority ;  but, 
nevertheless,  he  f  olt  it  his  duty  to  make 
this  protest,  in  order  that  it  might  not 
be  said  when  the  question  was  argued, 
as  it  was  sure  to  be,  in  **  another  place  " 
— [**  Hear,  hear!  "]— he  supposed  that 
cheer  meant  that  they  had  to  look 
elsewhere  for  justice  than  from  the  pre- 
sent occupants  of  the  Treasury  Bench — 
he  could  not  put  any  other  construction 
upon  it.  However,  he  would  not  now 
detain  the  Committee  longer.  He  should 
Tote  against  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Gravesend 
(Sir  Sydney  Waterlow) ;  and  if  that  was 
not  carried  he  should  propose  the 
Amendment  which  stood  in  his  own 
name. 

The  SOLICITOE  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Fabber  Herschell)  said,  ho  should 
like  to  say  a  word  or  two  in  this  matter, 
because  he  was  probably  as  familiar,  or 
even  more  familiar,  with  the  Dobbs  case 
than  any  other  Member  of  the  House. 
He  did  not  think  there  was  any  sub- 
stcintial  difference  between  the  words  as 
they  existed  in  the  Bill  and  the  words 
proposed  by  the  bon.  Member  behind 
him  (Sir  Sydney  Waterlow),  as  he  be- 
lieved the  two  expressions  *'  net  annual" 
and  ** rateable"  would  be  held  to  mean 
the  same  thing.  But  the  speech  that 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  opposite 
(Colonel  Makins)  had  just  delivered 
seemed  exactly  to  point  to  the  desira- 
bility of  shaping  the  Amendment,  and 
putting  beyond  question  what  the  mean- 
ing wa<9.  The  hon.  Gentleman  behind 
hiiu  (Mr.  W.  M.  Torrens),  whose  mea- 
sure this  was,  had,  he  thought,  some- 
what depreciated  its  value  when  he  said 
that  its  object  was  merely  to  carry  into 
effect  a  decision  of  the  House  of  Lords. 
No  Bill  would  be  necessary  for  that 
purpose. 

Sir  SYDNEY  WATEELOW  said, 
the  object  was  to  remove  a  doubt 
with  regard  to  the  decision  of  the  House 
of  Lords. 

The  SOLICITOE  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Fabreb  Hersohell)  said,  the  Bill  pro- 

Cohnel  Mahim 


posed  to  do  something  beyond  that.  lie 
believed  that  what  it  proposed  to  do 
was  quite  right;  but  there  was  no  uf*e 
in  shutting  their  eyes  to  the  fact  that  it 
would  go  somewhat  beyond  the  decision 
of  the  Hou^e  of  Lords.  That  decision 
said  that  the  net  annual  value  they 
were  to  arrive  at  was  the  net  annual 
value  after  niaking  certain  deductions, 
there  being  a  sum  required  for  the  pur- 
poses of  rating  to  cover  estimated  rental 
above  rateable  value.  It  was  left  open 
for  cases  to  be  tested  as  to  what  was  the 
net  annual  value — that  was  to  say,  what 
were  the  anneal  deductions  for  purpoeea 
of  rating  to  be  made  from  a  given  sum. 
The  measure  proposed  that  within  the 
Metropolitan  area  all  this  litigat'oa 
should  be  got  rid  of — inasmuch  as  they 
had  an  independent  authority,  under 
statutory  regulations,  working  out  this 
very  problem,  end  arriving  at  the  net 
annual  value.  After  making  these  de- 
ductions, it  should  be  taken,  within  the 
Metropolitan  area,  as  a  Fatibfactory  solu- 
tion of  the  question  of  what  the  net 
annual  value  was.  That  was  the  pur- 
pose of  the  Bill.  Inasmuch  as  the 
Local  Authority,  from  time  to  time  duly 
constituted,  when  they  arrived  at  that, 
by  Act  of  Parliament  called  it  "  annoal 
value  " — which  they  were  bound  to  do, 
as  they  intended  to  include  all  the  rate- 
able value — it  was  much  better  to  say 
so,  because  in  the  Statute  that  regulated 
these  rates  they  found  the  words  *'  net 
annual  value."  Though  it  did  not  make 
a  change  in  the  substance,  it  made  a 
very  distinct  declaration,  and  avoided 
the  possibility  of  controversy  as  to  what 
the  meaning  was,  and  he  did  not  think 
his  hon.  Friend  behind  him  would  find 
it  make  any  substantial  diflerence  in 
**  another  place."  What  they  were 
doing  was  to  make  the  decision  of  the 
Assessment  Committee  conclusive,  in- 
stead of  leaving  it  open  to  litigation  in 
each  case. 

Mr.  HAEDY  said,  he  took  a  very 
different  view  of  the  justice  of  this  BUI, 
and  he  agreed  that  if  they  were  going 
to  make  the  net  annual  value  the  rate- 
able value  they  had  better  call  it  so. 

Mb.  THOEOLD  EOGEES  said,  he 
was  obliged  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Solicitor  General  for  hie 
statement  on  this  question.  He  (Mr. 
Eogers)  had  always  thought  that  the 
decision  the  House  of  Lords  arrived  at 
in  a  perfectly  well-known  case  was  that 
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the  annual  value  eliould  be  taken,  which 
they  explained  to  mean  the  net  annual 
value;  but  he  could  not  help  thinking 
that  the  House  of  Lords  would  be  very 
g'ad  if  the  House  of  Commons  were  to 
decide  for  them  that  it  should  be  the 
rateable  value.  Net  annual  value  was 
not  a  phrase  known  to  the  existing  sys- 
tem, and  they  would  stop  an  infinite 
amount  of  litigation  which  was  not  only 
open  to  them  in  consequence  of  such  an 
expression  as  this  being  used,  but  which 
had  been  imminent  in  many  cases  ever 
since  Clarke's  case.  They  constantly 
Eaw  in  the  Police  Courts  attempts  made 
on  the  part  of  the  Water  Companies  to 
indirectly  evade  the  consequences  of  the 
proceedings  in  Dobbs's  case.  That  was 
very  vrell  known  to  most  hon.  Members 
in  the  House;  it  certainly  was  well 
known  to  him.  having,  as  he  had,  been 
connected  with  local  government  for  a 
long  period,  and  having  once  taken  upon 
himself  the  function  for  three  years  of 
working  out  the  local  assessment  of  the 
town  in  which  he  lived.  He  was  bound 
to  say  that  the  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  inte]li<<iblo  and  satisfactory, 
and  one  with  which  every  person  inte- 
rested would  agree. 

Colonel  MAKINS  said,  that,  so  far 
as  he  could  judge,  the  Companies  hud 
loyally  accepted  the  judgment  in  Dobbs*s 
case,  and  had  invariably  endeavoured  to 
carry  it  out.  He  believed  that  in  almost 
every  case  which  had  come  before  the 
magistrates  the  contentions  of  the  Com- 
panies had  been  upheld.  In  not  5  per 
cent  of  the  cases  which  bad  been  adju- 
dicated on  by  the  magistrates  had  the 
Companies  been  proved  to  be  wrong. 

ME.THOROLD  EOQERS  asked  whe- 
ther  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  had 
said  that  the  amount  charged  was  13 
per  cent  above  the  rateable  value  ? 

Colonel  MAKTNS  :  No ;  what  I  said 
was  that  the  decision  of  the  magistrates 
gave  13  per  cent  above  the  assessment 
value. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question,  '<  That  the  word  '  rateable ' 
be  there  inserted,'  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Mb.  W.  M.  TORRENS  was  proceed- 
ing  to  move  an  Amendment,  when 

I^IB  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  rose  toOr- 
der ;  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Chelsea  (Mr.  Firth)  had  an 
Amendment  down  which  came  to  the 


same  point  as  that  of  tYie  hon.  Member 
for  Finsbury  (Mr.  W.  M.  Torrews),  and 
stood  first  upon  the  Paper.  The  reason 
why  he  rose  to  Order  was,  because  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend's  words  were 
so  drawn  that  those  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Fiubbury  would  properly  follow 
them ;  if  they  were  to  put  the  words  in 
the  opposite  order  they  would  have  to 
be  altered. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  I  understood 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  in- 
tended to  propose  another  Amendment 
altogether. 

Mr.  W.  M.  TORRENS  :  No ;  that  is 
not  the  case. 

Mr.  firth  said,  he  should  be  will- 
ing to  give  way  if  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
W.  M.  Torrens)  desired  it ;  but,  if  not, 
he  would  proceed  to  explain  his  own 
Amendment,  which  was,  at  the  end  of 
the  clause,  to  add — 

"So,  nevertheless,  that  -where  on  any  re- 
assessment of  the  Metropolis  under  the  prori. 
sions  of  *The  Metropolitan  Valuation  Act, 
1.-69,'  the  assessed  net  annual  value  of  any 
tenement  is  increased  by  the  assessing  autho- 
rity, no  Water  Company  shall  be  entitled  to 
charge  any  higher  or  further  rate  in  respect  of 
such  increase,  except  where  such  increase  is  in 
respect  of  structural  or  other  alteration  of  the 
premises,  or  in  respect  of  other  matters  than 
unearned  increment  of  value.*' 

This  Amendment  followed  upon  a  Ques- 
tion or  two  he  had  put  in  the  House  in 
regard  to  what  bad  been  suggested  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  (Mr. 
Coope),  who  was  not  now  in  his  place, 
which  was  based  upon  a  misapprehension. 
Under  the  Act  of  1869  there  had  been  a 
quinquennial  valuation,  the  tendency  of 
which  had  been  in  the  Metropolis  to  in- 
crease the  value  of  a  house  by  what  was 
supposed  to  be  absolutely  increased 
value,  but  which  was  unearned  incre- 
ment ;  and  the  Water  Companies  were 
entitled,  as  they  knew,  to  charge  upon 
that  annual  amount,  and  would  in  future 
be  entitled  to  charge  upon  the  annual 
rateable  value.  He  (Mr.  Firth)  had 
stated  in  an  interrogatory  form  that  the 
increased  rateable  valuo  between  the 
quinquennial  valuations  upon  which 
the  Companies  could  levy  their  rates 
amounted  to  £2,000,000,  representing 
an  increased  income  of  £100,000,  which, 
of  course,  increased  the  vested  interests 
of  the  Companies  to  an  enormous  extent. 
The  figures  he  had  used  in  this  way — 
The  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works'  Be- 
port  had  g^ven  the  valuation   of  the 
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latest  and  liigbest  judgment  on  the  sub- 
ject— namely,  the  jurJgment  in  the  Dobbs 
case.  If  this  clause  pa^^sed  as  it  now 
stood,  it  would  inflict  great  injustice  on 
the  Companies;  it  would  reJuce  the 
basis  on  which  they  were  entitled  by 
law  to  make  their  charge*,  and  it  would 
be  a  distinct  breach  of  public  faith.  Of 
course,  he  knew  that,  in  a  case  like  this, 
he  must  be  in  a  great  minority;  but, 
nevertheless,  he  folt  it  his  duty  to  make 
this  protest,  in  order  that  it  might  not 
be  said  when  the  question  was  argued, 
as  it  was  sure  to  be,  in  **  another  place  " 
— [**  Hear,  hear!'*]— he  supposed  that 
cheer  meant  that  they  bad  to  look 
elsewhere  for  justice  than  from  the  pre- 
sent occupants  of  the  Treasury  Bench — 
he  could  not  put  any  other  construction 
upon  it.  However,  he  would  not  now 
detain  the  Committee  longer.  He  should 
vote  against  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Gravesend 
(Sir  Sydney  Waterlow) ;  and  if  that  was 
not  carried  he  should  propose  the 
Amendment  which  stood  in  his  own 
name. 

The  SOLICITOE  GENERAL  (Sir 
Farber  Herschell)  said,  ho  should 
like  to  say  a  word  or  two  in  this  matter, 
because  he  was  probably  as  familiar,  or 
even  more  familiar,  with  the  Dobbs  case 
than  any  other  Member  of  the  House. 
He  did  not  think  there  was  any  sub- 
stcintial  differonce  between  the  words  as 
they  existed  in  the  Bill  and  the  words 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  behind 
him  (Sir  Sydney  Waterlow),  as  he  be- 
lieved the  two  expressions  '*  net  annual" 
and  ''rateable"  would  be  held  to  mean 
the  same  thing.  But  the  speech  that 
bis  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  opposite 
(Colonel  Makins)  had  just  delivered 
seemed  exactly  to  point  to  the  desira- 
bility of  shaping  the  Amendment,  and 
putting  beyond  question  what  the  mean- 
ing was.  The  hon.  Gentleman  behind 
him  (Mr.  W.  M.  Torrens),  whose  mea- 
sure this  was,  had,  he  tnought,  some- 
what depreciated  its  value  when  he  said 
that  its  object  was  merely  to  carry  into 
effect  a  decision  of  the  House  of  Lords. 
No  Bill  would  be  necessary  for  that 
purpose. 

Sir  SYDNEY  WATERLOW  said, 
the  object  was  to  remove  a  doubt 
with  regard  to  the  decision  of  the  House 
of  Lords. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (Sir 
Farrer  Hebsohell)  said,  the  Bill  pro- 

Colonel  Makins 


posed  to  do  something  beyond  that.  He 
believed  that  what  it  proposed  to  do 
was  quite  right;  but  there  was  no  use 
in  shutting  their  eyes  to  the  fact  that  it 
would  go  somewhat  beyond  the  decision 
of  the  House  of  Lords.  That  decision 
said  that  the  net  annual  value  they 
were  to  arrive  at  was  the  net  annual 
value  after  niaking  certain  deductions, 
there  being  a  sum  required  for  the  pur- 
poses of  rating  to  cover  estimated  rental 
above  rateable  value.  It  was  left  open 
for  cases  to  be  tested  as  to  what  was  the 
net  annual  value — that  was  to  say,  what 
were  the  annual  deductions  for  purposes 
of  rating  to  be  made  from  a  given  sum. 
The  measure  proposed  that  within  the 
Metropolitan  area  all  this  litigation 
should  be  got  rid  of— inasmuch  as  thej 
had  an  independent  authority,  under 
statutory  regulations,  working  out  this 
very  problem,  and  arriving  at  the  net 
annual  value.  After  making  these  de- 
ductions, it  should  be  taken,  within  the 
Metropolitan  area,  as  a  satibfactory  solu- 
tion of  the  question  of  what  the  net 
annual  value  was.  That  was  the  pur- 
pose of  the  Bill.  Inasmuch  as  the 
Local  Authority,  from  time  to  time  duly 
constituted,  when  they  arrived  at  that, 
by  Act  of  Parliament  called  it  ''  annual 
value  " — which  they  were  bound  to  do, 
as  they  intended  to  include  all  the  rate- 
able value — it  was  much  better  to  say 
so,  because  in  the  Statute  that  regulated 
these  rates  they  found  the  words  ''  net 
annual  value."  Though  it  did  not  make 
a  change  in  the  substance,  it  made  a 
very  distinct  declaration,  and  avoided 
the  possibility  of  controversy  as  to  what 
the  meaning  was,  and  he  did  not  think 
his  hon.  Friend  behind  him  would  find 
it  make  any  substantial  difference  in 
**  another  place."  What  they  were 
doing  was  to  make  the  decision  of  the 
Assessment  Committee  conclusive,  in- 
stead of  leaving  it  open  to  litigation  in 
each  case. 

Mr.  hardy  said,  he  took  a  very 
different  view  of  the  justice  of  this  Bill, 
and  he  agreed  that  if  they  were  g^ing 
to  make  the  net  annual  value  the  rate- 
able value  they  had  better  call  it  so. 

Mr.  THOROLD  ROGERS  said,  he 
was  obliged  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Solicitor  General  for  his 
statement  on  this  question.  He  (Mr. 
Rogers)  had  always  thought  that  the 
decision  the  House  of  Lords  arrived  at 
in  a  perfectly  well-known  case  was  that 
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the  discrepancies  which  existed  between 
the  rateable  and  the  gross  annual  value 
of  houses  i  n  the  Metropolis.  There  were 
nearly  100  cases  g^ven  in  this  Paper; 
bnt  he  was  prepared  to  say  that,  in  all 
probability,  for  erery  one  case  here  set 
down  it  would  be  quite  easy  to  find 
a  thousand ;  therefore,  the  document 
really  represented  a  large  number  of 
cases.  If  this  Amendment  were  car- 
ried, these  houses,  a  large  number  of 
which  were  probably  p^ing  on  the  net 
annual  value — because  Companies  were 
aware  of  these  facts  and  had  made  their 
charges  upon  the  net  annual  value — 
would  have  to  pay  on  the  rateable  value. 
By  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chelsea  they  would 
have  to  be  kept  at  that  rateable  value, 
which  was  admittedly  less  than  half 
what  they  ought  in  many  cases  to  be 
paying — which  was  less  than  half  that 
which  in  many  instances  their  neigh- 
bours on  each  side  of  them  were  paying. 
Was  that  a  state  of  things  which  should 
exist?  The  real  injustice  of  this  arose 
'from  the  fact  that  the  Government  had 
supported  this  Bill,  allowing  it  to  come 
forward  as  a  public  measure,  and  not 
requiring  it  to  be  sent  like  other  private 
Bills  to  a  Select  Committee,  where  it 
would  have  been  thoroughly  inquired 
into  and  sifted  by  counsel  on  the  one 
side  and  the  other.  He  would  under- 
take to  say  that  there  had  never  before 
been  a  case  in  which  interests  involving 
millions  of  money,  and  being  dependent 
on  Parliamentary  sanction,  had  been 
attacked  in  Parliament  without  any  sort 
of  inquiry  being  instituted.  It  was  im- 
possible to  know  what  the  effect  of  this 
clause  would  be.  He  himself  had  been 
connected  with  the  New  Biver  Company 
for  something  like  20  years,  and  he 
knew  the  circumstances  of  that  under- 
taking very  well ;  but  he  could  not  pos- 
sibly tell  the  House,  by  reading  these 
clauses,  what  the  extent  of  their  effect 
upon  that  Company  was  likely  to  be.  He 
could  not  say  whether  they  would  be 
likely  to  effect  it  to  the  extent  of  £10,000 
a-year  or  £100,000  a-year  before  the 
matter  had  been  inquired  into  by  com- 
petent authorities  and  the  provisions 
had  been  viewed  in  all  their  bearings. 
Surely  it  was  not  possible  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  accept  a  clause  so  unfair  as 
this,  which  virtually  said  to  the  Water 
Companies — ''Heads  I  win,  tails  you 
lose— *yoar  rates  are  never  to  rise ;  but 


under  certain  eventualities  they  may  go 
down."  The  House  had  before  it  a 
statement  to  the  effect  that  in  the  100 
cases  submitted  the  rateable  value  was 
not  within  100  per  cent  of  what  it  ought 
to  be ;  and  yet  it  was  proposed  to  stereo- 
type the  injustice  not  only  against  the 
Water  Companies,  but  against  the  very 
neighbours  on  each  side  of  a  ratepayer 
who  might  be  called  upon  to  pay  a 
higher  rate. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
did  not  in  this  matter  speak  on  behalf 
of  the  6t>vernment  so  much  as  he  spoke 
as  a  Metropolitan  Member,  and  as  one 
interested  in  the  subject.  He  did  not 
think  that  in  a  Bill  of  this  kind,  in- 
troduced by  a  private  Member,  it  was 
necessary  for  the  Government,  as  a  Go- 
vernment, to  take  a  very  distinct  posi- 
tion ;  but  he  certainly  thought  it  right 
to  express  an  opinion  upon  the  subject 
as  a  Member  of  the  House,  and  one 
whose  constituents  were  interested  in  the 
question.  The  hon.  Member  who  had  just 
addressed  the  Committee  (Mr.  Hardy) 
declared  that  the  Companies  hitherto  had 
acted  in  the  way  of  making  a  valua- 
tion for  themselves.  It  must  be  re- 
membered that  in  the  Metropolis  there 
was  no  control 

Mb.  HABOY  desired  to  explain.  He 
had  been  speaking  solely  against  the 
Amendment,  and  not  against  the  Bill. 
Without  this  Amendment,  personally, 
he  should  be  prepared  to  support  the 
measure. 

Sir  CHABLES  W.  DILKE  said,  the 
hon.  Member  submitted  that  an  enor- 
mous discrepancy  between  the  real 
value  of  premises  and  the  amount  at 
which  they  were  rated  had  been  shown. 
He  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  was  bound 
to  say  that  a  great  deal  of  care  had  been 
exercised  in  the  Metropolis  which  was 
not  exercised  elsewhere  in  the  prepara- 
tion of  the  assessments.  Though  there 
was  power  to  appeal  to  the  surveyor 
against  the  decision  of  the  Assessment 
Committees  in  cases  where  it  was  be- 
lieved that  over-charges  had  been  made, 
it  was  remarkable,  as  evidencing  the 
accuracy  of  the  valuations,  that  over  a 
valuation  of  such  an  enormous  number 
of  millions  alterations  to  the  extent  only 
of  a  few  thousands  had  been  made  in 
the  decisions  of  the  Assessment  Commit- 
tees. That  was  a  fact,  and  he  had  the 
figures  before  him  at  the  present  mo- 
ment, and  could    submit  them  to  the 
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Committeo  if  necessary.  The  surveyor 
of  taxes  bad  the  power  of  appealing 
against  the  valuation  ;  but  be  found  tbe 
figures  so  correct  that  in  hardly  any 
cases  was  be  obliged  to  alter  them. 
In  the  Metropolis  the  property  was  as- 
sessed for  the  purpose  of  House  Tax 
and  Income  Tax.  He  agreed  with 
\vhat  bad  fallen  from  his  hon.  and 
learned  Colleague  (Mr.  Firth),  as  to  tbe 
enormous  unearned  increment  in  tbe 
water  rentals  within  tbe  last  few  years. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  bad 
mentioned  some  facts  on  that  branch  of 
the  subject  which  be  (Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke)  could  supplement.  Tbe  average 
supply  of  water  to  the  houses  of  the 
Metropolis  had  diminished.  The  Com- 
panies said  that  tbe  houses  bad  in- 
creased in  size ;  but,  even  if  that  were 
so,  tbe  average  supply,  house  by  house, 
had  greatly  diminished,  and  a  smaller 
amount  of  water  was  now  supplied  than 
was  supplied  in  1883.  The  aggregate 
capital  of  tbe  Companies  had  enormously 
risen.  In  1872  tbe  amount  of  share 
capital  was  just  under  £8.000,000;  but 
in  1883  it  amount  to  £10,333,000.  In 
the  same  period  £8,500,000  bad  been 
paid  in  dividends,  and  the  amount  of 
share  and  loan  capital  taken  up  by  tbe 
shareholders  at  par  had  been  nearly 
£3,000,000,  which  was  estimated  as 
equivalent  to  a  bonus  of  £1,500,000 
more,  so  that  the  dividends  really 
amounted  to  more  than  tbe  whole  share 
capital  of  the  Companies.  In  face  of 
that  fact  he  did  not  think  it  could  be 
wisely  contended  that  the  Amendment 
of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  would 
amount  to  confiscation. 

Mr.  EDWAED  CLARKE  said,  he 
was  sorry  to  hear  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  declare 
it  was  bis  intention  to  support  the 
Amendment.  He  (Mr.  Edward  Clarke) 
was  anxious  that  the  Bill  should  pass ; 
but  he  considered  it  extremely  dangerous 
that  this  Amendment  should  be  inserted 
in  it.  It  was,  he  thought,  essential  to 
mention  the  intention  of  the  Bill  as  it 
was  first  proposed.  The  measure  bad 
tbe  intention  of  providing  a  definite 
method  of  valuing  a  house  upon  which 
the  rate  was  to  be  levied ;  but  if  tbe 
Amendment  were  accepted  and  added 
to  the  Bill,  it  would  set  up  at  once  the 
very  difficulty  and  uncertainty  which  it 
was  the  object  of  the  measure  to  re- 
move.    Let  the  Committee  remember 


what   the  words    of  the   Amendment 
were — 

"  No  Water  Company  shall  he  entitled  to 
charge  any  higher  or  further  rate  in  respect  of 
such  increase,  except  where  such  increase  is  ia 
respect  of  structural  or  other  alterations  of  tbe 
premises,  or  in  respect  of  other  matters  than 
unearned  increment  of  value." 

Suppose  a  house  was  rated  at  £200 
a-year,  and,  in  a  year  or  two,  its  rating 
was  increased  to  £230,  a  controversy 
would  take  place  as  to  whether  tbe  in- 
crease bad  been  caused  by  **  structural 
alterations"  or  •* other  alterations" 
which  was  a  very  large  expression  in* 
deed,  and  one  which  might  mean  de- 
corative alterations  or  '*  other  than  un- 
earned increment  of  value."  AVhat 
*'  structural "  or  other  alterations  wonld 
mean  in  an  Act  of  Parliament  he  could 
not  pretend  to  say ;  but  he  was  sure  the 
adoption  of  this  Amendment  would  be 
fatal  to  tbe  hope  of  getting  the  Bill  on 
the  Statute  Book,  because  if  thev  were 
to  add  it  to  the  Statute  Book  with  this 
phrase  in  it  he  believed  that  the  litiga- 
tion which  would  result  from  tbe  at- 
tempt to  interpret  that  section  would 
diminish,  if  not  altogether  destroy,  the 
value  of  the  measure.  If  the  bon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Chelsea  (Mr.  Firth)  desired  that  tbe 
Bill  should  pass,  and  that  the  ratepayers 
of  the  Metropolis  should  be  relieved  of 
their  doubt  and  uncertainty  as  to  their 
position  in  regard  to  what  they  were  to 
be  charged  for  water,  he  would  with- 
draw this  Amendment. 

Sir  SYDNEY  WATERLOW  said, 
he  hoped  the  Committee  would  not 
agree  to  the  Amendment,  as  it  seemed 
to  him  that  it  would  be  creating  a  mis- 
chief which,  when  tbe  Committee  had 
agreed  to  the  words ''rateable  value," 
they  had  been  endeavouring  to  get  rid 
of.  The  Amendment  would  have  tbe 
effect  really  of  establishing  two  rateable 
values.  He  agreed  that  it  seemed  very 
hard  that  ratepayers  should  be  called 
upon  to  pay  a  larger  sum  every  year, 
notwithstanding  that  they  might  not  use 
a  larger  amount  of  water;  but  the  ques- 
tion would  then  arise  whether  the  people 
should  not  be  asked  only  to  pay  for  tbe 
amount  of  water  they  really  usied — that 
a  sum  should  be  fixed  for  a  certain 
quantity,  that  tbe  consumption  should 
be  ascertained  by  meter,  and  that  if 
the  rate  charp:ed  was  not  sufficient  to 
recoup  the  Water  Companies,  Farh'a- 


Sir  Charles  W  Dilke 


1466     Waterworks  Clauses  Act      {May  1,  1885}      (1847)  Amendment  Bill      1466 


ment  should  be  called  upon  to  adjust 
the  amount.  That,  however,  importaot 
as  it  wan,  was  a  question  that  did  not 
come  under  this  Bill.  Under  the  mea- 
sure, they  were  endeavouring  to  get  an 
uniform  rate  notwithstanding  that  under 
it,  if  the  value  went  up,  so  would  the 
charge  for  water.  Supposing  that  from 
accident  or  want  of  information — some 
inadvertence  on  the  part  of  the  Assess- 
ment Committee  —  premises  had  been 
assessed  too  low,  then  the  Assessment 
Oimmittee  would  have  power  to  make 
the  necessary  alteration,  surely  the 
Water  Companies  would  be  en  titled  •to 
charge  upon  the  additional  valuation, 
lie  hoped  the  Amendment  would  not  be 
assented  to. 

Mtt.  BITCHTE  said,  he  was  a  sfrong 
supporter  of  the  Bill,  and  considered 
that  the  TVater  Companies  were  alone 
to  blame  for  the  necessity  of  any  legis- 
lation on  this  matter  at  ail.  The  Com- 
panies had  been  very  severe  in  their 
exactions ;  they  had  pushed  their  claims 
to  an  intolerable  extent ;  and,  therefore, 
lie  willingly  joined  in  bringing  in  this 
Bill,  the  object  of  which  was  to  6x  some 
definite  and  di&tinct  basis  on  which  the 
chari;63  were  to  be  made  in  future. 
Such  being  the  scope  of  the  Bill,  be  was 
unable  to  support  the  Amendment  which 
had  been  moved  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Chelsea  (Mr. 
Firth).  He  would  suggest  that  if  there 
was  any  desire  to  have  legiblation  such 
as  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  pro- 
posed, it  would  be  very  much  better  to 
introduce  it  in  a  separate  form  in  a 
separate  Bill.  They  would  run  a  very 
great  ri^k  of  losing  the  bene6t  of  the 
Bill  altogether  if  such  an  Amendment 
as  this  were  tacked  on  to  the  Bill.  There 
was  another  reason  why  he  could  not 
support  the  present  proposition ;  and  it 
wa8  that  if  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  were  accepted,  he 
did  not  see  how  the  Committee  could, 
with  any  justice,  refuse  the  Amendment 
to  that  Amendment  which  stood  in  the 
name  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  South  Essex  (Colonel 
Makins).  It  would  be  a  very  unjust 
thing  to  say  that  the  Water  Companies 
were  to  derive  no  benefit  whatever  from 
any  rise  which  might  tako  place  in  the 
assessment,  and  yet  be  bound  to  accept 
any  reduction  made  in  the  assessment. 
Under  all  the  circumstances,  his  hon. 
Friend  in  charge  of  the  Bill  (Mr.  W.  M. 


Torrens)  would  do  wisely  not  to  accept 
the  Amendment  proposed  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Chelsea,  but  to 
allow  the  Bill  to  remain  substantially 
in  the  form  in  which  it  was  brought  in 
by  himself  and  those  associated  with 
him  in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS  said,  he 
hoped  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr. 
Firth)  would  not  withdraw  the  Amend- 
ment. It  was  better  that  the  Bill  should 
be  lost  than  that  the  Amendment  should 
be  withdrawn,  and  for  this  reason^  that 
the  state  of  things  which  now  existed 
would  not  exist  much  longer,  and  the 
matter  could  be  settled  much  more  easily 
as  a  whole,  than  in  the  piecemeal  fashioa 
suggested.  What  hon.  Members  on  the 
Opposition  Benches  had  been  discussing 
were  difficulties  of  method.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Plymoutii  (Mr. 
Edward  Clarke),  and  hon.  Gentlemen 
near  him,  seemed  to  demand  that  the 
Water  Companies  should,  in  addition 
to  having  a  fair  price  paid  for  the  water 
they  supplied,  be  also  made  into  the 
rating  authority — that  they  should  be 
able  to  rate  the  community  of  London 
for  things  they  did  not  supply.  In  other 
words,  hon.  Gentlemen  desired  that  the 
Water  Companies  should  not  only  re- 
ceive money  for  the  water  they  supplied, 
but  that  they  should  have  an  increased  in- 
come every  iive  years,  resulting  not  from 
any  increased  value  of  the  article  they 
supplied,  or  from  any  increased  quantity 
supplied,  but  simply  by  the  method  of 
rating  adopted.  This  was  a  question 
whether  a  private  Company  should,  for 
its  own  profit,  put  a  tax  on  a  community 
for  which  it  rendered  nothing  in  return. 
That  was  the  principle  on  which  this 
question  would  have  to  be  settled.  He 
did  not  think  that  the  House  of  Com- 
mons would  sanction  the  injustice  of  the 
people,  not  only  of  London,  but  of  all 
large  towns,  being  required  to  pay  ex- 
orbitantly for  so  common  a  necessary 
of  life  as  water ;  to  pay,  not  on  account 
of  the  increased  quantity  or  quality 
of  the  water  supplied,  but  simply  be- 
cause the  Company  had  power  which 
should  not  belong  to  any  private  Com- 
pany— that  of  taxing  the  people  for  five 
years. 

Colonel  MAKINS  said,  he  had  on 
the  Paper  an  Amendment  to  this  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Chelsea  (Mr.  Firth) ;  but  he  hoped 
it  would  not  be  necessary  to  move  it. 
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because  the  evident  sense  of  the  Com- 
mittee was  that  the  Amendment  now 
under  consideration  should  be  with- 
drawn. The  right  hon.  Baronet  oppo- 
site (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  and  his  hon. 
and  learned  Colleague  (Afr.  Firth)  had 
dealt  only  with  private  supply.  They 
had  said  that  houses  only  received  the 
same  amount  of  water  as  formerly.  They 
had  lost  sight  altogether  of  the  fact 
that  in  London  the  private  consumption 
of  water  was  not  paid  for  by  meter,  as 
was  the  case  in  Manchester  and  Liver- 
pool. In  addition  to  the  payment  by 
meter  for  the  water  consumed,  each 
house  in  Manchester  and  Liverpool  was 
rated  for  the  public  supply.  In  London 
the  whole  service,  whether  public  or 
private,  was  included  in  the  rate  which 
the  consumer  paid ;  therefore,  when  the 
rateable  value  went  up,  it  meant  that 
the  rates  were  increased,  that  the  quan- 
tity of  water  used  for  the  extinguishing 
of  fires  and  for  other  public  purposes 
was  increased,  though  the  actual  amount 
per  head  of  the  population  might  not 
have  been  increased.  Ho  should  be 
perfectly  prepared  to  consider  a  mea- 
sure, if  it  were  brought  in  by  the  Go- 
vernment, providing  that  water  used  for 
domestic  purposes  should  be  paid  for  by 
meter.  Of  course,  to  that  would  have 
to  be  added  such  a  rate  for  water  for 
public  purposes  which  would  make  the 
remuneration  of  the  Companies  that 
which  Parliament  intended  it  should  be. 
The  Amendment  now  before  the  Com- 
mittee was  one-sided.  They  all  desired 
the  same  thing,  though  they  might  not 
view  the  matter  from  the  same  point  of 
view. 

Mr.  HAEDY  said,  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  the  Member  for  South 
Essex  (Colonel  Makins)  was  mistaken 
when  he  supposed  that  all  public  sup- 
plies were  gratuitous.  It  was  only  the 
water  supplied  for  fires  that  was  sup- 
plied without  payment. 

Mr.  LYULPH  STANLEY  said,  that 
some  hon.  Members  of  the  House  would 
be  very  glad  to  see  the  Bill  passed ; 
while  others  simply  wished  to  make  it 
an  engine  for  iuture  agitation.  He 
wished  to  see  the  Bill  passed  ;  and, 
therefore,  he  should  vote  against  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Chelsea 
(Mr.  Firth). 

Mr.  FIKTH  said,  that  all  he  had  to 
say  was  that  they  would  have  to  buy 
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out  the  Water  Companies  sooner  or 
later,  and  that  if  this  Amendment  were 
not  passed  they  would  this  year  be 
found  to  have  increased  their  vested  in- 
terest by  £2,500,000.  He  would  not^ 
under  any  possible  circumstances,  be  a 
party  to  so  wicked  an  injustice  as  that ; 
and,  therefore,  he  intended  to  carry  bis 
Amendment  to  a  division. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  21; 
Noes  34:  Majority  13.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  160.) 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  1 ,  to  add  at  end  of  the  Clanae— "  Pro- 
vided, That  where  the  -water  rate  is  chargeable 
on  the  annual  value  of  a  part  only  of  anr  heredi- 
tament entered  in  the  valuation  Ust,  toch  ajinoal 
value  shall  be  a  fairly  apportioned  part  of  Ui« 
rateable  value  of  the  whole  tenement*  ascer- 
tained as  aforesaid,  the  apportionment  in  c%se  of 
dispute  to  be  determined  in  manner  provided  by 
the  said  section.'*— (J/r.  ^.  M,  Torrtm,) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sm  SYDNEY  WATEBLOW  nid» 
he  would  point  out  that  the  words  "  an- 
nual value  "  could  not  be  found  in  the 
Metropolis  Valuation  Act,  1869. 

Mr.  EDWARD  CLARKE  thought  it 
was  quite  right  in  this  instance  to  say 
**  annual  value." 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to;  words 
added. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  U. 

Clause  2  (Short  title)  agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  W.  M.  Tobbikb, 
the  following  Clause  agreed  to,  and  addtd 
to  the  Bill  :— 

(Construction  of  Act) 

"  •  The  Waterworks  Clauses  Act,  1847,*  and 
this  Act  shall  be  construed  together  as  one 
Act,  and  the  provisions  of  this  Act  shall  be 
held  to  repeal  and  supersede  such  of  th«  pron* 
sions  of  that  Act  as  are  iaconaistent  with  this 
Act." 

Thb  CHAIRMAN  said,  that  the 
new  clause  (**  Supplj  of  Water  bj 
Meter")  standing  in  the  name  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Marylebone  (Mr. 
Daniel  Grant)  appeared  to  him  to  be 
beyond  the  scope  of  the  Bill,  and,  there- 
fore,  could  not  be  put.  The  tame  ob- 
servation applied  to  a  new  clause  standing 
in  the  name  of  the  hon.  and  leamea 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr, 
Bryce). 
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Preamble. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  pjige  1,  line  7,  after  the  word  "not,** 
to  insert  "in  the  Motropolit.*' — (Mr,  IF,  M, 
Torr$nt.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sra  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said, 
there  was  a  little  ambiguity  with  respect 
to  the  Metropolis.  He  did  not  oppose 
the  Amendment ;  but  he  might  find  it 
necessary  to  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
move  another  Amendment  on  Heport. 
There  were  two  purposes  for  which  the 
Metropolis  was  not  the  same.  Under 
the  Metropolis  Mana^ment  Act,  that 
which  was  called  the  Metropolis  was  not 
the  same  as  the  Metropolis  to  which  the 
Valuation  of  Property  Act  applied.  The 
area  would  have  been  better  de6ned  as 
unions  and  parishes  to  which  the  Valua- 
tion Act  applied,  and  he  would  suggest 
that  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  W.  M.  Torrens) 
should  move  an  Amendment  in  that  form 
on  Heport.  The  difference  was  that  Penge 
was  included  in  the  Metropolis  Ma- 
nagement Act,  but  was  not  in  the  Valua- 
tion Act ;  and  the  hamlet  of  Motting- 
ham  was  included  in  the  latter,  but  not 
in  the  former  Act. 

Mr.  W.  M.  torrens  said,  he 
would  bring  up  an  Amendment  on  Re- 
port, as  suggested  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  words  »»- 
eerted  accordingly. 

Amendment  proposed  to  further 
amend  the  Preamble,  by  omitting  the 
words  ''  net  annual "  in  line  7,  and  in- 
serting the  word  '•  rateable."— (1/r.  JF. 
if.  Turrent.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Preamble,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Bill  repo/rted  ;  as  amended,  to  be  bon- 
sidered  upon  Friday  next,  and  to  be 
printed.    [BUI  162.1 

EAST  na)IA  TTKCXAntED  STOCKS 

[expenses]. 

Con$idirid  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committeo.) 

Kiaoivedf  That  it  is  expedient  to  aathorite  the 
payment,  out  of  the  Revenuoe  of  India,  of  any 
costs  and  eipenses  which  may  he  incurred  by 
the  Secretary  of  State  in  Council  of  India, 
arising  oat  of  the  transfer  of  Unclaimed  Stocks, 
amd  the  paymsnl  ef  difidtadi  thsreon,  undnr 


the  provisions  of  any  Act  of  the  present  Sesdon 
relating  to  the  transfer  of  Unclaimed  India 
Stock. 

Resolution  to  bo  reported  upon  Monday  next. 


MOTION. 


GAS   AND  WATER  PROVISIONAL  ORDERS 

(no.   2)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Holms,  Bill  to  eonfirm 
certain  Provisional  Orders  made  by  the  Board 
of  Trade,  under  "The  Gas  and  Water  Works 
FacUities  Act  1870,"  relating  to  Chelmsford 
Oas,  Great  Grimsby  Gas,  Clacton-on-Sea  Gas 
and  Water,  and  Cwm  Avon  Gas  and  Water, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Holms  and  Mr. 
Chambbrlaik. 
^}MprtHni9d,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  149.] 

House  adjourned  at  half  after  Three 
o'clock  till  Monday  next. 


HOUSE     OF     LOEDS, 
Monday f  ith  May,  1885. 


MINUTES.] -SlLlCT  COMMITTM— FoMrM  JJtf. 

/7or<— Office  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments 

and  Office  of  the  Gentleman  Usher  of  the 

BUck  Rod.  [No.  97.] 
Pu  RLio   Bills  —  First  Reading  —  Highways  * 

(98). 
Report  —  Water    Companies     (Regulatidn  of 

Powers)  •  (87). 
Third  Reading ^LoctX   Government  (Ireland) 

Provisional    Orders    (Public   Health    Act) 

(No.  ])  •  (63),  tsApaeied. 

CENTRAT,  ASIA  —  RUSSIA  AND  AF- 
GHANISTAN  —  THE  RUSSO-AFGHAN 
FRONTIER— THE  NEGOTIATIONS. 


FRANCE  AND  EGYPT  —  SEIZURE  OP 
THE  ••  BOSPHORE  EGYPTIEN  "—  THE 
NEGOTIATIONS. 

question.    obscbyatioks. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURT: 
Seeing  the  noble  Earl  the  Seoretarj  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  early  in  his 
place,  I  wish  to  ask  him  whether  he  is 
able  to  gi?e  any  information  to  the 
House  on  two  important  matters  which 
occupy  public  attention  —  namely,  the 
negotiations  with  respect  to  the  Afghan 
Frontier,  and  those  with  reference  to  the 
suppression  of  7W«  Bo*phore  Egypiien  f 

£a£L  GRANVILLE:   In  answer  to 
the  noble  Marquess  I  shall  give  all  the 
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Committee  if  necessary.  The  surveyor 
of  taxes  had  the  power  of  appealing 
against  the  valuation  ;  but  he  found  the 
figures  so  correct  that  in  hardly  any 
cases  was  he  obliged  to  alter  them. 
In  the  Metropolis  the  property  was  as- 
sessed for  the  purpose  of  House  Tax 
and  Income  Tax.  He  agreed  with 
what  had  fallen  from  his  hon.  and 
learned  Colleague  (Mr.  Firth),  as  to  the 
enormous  unearned  increment  in  the 
water  rentals  within  the  last  few  years. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  had 
mentioned  some  facts  on  that  branch  of 
the  subject  which  he  (Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke)  could  supplement.  The  average 
supply  of  water  to  the  houses  of  the 
Metropolis  had  diminished.  The  Com- 
panies said  that  the  houses  had  in- 
creased in  size ;  but,  even  if  that  were 
so,  the  average  supply,  house  by  house, 
had  greatly  diminished,  and  a  smaller 
amount  of  water  was  now  supplied  than 
was  supplied  in  1883.  The  aggregate 
capital  of  the  Companies  had  enormously 
risen.  In  1872  the  amount  of  share 
capital  was  just  under  £8.000,000 ;  but 
in  1883  it  amount  to  £10,333,000.  In 
the  same  period  £8,500,000  had  been 
paid  in  dividends,  and  the  amount  of 
share  and  loan  capital  taken  up  by  the 
shareholders  at  par  had  been  nearly 
£3,000.000,  which  was  estimated  as 
equivalent  to  a  bonus  of  £1,500,000 
more,  so  that  the  dividends  really 
amounted  to  more  than  the  whole  share 
capital  of  the  Companies.  In  face  of 
that  fact  he  did  not  think  it  could  be 
wisely  contended  that  the  Amendment 
of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  would 
amount  to  confiscation. 

Mr.  EDWAED  CLARKE  said,  he 
was  sorry  to  hear  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  declare 
it  was  his  intention  to  support  the 
Amendment.  He  (Mr.  Edward  Clarke) 
was  anxious  that  the  Bill  should  pass ; 
but  he  considered  it  extremely  dangerous 
that  this  Amendment  should  be  inserted 
in  it.  It  was,  he  thought,  essential  to 
mention  the  intention  of  the  Bill  as  it 
was  first  proposed.  The  measure  had 
the  intention  of  providing  a  definite 
method  of  valuing  a  house  upon  which 
the  rate  was  to  be  levied ;  but  if  the 
Amendment  were  accepted  and  added 
to  the  Bill,  it  would  set  up  at  once  the 
very  difficulty  and  uncertainty  which  it 
was  the  object  of  the  measure  to  re- 
move.    Let  the  Committee  remember 


what  the  words  of  the  Amendment 
were — 

"  No  Watep  Company  shall  be  entitled  to 
charge  any  higher  or  further  rate  in  respect  of 
SQch  increi&se,  eicept  where  such  increase  is  in 
respect  of  stmctural  or  other  alterations  of  the 
premises,  or  in  respect  of  other  matters  than 
unearned  increment  of  value." 

Suppose  a  house  was  rated  at  £200 
a-year,  and,  in  a  year  or  two,  its  rating 
was  increased  to  £230,  a  controversy 
would  take  place  as  to  whether  the  in- 
crease had  been  caused  by  ''structural 
alterations"  or  ''other  alterations'' 
which  was  a  very  large  expression  in* 
deed,  and  one  which  might  mean  de- 
corative alterations  or  "  other  than  un- 
earned increment  of  value."  AVhat 
"  structural"  or  other  alterations  would 
mean  in  an  Act  of  Parliament  he  could 
not  pretend  to  say ;  but  he  was  sure  the 
adoption  of  this  Amendment  would  be 
fatal  to  the  hope  of  getting  the  Bill  on 
the  Statute  Book,  because  if  thev  were 
to  add  it  to  the  Statute  Book  with  this 
phrase  in  it  he  believed  that  the  litiga- 
tion which  would  result  from  the  at- 
tempt to  interpret  that  section  would 
diminish,  if  not  altogether  destroy,  the 
value  of  the  measure.  If  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Chelsea  (Mr.  Firth)  desired  that  the 
Bill  should  pass,  and  that  the  ratepayers 
of  the  Metropolis  should  be  relieved  of 
their  doubt  and  uncertainty  as  to  their 
position  in  regard  to  what  they  were  to 
be  charged  for  water,  he  would  with- 
draw this  Amendment. 

Sir  SYDNEY  WATERLOW  said, 
he  hoped  the  Committee  would  not 
agree  to  the  Amendment,  as  it  seemed 
to  him  that  it  would  be  creating  a  mis- 
chief which,  when  the  Committee  had 
agreed  to  the  words  "  rateable  value," 
they  had  been  endeavouring  to  get  rid 
of.  The  Amendment  would  have  the 
effect  really  of  establishing  two  rateable 
values.  He  agreed  that  it  seemed  very 
hard  that  ratepayers  should  be  called 
upon  to  pay  a  larger  sum  every  year, 
notwithstanding  that  they  might  not  use 
a  larger  amount  of  water;  but  the  ques- 
tion would  then  arise  whether  the  people 
should  not  be  asked  only  to  pay  for  the 
amount  of  water  they  really  used — that 
a  sum  should  be  fixed  for  a  certain 
quantity,  that  the  consumption  should 
be  ascertained  by  meter,  and  that  if 
the  rate  charged  was  not  sufficient  to 
recoup  the  Water  Companies,  Parlia- 
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the  meaning  of  the  words  ''Provide 
means  for  any  settlement  which  may  be 
needful  of  the  differences  ?  "  What  is 
to  be  referred,  and  what  will  the  result  of 
the  reference  be — will  it  be  the  punish- 
ment of  those  who  have  misconducted 
themselyes,  or  will  it  be  simply  an 
apology  from  one  QoYemment  to  an- 

other  ?  

Eabl  GBANYILLE:  I  made  the 
statement  with  regard  to  The  Boephare 
as  full  as  I  could  in  order  to  give  the 

feneral  information  to  your  Lordships' 
[ouse.  At  the  same  time,  I  do  not 
wish  to  go  into  very  great  detail  on 
either  of  the  points  in  question,  inas- 
much as  the  Papers  whi^  will  soon  be 
produced  will  give  your  Lordships  a 
much  fuller  knowledge  of  the  circum- 
stances than  I  could  in  a  statement  in 
answer  to  Questions.  With  regard  to 
one  of  the  Questions  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess, however,  I  have  no  difB.culty  in 
giving  an  answer.  The  illegality  of  the 
seizure  of  Th$  Bosphare  arose  out  of  the 
rights  of  the  French  Government  under 
the  Capitulations  with  regard  to  the 
Press.  As  to  the  Afghan  Question,  we 
have  agreed  to  refer  to  the  judgment  of 
a  friendly  Power  the  mode  of  arriving 
at  a  settlement  closing  the  incident,  and 
which  shall  be  honourable  to  both  Par- 
ties. I  think  the  noble  Marquess  will 
and  must  see  that  it  is  impossible  for 
me  in  this  place  to  anticipate  what  the 
result  of  that  judgment  will  be. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBUBY  : 
Then  it  is  a  general  reference  without 
any  special  indication  of  the  limits  within 
which  the  jurisdiction  is  to  be  exercised, 
and  a  general  reference  of  all  matters 
of  difference  that  have  arisen  with  re- 
gard to  this  Penjdeh  incident  ?  I  would 
ask  another  Question,  which  arises  out 
of  the  noble  Earl's  statement  —  and 
which  I  may  observe  is  merely  put  for 
the  purpose  of  elucidation.  He  stated 
that  the  Government  would  be  much 
guided  by  their  knowledge  of  the  wishes 
of  the  Ameer  with  respect  to  his  own 
Frontier.  Were  the  Government  en- 
tirely ignorant  of  the  Ameer's  wishes 
on  this  point  before  they  began  these 
negotiations — that  is  to  say,  until  quite 
recently  ?         

Eabl  GRANYILLE  :  It  must  be  per- 
fectly obvious  to  the  noble  Marquess 
that  when  there  has  been  an  interview 
of  several  days  between  the  Viceroy  of 
India  and  the  Ameer  we  have  not  only 
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more  information,  but  information  on 
which  wo  can  better  rely,  than  that 
which  we  previously  possessed.  With 
regard  to  the  reference  to  the  judgment 
of  a  Sovereign  of  a  friendly  State,  the 
text  of  that  reference  has  not  yet  been 
absolutely  decided  upon ;  and  I  think  it 
is  quite  clear  that  I  had  better  adhere 
to  &e  words  I  have  already  used,  and 
not  go  further  into  details.    

The  Mabquess  of  SALISBUEY  :  Are 
the  Capitulations  to  which  the  noble 
Earl  has  referred  to  be  printed  along 
with  the  Papers? 

Earl  GRANVILLE :  The  Papers  to 
be  presented  are  under  consideration, 
and  I  shall  do  my  best  to  lay  all  in- 
formation before  the  House. 

Lord  ELLENBOROUGH  :  The  noble 
Earl  stated  that  Russia  had  evacuated, 
or  would  consider  the  evacuation  of, 
Penjdeh  when  the  labours  of  the  Com- 
mission commenced.  What  does  he 
mean  ?    Does  he 

Eabl  GRANVILLE :  No ;  the  noble 
Lord  has  quite  misapprehended  what  I 
said.  I  said  they  had  agreed  to  con* 
siderit.  I  really  think  that  I  cannot 
go  further  than  the  statement  I  have 
made. 

EGYPT  (AFFAIRS  OF  THE  SOUDAN)— 
THE  EGYPTIAN  FRONTIER. 

QUESTION.      OBSBBVATIONS. 

The  Eabl  of  GALLOWAY  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Af- 
fairs, How  soon  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment expect  to  be  able  to  explain  what 
was  the  limit  to  the  south  in  Egypt  on 
the  Nile  which  they  have  pledged  them- 
selves to  continue  to  defend,  and  from 
what  place  on  the  Nile  southwards  they 
hold  themselves  to  have  perfect  freedom 
in  regard  to  future  action  ;  also,  whe- 
ther Dongola  is  considered  to  be  in 
Egypt  or  the  Soudan  ?  The  reason  why 
he  put  the  Question  was  that  he  wished 
to  obtain  some  explanation  of  the  two 
statements  made  by  the  noble  Earl  in 
reference  to  the  Frontier  of  Egypt,  on 
the  introduction  of  the  Egyptian  Loan 
Bill  on  the  21st  of  April — one,  in  which 
he  stated  that  no  provision  was  made  in 
the  Vote  of  Credit  for  offensive  opera- 
tions with  a  view  to  an  early  advance  on 
Khartoum ;  and  the  other,  in  which  he 
stated  that  the  Government  preserved  to 
themselves  fuU  liberty  of  action  in  the 
matter,  seeing  that  they  had  not  at  that 

3  B 


1471 


Central  Asia — 


ILOEDSJ 


France  and  Hgypt. 


1472 


information  in  our  power  as  to  tlie  two 
questions  to  which  he  refers.  It  is  as 
follows: — The  Bosphore  Mgyptien  was 
suppressed  by  a  lawful  decree  of  the 
Egyptian  Government,  and  the  British 
Government  gave  it9  sanction  to  the 
act.  The  French  Government,  while 
wholly  refraining  from  questioning  the 
suppression  of  the  newspaper  (1)  de- 
clared the  seizure  of  the  paper  and 
closing  of  the  printing  ofBce,  in  which 
other  business  was  carried  on,  to  be 
illegal ;  and  (2)  com  plained  of  the  forcible 
removal  of  the  French  Consul,  who  had 
attended  personally  to  protest  against 
the  closure  of  the  office.  The  French 
Government  demanded— (1)  there-open- 
ing of  the  office ;  and  (2)  the  punishment 
of  the  perilous  concerned  in  the  act.  In 
the  meanwhile,  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  obtained  full  Eeporta  from  Sir 
Evelyn  Baring  as  to  all  the  circum- 
stances, and  had  taken  advice  as  to  the 
legal  bearings  of  the  case.  The  con- 
clusion to  which  Her  Majesty's  Gt)vern- 
ment  came  was,  that  the  closure  of  the 
office  was  not  warranted  by  law,  and 
that  the  technical  force  used  against  the 
French  Consular  authorities  was,  there- 
fore, not  justifiable.  We,  therefore,  took 
note  of  the  declaration  of  the  French 
Government,  that  there  was  no  desire  to 
shield  The  Bo^phore  JEyyptien  ;  that  they 
wholly  refrained  from  raising  any  ques- 
tion as  to  the  suppression  of  the  news- 
paper ;  and,  further,  that  they  expressed 
their  readiness  to  withdraw  their  demand 
for  the  punishment  of  those  who  acted 
under  the  orders  of  the  Egyptian  Govern- 
ment. Accordingly  we  stated  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  who  do  not  dis- 
claim responsibility  for  the  decision  to 
suppress  the  newspaper,  were  ready  to 
associate  themselves  with  the  regret 
which  they  have  advised  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  Khedive  to  express  as  to  the 
incidents  which  have  attended  the  sup- 
pression. Her  Majesty's  Government 
advised  Nubar  Pasha  to  re-open  the 
and  that  his  Excellency  should 
^  vi8it^^flLe^''^^c^  acting  Agent  and  Con- 
sul Geuei^t<^  convey  the  expression  of 
his  regrets^Sp^  errors  committed  in  the 
execution  of\^®  lawful  decree  of  the 
Egyptian  Gov^^°^®"*-  With  regard 
to  the  second  Qol^stion  asked  by  the 
noble  Marquess  >  have  to  state  that 
Her  Majesty's  a^wernment,  agreeing 
with  the  Gover£i°i^Qt  of  Bussia,  that 
they  desire  to  ^ovide  means  for  any 
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settlement  which  may  be  needful,  of 
differences  between  them  arising  out  of 
the  engagement  at  Ak  Tepe,  concur 
with  them  that  they  do  not  desire  to  see 
gallant  officers  on  either  side  put  upon 
their  trial.  For  this  purpose  they  are 
ready  to  refer  to  the  judgment  of  the 
Sovereign  of  a  friendly  State  any  dif- 
ference which  may  be  found  to  exist  in 
regard  to  the  interpretation  of  the  agree- 
ment between  the  two  Cabinets  of  the 
I6th  of  March,  with  a  view  to  the  settle- 
ment of  the  matter  in  a  manner  consistent 
with  the  honour  of  both  States.  The  t»o 
Governments  trust  that  no  difficulty  will 
occur  as  to  the  details  of  tho  reference, 
and  are  prepared,  under  these  circum- 
stances, to  resume  at  once  in  London  the 
negotiations  on  the  main  points  of  the 
line,  for  the  delimitation  of  the  Frontier, 
the  details  of  which  only  would  be  ex- 
amined and  traced  on  the  spot  undt-r 
the  conditions  agreed  on  in  the  Com- 
mission. This  negotiation,  of  which  it 
is  not  possible  at  present  to  antidpata 
the  result,  will  be  much  facilitated,  a« 
regards  Her  Majesty's  (Government,  by 
the  knowledge  they  now  possess  of  the 
views  of  the  Ameer  and  the  full  topo- 
graphical information  which  has  reached 
the  India  Office.  It  is  further  agreed 
that  the  district  of  Penjdeh  shall  be  neu- 
tralized during  the  negotiations,  and  the 
Russian  Government  have  intimated 
their  willingness  to  consider  the  question 
of  the  Russian  outposts  bein^  removed 
on  the  arrival  of  the  Commissions. 

The  Maequess  of  SALISBURY:  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  noble  Earl  a 
Quobtion  or  two  with  regard  to  the  state- 
ment he  has  made.  First,  when  he 
states  that  the  seizure  of  the  offices  of 
The  Bosphore  was  illegal,  does  he  mean 
illegal  under  any  International  ins'ru- 
ment  which  would  give  the  French  Go- 
vernment aright,  as  against  the  Egyptian 
Government,  to  interfere — that  is  to  f  ar^ 
under  what  are  called  the  Capitulations ; 
or,  does  he  mean  merely  illegal  under 
the  existing  decrees  and  laws  of  tho 
Egyptian  Government  ?  And,  secondly, 
I  wish  to  know,  whether  the  action  of 
the  Egyptian  Government  in  clof-ing  Th4 
Jio»phor9  was  due  to  the  initiative  and 
suggestion  of  the  Representative  of  II er 
Majesty's  Government,  or  wh«»ih€r  it 
was  taken  spontaneously?  With  re- 
spect to  the  announcement  vIul^  the 
noble  F  »  ^-Han 
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the  meaning  of  the  words  ''Provide 
means  for  any  settlement  which  may  be 
needful  of  the  differences  ?  "  What  is 
to  be  referred,  and  what  will  the  result  of 
the  reference  be — will  it  be  the  punish- 
ment of  those  who  have  misconducted 
themselves,  or  will  it  be  simply  an 
apology  from  one  Qovemment  to  an- 
other ?  

Eabl  GBANYILLE:  I  made  the 
statement  with  regard  to  The  Boephore 
as  full  as  I  could  in  order  to  give  the 
general  information  to  your  Lordships' 
House.  At  the  same  time,  I  do  not 
wish  to  go  into  very  great  detail  on 
either  of  the  points  in  question,  inas- 
much as  the  Papers  whidi  will  soon  be 
produced  will  give  your  Lordships  a 
much  fuller  knowledge  of  the  circum- 
stances than  I  could  in  a  statement  in 
answer  to  Questions.  With  regard  to 
one  of  the  Questions  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess, however,  I  have  no  difficulty  in 
giving  an  answer.  The  illegality  of  the 
seizure  of  The  Boephore  arose  out  of  the 
rights  of  the  French  Oovemment  under 
the  Capitulations  with  regard  to  the 
Press.  As  to  the  Afghan  Question,  we 
have  agreed  to  refer  to  the  judgment  of 
a  friendly  Power  the  mode  of  arriving 
at  a  settlement  closing  the  incident,  and 
which  shall  be  honourable  to  both  Par- 
ties. I  think  the  noble  Marquess  will 
and  must  see  that  it  is  impossible  for 
me  in  this  place  to  anticipate  what  the 
result  of  that  judgment  will  be. 

The  Marquess  op  8ALI8BXJBY : 
Then  it  is  a  general  reference  without 
any  special  indication  of  the  limits  within 
which  the  jurisdiction  is  to  be  exercised, 
and  a  general  reference  of  all  matters 
of  difference  that  have  arisen  with  re- 
gard to  this  Penjdeh  incident  ?  I  would 
ask  another  Question,  which  arises  out 
of  the  noble  Earl's  statement  —  and 
which  I  may  observe  is  merely  put  for 
the  purpose  of  elucidation.  He  stated 
that  the  Government  would  be  much 
guided  by  their  knowledge  of  the  wishes 
of  the  Ameer  with  respect  to  his  own 
Frontier.  Were  the  Government  en- 
tirely ignorant  of  the  Ameer's  wishes 
on  this  point  before  they  began  these 
negotiations — that  is  to  say,  until  quite 
recently  ?         

Eabl  GSANYILLE  :  It  must  be  per- 
fectly  obvious  to  the  noble  Marquess 
that  when  there  has  been  an  interview 
of  several  days  between  the  Viceroy  of 
India  and  the  Ameer  we  have  not  only 
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more  information,  but  information  on 
which  we  can  better  rely,  than  that 
which  we  previously  possessed.  With 
regard  to  the  reference  to  the  judgment 
of  a  Sovereign  of  a  friendly  State,  the 
text  of  that  reference  has  not  yet  been 
absolutely  decided  upon ;  and  I  think  it 
is  quite  clear  that  I  had  better  adhere 
to  tiie  words  I  have  already  used,  and 
not  go  further  into  details. 

The  Mabquess  of  SALISBUEY  :  Are 
the  Capitulations  to  which  the  noble 
Earl  has  referred  to  be  printed  along 
with  the  Papers? 

Eabl  GRANVILLE :  The  Papers  to 
be  presented  are  imder  consideration, 
and  I  shall  do  my  best  to  lay  all  in- 
formation before  the  House. 

Lobd  ELLENBOROUGH  :  The  noble 
Earl  stated  that  Russia  had  evacuated, 
or  would  consider  the  evacuation  of, 
Penjdeh  when  the  labours  of  the  Com- 
mission commenced.  What  does  he 
mean  ?    Does  he 

Eabl  GRANVILLE :  No ;  the  noble 
Lord  has  quite  misapprehended  what  I 
said.  I  said  they  had  agreed  to  con* 
siderit.  I  really  think  that  I  cannot 
go  further  than  the  statement  I  have 
made. 

EGYPT  (AFFAIRS  OF  THE  SOUDAN)— 
THE  EGYPTIAN  FRONTIER. 

QUESTION.      OBSBBYATIONS. 

The  Eabl  of  GALLOWAY  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Af- 
fairs.  How  soon  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment expect  to  be  able  to  explain  what 
was  the  limit  to  the  south  in  Egypt  on 
the  Nile  which  they  have  pledged  them- 
selves to  continue  to  defend,  and  from 
what  place  on  the  Nile  southwards  they 
hold  tnemselves  to  have  perfect  freedom 
in  regard  to  future  action  ;  also,  whe- 
ther Dongoia  is  considered  to  be  in 
Egypt  or  the  Soudan  ?  The  reason  why 
he  put  the  Question  was  that  he  wished 
to  obtain  some  explanation  of  the  two 
statements  made  by  the  noble  Earl  in 
reference  to  the  Frontier  of  Egypt,  on 
the  introduction  of  the  Egyptian  Loan 
Bill  on  the  21st  of  April — one,  in  which 
he  stated  that  no  provision  was  made  in 
the  Vote  of  Credit  for  offensive  opera- 
tions with  a  view  to  an  early  advance  on 
Khartoum ;  and  the  other,  in  which  he 
stated  that  the  Government  preserved  to 
themselves  full  liberty  of  action  in  the 
matter,  seeing  that  they  had  not  at  that 
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moment  absolutely  made  up  their  minds. 
On  the  19th  of  February,  the  Govern- 
ment announced  a  definite  policy  to  the 
effect  that  it  was  their  intention  to  go 
to  Khartoum.  The  statement  made  by 
the  noble  Earl  on  the  2lBt  of  April  was 
a  completely  new  departure.  Their 
policy  at  a  previous  period  was  defined 
as  one  of  **  rescue  and  retire."  It  now 
appeared  to  him  (the  Earl  of  Galloway) 
that  it  might  be  more  aptly  described 
by  the  two  words  **  bombast  and  bolt" 
He  did  not  wish  to  go  into  these  matters 
in  detail,  but  simply  to  remind  the  House 
of  some  of  the  facts;  and  he  put  the 
Question  for  the  purpose  of  protesting 
against  any  desertion  of  any  of  Her 
Majesty's  faithful  allies,  such  as  the 
Mudir  of  Dongola  and  some  Native 
tribes.  He  also  wished  to  know  what 
was  meant  by  the  Frontier  of  Egypt, 
and  what  was  the  limit  on  the  Nile  up 
to  which  Her  Majesty's  Government 
were  still  ready  to  announce  that  they 
would  hold  the  countiy  ?  He  would  ask 
whether  Dongola  was  within  the  Fron- 
tier ;  whether  that  meant  Old  Dongola 
or  New  Dongola,  because  there  was  a 
considerable  distance  between  them? 
He  hoped  the  noble  Earl  would  be 
ready  to  give  a  plain  and  civil  answer 
to  a  plain  and  civil  Question. 

Eabl  GBANYILLE  :  The  noble  Earl 
opposite  (the  Earl  of  Galloway)  has 
asked  for  a  plain  and  civil  answer. 
I  can  only  say  that  we  shall  try  to  make 
the  matter  plain,  and  I  hope  to  give  him 
a  civil  answer.  Your  Lordships  will 
remember  that  at  the  last  Sitting  of  the 
House  a  Question  yery  much  of  the  same 
dass  as  this  Question  was  put  to  me  by 
the  noble  Viscount  opposite  (Viscount 
Bury),  who  is  not  now  present ;  and  one 
of  the  answers  which  I  gave  was  that 
at  a  previous  Sitting  of  the  House  the 
noble  Marquess  opposite  (the  Marquess 
of  Salisbury),  speaking  with  all  the  au- 
thority that  belongs  U>  him,  had  put  a 
somewhat  similar  Question  to  me,  which 
I  was  obliged  to  meet  with  a  negative. 
As  I  have  stated,  the  noble  Viscount  is 
not  now  here,  and  I  should  not  only  be 
doing  something  uncivil  to  the  noble 
Marquess,  but  also  to  the  noble  Vis- 
count, if  I  gave  the  noble  Earl  a  diffe- 
rent answer  to-night.  But  be  that  as  it 
may,  I  must  say  that  with  regard  to  my- 
self it  would  not  be  consistent  to  do  so, 
reserving  the  hope  that  I  may  be  able 
to  make  a  full  stetement  to*  the  House 
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when  the  Government  are  prepared  to 
do  so. 

Viscount  CRANBBOOK  said,  that 
while  the  noble  Earl  refused  to  give  any 
answer  to  the  Question  of  the  noble  Earl 
fthe  Earl  of  Gkdloway),  he  (Viscount 
Cranbrook)  thought  the  House  ought  to 
know  whether  any  guarantee  woidd  be 
given  to  the  friendly  tribes  of  Arabs  who 
had  assisted  the  British  troops.  The 
Gt)V6mment  had  been  represented  in  the 
Soudan  by  a  most  distinguished  G^ene- 
ral,  to  whom  they  had  given  the  powen 
almost  of  a  Plenipotentiary,  and  he  had 
perpetually  held  out  hopes  to  the  tribes 
that  the  English  people  would  never 
forsake  them.  So  late  as  the  12th  of 
February  last,  Lord  Wolseley  had  given 
it  out  most  distinctly  that  the  English 
would  march  to  Khajrtoum  and  capture 
it,  and  that  those  who  had  put  their 
trust  in  the  English  might  be  certain 
they  would  not  be  deserted.  That 
was  not  the  first  time  that  he  had  used 
language  in  regard  to  the  protection  of  the 
Native  tribes.  There  was  some  danger 
that  what  had  happened  in  the  Soudan 
would  happen  in  North  Africa.  When 
they  read  in  the  papers  that  morning 
that  the  1,500  Cooues,  for  instance,  who 
were  taken  away  from  the  railway  be- 
tween Suakin  and  Berber  had  been  re- 
turned to  that  countiy,  it  naturally 
aroused  a  new  interest  as  to  whethw 
that  railway  was  going  on,  or  whether, 
in  consequence  of  what  had  happened 
with  respect  to  Russia,  new  conditions 
had  been  brought  into  consideratioa 
with  respect  to  the  Soudan,  and  the  GK>- 
vemment  were  reverting  to  their  former 
policy.  This  was  a  question  which 
deeply  interested  the  English  people, 
because  it  was  one  which  touched  their 
honour  and  credit ;  and  it  was  not  to  bo 
wondered  at  that  they  pressed  eamestlj 
for  an  answer  to  the  Question,  whether 
or  no  the  pledges  of  Lord  Wolaeley  were 
to  be  maintained? 

Eabl  GBANVILLE  said,  he  thought 
the  noble  Viscount  opposite  (Vieooont 
Oranbrook)  would  see  that  the  Oovem- 
ment  having  come  to  the  condiision  thai 
they  ought  not  at  this  moment  to  go  into 
the  question  of  their  g^eral  poucy  in 
Egypt,  it  was  impossible  that  he  (Earl 
Granville)  should  be  seduced  by  Ques- 
tions such  as  that  of  the  noble  Eail 
opposite  (the  Earl  of  Galloway)  entire^ 
to  depart  from  their  resolution;  ana^ 
theierorei  he  thought  thal>  whilo  a4* 
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heriDg  to  a  decision  whicli  mi^ht  be  right 
or  might  be  wrong,  he  should  not  be  led 
into  partial  accounts  of  particular  points 
connected  with  Egypt  and  the  Soudan. 

The  Maequess  of  SALISBURY:  I 
do  not  know  whether  I  have  judged 
correctly,  or  whether  the  noble  Earl  can 
answer  me  as  to  a  question  of  fact  with 
regard  to  the  Suakin-Berber  Bail  way ; 
but  I  should  like  to  ask  him  if  he  can 
tell  me  whether  that  railway  has  been 
stopped  or  not  ? 

[No  reply.] 

The  Eabl  OF  MILLTOWN :  Can  the 
noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  say  whether  the  railway  is  going 
on  or  not  ? 

The  Eael  of  KIMBERLEY  :  If  the 
noble  Marquess  will  give  Notice  of  the 
Question  I  will  endeavour  to  answer  it ; 
but  the  question  of  the  Suakin-Berber 
Railway  is  not  in  my  Department, 

The  Mabquess  of  SALISBURY: 
Are  not  the  doolies  in  the  noble  Earl's 
Department  ?  If  not,  what  has  become 
of  them  ? 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY :  They 
have  passed  from  my  control  now. 

THE    NEW    PTJBLIO    OFFICES  —  THE 
WAR   OFFICE    AND    ADMIRALTY— 
THE  STONE  FOR  BUILDINa. 
QUESTION. 

Lord  LAMINGTON  asked,  Whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  intend  to 
make  further  inquiries  with  the  view  of 
finding  a  durable  stone  to  build  with 
before  commenoing  with  the  new  public 
buildings?  He  believed  there  was  a 
sandstone  which  was  to  be  found  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  the  Metropolis  which 
was  most  durable  and  well  fitted  for  the 
purpose. 

Thb  Eabl  of  ROSEBERY,  in  reply, 
said,  he  could  assure  the  noble  Lord  that 
every  attention  would  be  paid  to  the 
point  to  which  he  had  directed  atten- 
tion. He  was  in  communication  with 
the  architects  at  that  moment  on  the 
subject.  Of  course,  the  noble  Lord  was 
aware  that  the  main  difficulty  was  that 
of  discovering  a  stone  that  would  resist 
the  effects  of  the  London  atmosphere. 
The  last  stone  that  was  used  in  the  erec- 
tion of  public  buildings  was  the  Port- 
land stone,  and  he  did  not  know  if  it 
was  possible  to  find  a  stone  that  would 
resist  the  London  atmosphere  better  than 
^e  Portland  stone. 


In  reply  to  the  Eael  of  Wemyss, 

The  Eabl  of  ROSEBERY  said,  he 
understood  that  a  model  of  the  build- 
ings was  being  made,  and  that  the  par- 
ticular plan  to  which  the  noble  Earl  had 
directed  his  attention,  and  in  relation  to 
which  the  model  was  made,  was  now  in 
Westminster  Hall,  as  no  adequate  ac- 
commodation could  be  found  for  it  in 
any  other  part  of  the  building.  He  was 
not  quite  sure  whether  it  was  completed; 
but  he  had  given  orders  for  its  being 
pressed  forward.  As  to  the  generfd 
question  of  the  plans,  the  first  Vote  for 
the  purpose  had  passed  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  therefore  might  be  con- 
sidered to  pledge  the  House  of  Com- 
mons in  some  degree  to  the  plan  ;  but, 
of  course,  it  was  open  to  the  other 
House  to  raise  the  question  again. 

RAILWAYS— LEVEL  CROSSINGS. 

QUESTION. 

LoBD  BRAYE  asked.  Whether  the 
railway  companies  in  the  United  King- 
dom are  under  any  obligation  to  Parlia- 
ment to  abolish  their  level  crossings; 
and,  if  so,  during  what  period  of  time ; 
and,  if  this  is  not  the  case,  whether  the 
Government  intend  to  take  any  steps 
towards  prohibiting  the  construction  of 
level  crossings  for  the  future,  or  to  com- 
pel the  railway  companies  to  gradually 
reduce  the  number  of  such  crossings 
with  a  view  to  their  total  abolition ;  and, 
if  so,  during  what  period  of  time  this 
gradual  reduction  is  to  extend  ? 

LoED  SUDELEY,  in  reply,  said :  All 
level  crossings  of  public  roads  are  spe- 
cifically authorized  by  the  special  Act 
which  sanctions  the  construction  of  the 
railway.  Railway  Companies  are  under 
no  obligation  to  abolish  such  level  cross- 
ing^ unless  the  special  Act  contains  a 
provision  to  that  effect.  The  Railway 
Clauses  Act,  1863,  which  applies  to  all 
railways  authorized  since  that  date,  em- 
powers the  Board  of  Trade  to  require  a 
Company  to  carry  any  turnpike  or  public 
carriage  road  over  or  under  the  railway 
by  means  of  an  arch  or  bridge,  instead 
of  crossing  the  same  on  the  level,  if  it 
appears  to  them  necessary  for  the  public 
sa^ty.  In  addition  to  this,  the  Board 
of  Trade  have  since  the  year  1859,  and 
in  compliance  with  the  Standing  Orders, 
reported  to  Parliament  on  all  level 
crossings  of  public  roads  proposed  in 
the  various  Railway  Bills.     There  iSi 
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however,  no  compulsion  upon  Select 
Oommittees  to  adopt  these  Beports,  and 
the  recommendations  ef  the  officers  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  are  occasionally  dis- 
regarded, and  level  crossings  which  they 
have  objected  to  are  sometimes  sanc- 
tioned. 

TURKEY— THE  BOSPHORUS  AND  DAR- 
DANELLES—CONVENTION OF 
PARIS,  1866,  AND  TREATY  OF  BERLIN, 
1878.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Lord  STEATHEBEN  anb  CAMP- 
BELL, who  had  a  Notice  to  move  an 
humble  Address  to  the  Crown  for  the 
Protocols  or  Treaties  by  which  the  au- 
thority of  the  Sublime  Porte  to  admit 
foreign  ships  of  war  into  the  Dardanelles 
was  regulated,  said,  that  in  consequence 
of  the  statement  of  the  noble  Earl 
(Earl  Oranville)  he  would  not  proceed 
that  evening  with  the  Motion,  which 
was  suggested  by  the  prospects  of  a 
war  with  Eussia. 

HouBe  adjourned  at  Five  o'clock, 
till  To-morrow,  a  quarter  past 

Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 
Monday,  ith  Hay,  1665. 


MINDTES.]— Supply— <;on»tV^0(;  in  Committee 
— Postponed  Eeeolution  [April  2T\  further  eon^ 
eidered  and  agreed  to. 

PxTBLio  Bills — Resolution  in  Committee — ^Regis- 
tration of  Voters  (Ireland)  [Hemuneration  of 
Officers]. 

First  Reading — Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  * 
[154] ;  Local  Government  (Ireland)  Provi- 
sional Orders  (Labourers  Act)  (No.  2)  * 
[155];  SoUcitors  (Ireland)  •  [156];  Infants  • 
[167]. 

Second  Reading^Tras^^^oB  Relief  *  [83]. 

Committee  —  Metropolis  Management  Acts 
Amendment*  [138]— ilp. 

Committee  —  Report  —  Submarine  Telegraph 
Cables*  [186]. 

Considered  as  amended— Third  Reading — ^Bar- 
risters Admission  (Ireland)*  [144],  and 
passed. 

Third  Reading— UettopoUtaji  Streets  Act  (1867) 
Extension  *  [137],  and  passed. 

QUESTIONS. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS  —  INLAND  REVE- 
NUE—THE STAMP  DUTIES— PATENT 
MEDICINES. 

Mb.  STUART-WORTLEY  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether  he 

Jjord  Sudeley 


is  aware  that  the  provisions  of  the  44 
Geo,  m.  c.  98,  requiring  (under  a 
penalty  of  £10)  that  packets  or  bottles 
of  drugs,  &c.  offered  for  sale  at  less  than 
one  shilling  should  be  sold  with  a  three- 
halfpenny  stamp  affixed  to  them  are 
daily  infringed  but  rarely  enforced; 
with  whom  rests  the  power  of  deciding 
in  what  cases  the  penalty  is  to  be  en- 
forced; whether  the  Goyemment  have 
any  intention  of  remedying,  by  legisla- 
tion or  otherwise,  the  evils  aridng  from 
the  uncertainty  of  practice  prevailing 
with  regard  to  the  enforcement  of  these 
penalties;  and,  what  amount  waa  re- 
alized to  the  Exchequer  in  the  last  finan- 
cial year  or  in  1883-4  from  the  three- 
halfpenny  duty  imposed  by  the  above 
enactment  ? 

Mb.  HIBBEBT:  The  Inland  Hevenue 
Board  is  well  aware  that  the  Act  re- 
ferred to  is  very  frequently  evaded,  aa 
is  shown  by  the  numerous    penalties 
which  it  is  found  necessary  to  inflict 
from  time  to  time.    The  management  of 
the  affairs  relating  to  this  and  other 
stamp  duties  is  in  the  hands  of  that 
Board,  who  have  discretion  to  decide  in 
each  case  whether  the  full  penalty  should 
be  exacted  or  otherwise.    The  recmpts 
from  the  three-halfpenny  duty  amounted 
in  1883-4  to  £93,500. 

VACCINATION— HOSPITAL  ATTEND- 
ANTS— SHEFFIELD  HOSPITAL. 

Mb.  HOPWOOD  asked  the  IVeddeat 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  Whe- 
he  has  yet  received  information  respect- 
ing the  contracting  of  small-pox  at  the 
Sheffield  Hospital  by  a  medical  man 
and  a  nurse,  and  the  result  of  the  attack ; 
and,  whether  one  or  other  had  been  re- 
vaccinated  previously  ? 

Mb.  GEOEGE  HUSSELL:  At  the 
Sheffield  Hospital  in  1862  the  medical 
officer  and  a  ward  servant,  who  had 
both  been  re-vaccinated,  had  attacks  of 
small-pox  so  mild  that  scarcely  any 
rash  appeared.  The  cook,  who  had  not 
been  re-vaccinated,  but  who  had  pre- 
viously had  small-pox,  had  an  attaox  in 
a  modified  form.  The  only  severe  case 
in  the  hospital  at  tiie  time  was  that  of  a 
patient  who  had  never  been  vaccinated. 
This  patient  died. 

Mb.  HOPWOOD  asked  the  Presidait 
of  the  Local  (Government  Board,  Whe* 
ther  he  has  communicated  to  the  authozs 
of  the  Faets  Conoeming  F«miM<i#fiy  pub- 
lished with  the  sanction  of  the  Local 
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GoTemment  Board,  his  view  of  the  un- 
guarded nature  of  the  statements  that 
no  hospital  nurse  has  been  attacked  with 
small-pox  after  re-vaccination  ? 

Mb.  GEORGE  RUSSELL  :  We  have 
informed  the  National  Health  Society 
of  the  reply  which  I  gave  to  the  Ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  on 
the  31st  March  last. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT  (SCOT- 
LAND) —  BEITH  SCHOOL  ELECTION. 

Db.  CAMERON  asked  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate, Whether  he  has  inquired  into 
the  truth  of  the  statements  made  by 
Mr.  J.  M*Whirter,  of  Beith,  to  the  effect 
that,  at  the  School  Board  election  there 
on  17th  April — 

'  *  The  seTeral  candidates,  with  two  exceptions, 
had  supplied  themselves  with  rooms  in  the  im- 
mediate vicinity  of  the  ballot  station,  in  which 
were  stowed  an  abundanl  supply  of  liquors,  and 
all  day  long  their  supporters  were  supplied 
without  stint,** 

and  that — 

<•  not  content  with  this,  several  publicans  ap- 
plied for  and  obtained  an  extension  of  the  hours 
of  sale  in  their  own  premises  till  two  o'clock  in 
the  morning,  when  drink  was  served  to  all  and 
sundry  ;  the  doors  were  kept  open,  and  a  roaring 
trade  carried  on  up  to  the  limit  of  time  granted ;  '* 

whether  it  is  competent  for  any  exten- 
sion of  hours  of  sale  to  be  panted  other 
than  for  a  public  or  special  entertain- 
ment, not  originating  directly  or  indi- 
rectly with  the  licensed  person  by  whom 
such  extension  is  applied  for  ;  whether 
justices  granting  such  licences  are  di- 
rected to  assure  themselves  that  the 
public  or  special  entertainments,  in  re* 
spect  of  which  such  extensions  of  hours 
are  granted,  are  of  a  legitimate  and 
proper  character;  and,  if  he  would 
inform  the  House  how  many  public  inns 
and  public  houses  there  are  in  Beith ; 
how  many  applied  for  extension  of  hours 
till  2  a.m.  on  the  night  of  the  School 
Board  election ;  on  what  grounds  they 
based  their  applications ;  how  many  ap- 
plications were  granted  and  how  many 
refused;  whether  the  statement  as  to 
common  sale  ''to  all  and  sundry" 
being  carried  on  after  1 1  o'clock  is  cor- 
rect ;  and  under  what  provision  of  the 
Scotch  Licensing  Acts  is  such  an  exten- 
sion for  purposes  of  common  sale  pro- 
vided for  ? 

Thb  lord  advocate  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoxtb):  I  have  made  inquiry  into 
this  case.  I  am  informed  that  it  is  the 
fact  that  candidates,  with  one  or  two 


exceptions,  had  committee  rooms  near 
to  the  polling  station,  and  that  in  these 
rooms  refreshments,  consisting  of  food 
and  drinks,  were  supplied  to  persons 
from  a  distance.  The  conditions  under 
which  an  extension  o{  hours  may  be 
granted  are  contained  in  Section  6  of 
the  Public-houses  Act  of  1862,  and  are 
shortly,  but  I  think  correctly,  stated  in 
the  Question.  I  am  informed  that  there 
are  five  hotels  and  nine  public-houses 
in  Beith.  Application  was  made  on 
behalf  of  four  hotels  for  an  extension  of 
time  for  social  parties  on  the  occasion  of 
the  School  Board  election.  The  appli- 
cations were  all  granted.  The  police 
have  no  knowledge  that  liquor  was  sup- 
plied to  any  persons  not  being  members 
of  the  social  parties. 

NATIONAL   EDUOATION  (IRELAND)  — 
NATIONAL  SCHOOL  TEACHERS- 
PENSIONS. 

Mb.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Lreland, 
Whether  the  claim  of  the  Irish  National 
School  Teachers  of  the  ''  Old  Divisions  " 
of  the  First  and  Second  Classes  to  pen- 
sions proportionate  to  their  status  and 
class  salaries,  in  accordance  with  the 
principle  applied  to  all  the  other  grades 
of  the  service,  will  be  conceded  in  the 
revision  of  the  pennon  scheme  now  in 
progress  ? 

Mb.  OAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
The  pensions  scheme  is  not  being  re- 
vised; but  the  assets  and  liabilities  of 
the  fund  are  being  valued.  If  the  re- 
sult of  the  valuation  should  be  such  as 
to  warrant  any  increased  benefit  to  the 
contributing  teachers,  or  to  any  of  them, 
the  form  which  this  benefit  may  most 
advantageously  take  will  be  a  matter  for 
careful  consideration ;  and  in  the  mean- 
time no  particular  expectation  can  be 
encouraged. 

FISHERY  COMMISSIONERS  (IRELAND) 
—CANDIDATES  FOR  VACANT  COM- 
MISSIONERSHIP. 

Mb.  O'SHEA  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether,  having  regard  to  the  impor- 
tant interests  confided  to  the  Irish  Com- 
missioners of  Fisheries,  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  in  the  probable  case  of  a 
vacancy  in  the  Commission,  will  take 
into  consideration  as  a  factor  of  effi- 
ciency in  the  candidates  for  the  appoint- 
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ment,  some  knowledge  of  fisheries  and 
of  the  habits  of  fish  and  fishermen  ? 

Mb.  OAMPBELL-BANNEKMAN  :  I 
have  no  doubt  that,  in  the  event  of  a 
vacancy,  due  weight  would  be  given  to 
the  qualifications  mentioned  by  the  hon. 
Member. 

CUSTOMS  DEPARTMENT  (IRELAND)— 
GALWAY  CUSTOM  HOUSE— AMOUNT 
PAID  FOR  OVERWORK,  1884-6. 

Colonel  NOLAN  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  If  he  would  state  the 
total  sums  which  officers  of  the  Custom 
House  in  Gal  way  have  received  for  their 
own  personal  benefit  from  merchants 
during  the  last  twelve  months  at  the 
port  of  Galway ;  if  he  would  state  how 
much  of  this  was  for  attending  on  Bank 
holidays,  and  how  much  for  attending 
after  or  before  official  hours ;  and,  if  he 
would  give  the  names  of  the  Custom 
House  officials  receiving  such  sums;  if 
he  would  give  directions  that,  for  the 
future,  ships  may  discharge  non-excis- 
able articles  between  sunrise  and  sunset 
without  these  private  payments  to  Go- 
vernment officials  at  least  on  those  days 
on  which  the  sun  does  not  rise  before 
six;  and,  if  he  would  make  inquiries 
into  the  fact  of  a  ship's  captain  having 
been  summoned  immediately  after  the 
last  Question  addressed  on  this  subject 
for  a  very  trifling  breach  of  regulations ; 
and,  if  it  were  found  on  inquiry  that 
the  magistrates  stated  that  there  was 
no  smuggling  intended,  and  that  they 
would,  if  they  had  the  option,  dismiss 
the  case,  would  he  remit  the  penalty  ? 

Mb.  HIBBERT:  The  total  sum  re- 
ceived from  the  merchants  by  the  Cus- 
toms officers  at  Galway  on  account  of 
overtime  during  the  last  12  months  has 
been  £11  7«.  2d.,  of  which  £5  6«.  was 
for  attendance  on  Bank  Holidays  and 
Good  Friday,  and  £6  1«.  2d,  for  attend- 
ance before  and  after  legal  hours  on 
ordinary  working  days.  This  sum  was 
divided  between  the  superintendent,  an 
examining  officer,  an  outdoor  officer, 
and  three  boatmen.  The  rules  govern- 
ing the  hours  of  attendance  are  the 
same  throughout  the  Three  Kingdoms, 
and  there  seems  no  advantage,  but  a 
great  deal  of  difficulty,  in  altering  them. 
I  have  seen  a  report  of  the  case  referred 
to  in  the  last  paragraph  of  the  Question ; 
and  the  circumstances  disclosed  would 
certainly  not  justify  any  remission   of 
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the  very  light  fine  imposed  by  the  ma- 
gistrates. 

ARMY  (INDIA)  — THE  NORTH-WEST 
FRONTIER— GRANT  OF  MEDAL  .VND 
BATTA  TO  OFFICERS  AND  MEN  EN- 
GAGED  IN  THE  ZHOB  EXPEDITION. 

Mb.  guy  DAWNAY  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War,  Whether,  con- 
sidering the  efficient  manner  in  which 
the  Zhob  Expedition  last  autumn  was 
conducted  to  a  successful  conclusion* 
under  conditions,  which  the  climate  and 
nature  of  the  country  traversed,  the 
arduous  character  of  the  work  per- 
formed, and  the  hostility  of  the  inhabi- 
tants rendered  most  trying  to  the  troops 
employed,  it  is  intended  to  grant  the 
frontier  medal,  and  the  usual  grant  of 
war  batta  for  three  months,  to  the  offi- 
cers and  men  of  the  British  and  Indian 
regiments  who  took  part  in  that  expedi- 
tion. 

Mb.  J.  K.  GEOSS :  The  Goyemment 
of  India  have  reported  the  conclusion 
of  the  recent  operations  in  the  Zhob 
Valley,  and  have  conveyed  to  the  Com- 
mander-in-Chief their  approbation  of 
the  manner  in  which  they  were  con- 
ducted. In  this  opinion  the  Secretary 
of  State  will  express  his  concurrence. 
The  Government  of  India  have  not, 
however,  proposed  that  any  further  re- 
cognition should  be  made  of  the  services 
rendered ;  and  the  circumstances  of  the 
case  do  not  appear  to  warrant  any  special 
distinction  such  as  the  g^rant  of  a  war 
medal  or  of  a  money  reward.  The  hon. 
Member  is  mistaken  in  supposing  that 
the  grant  of  war  batta  is  usual  in  such 
cases. 

PARLIAMENT— PALACE  OF  WESTMIN- 
STER—VENTILATION OF  THE 
HOUSES  OF  PARLIAMENT. 

Sib  LYON  PLAYFAIH  asked  the 
President  of  the  Local  (Government 
Board,  Whether  during  the  recess  the 
Chief  Inspector  of  Chemical  Works  has 
complied  with  the  request  of  the  Venti- 
lation Committee  to  ascertain  the  souxces 
of  smell  around  the  House;  and,  whe- 
ther he  will  submit  his  ccmolusions  in 
the  form  of  a  Beport,  to  be  printed 
with  the  other  Papers  about  to  be  pre- 
sented? 

Sm  CHABLES  W.  DILKE :  In  con- 
sequence of  the  Beport  of  the  Select 
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Commitieey  Mr.  Fletcher,  the  Ohief  In- 
spector of  Alkali  Works,  was  requested 
by  me  to  make  inquiry  as  to  how  far 
chemical,  gas,  or  other  works  or  deposits 
of  ashes  and  refuse  in  the  neighbour- 
hood of  the  river  might  account  for  the 
offensive  smells  which  were  complained 
of.  A  watch  has  also  been  kept  by  the 
police.  Mr.  Fletcher  made  a  Beport  on 
his  inquiry,  and  I  have  no  objection 
whatever  to  that  Keport  being  presented 
to  the  House  when  any  other  Papers  on 
the  subject  are  presented,  which  will  de- 
pend on  the  Office  of  Works. 

METROPOLITAN   BOARD   OF  WORKS— 
THE  FIRE  BRIGADE  COMMITTEE. 

Baeon  HENEY  DE  worms  asked 
the  Chairman  of  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works,  Whether  the  Committee  of 
the  Metropolitan  Fire  Brigade  are  un- 
able to  make  the  necessary  increase  in 
that  body,  and  in  the  plant,  owing  to 
the  want  of  funds ;  and,  whether  this  is 
mainly  due  to  the  refusal  of  the  Fire 
Offices  to  increase  their  contribution  to 
the  Metropolitan  Fire  Brigade,  and  to 
their  opposition  to  the  Bill  for  the  re- 
moval of  the  limitation  of  the  halfpenny 
rate? 

Mb.  CAUSTON  asked,  whether  the 
principle  of  calling  upon  insurance  com- 
panies to  pay  for  the  protection  of  those 
who  did  not  themselves  pay  for  their 
own  protection  was  not  an  unsound  one ; 
and,  whether  the  burden  ought  not  to 
be  borne  equally  by  the  whole  of  the 
ratepayers  ? 

Sm  JAMES  M'GAREL-HOGKJ :  In 
reply  to  my  hon.  Friend,  I  beg  to  say 
that  the  state  of  the  funds  now  at  the 
disposal  of  the  Metropolitan  Board  qf 
Works  for  Fire  Brigade  purposes  has 
certainly  prevented  them,  on  more  than 
one  occasion,  from  entertaining  requests 
made  for  additional  stations;  and  no 
doubt  if  Parliament  had  passed  the  Bill 
which  I  introduced  last  year  for  the  in- 
crease of  the  insurance  companies'  con- 
tributions and  the  removal  of  the  limita- 
tion of  the  rate,  the  difficulties  imder 
which  the  Board  are  placed  would  have 
also  been  removed.  With  regard  to  the 
second  Question  which  has  been  ad- 
dressed to  me,  I  think  the  hon.  Member 
had  better  g^ve  Notice  of  it,  because  it 
introduces  controversial  matter,  and  I 
cannot  answer  it  on  the  spur  of  the 
moment. 


CIVIL  SERVICE  (PARLIAMENTARY 

CANDIDATURE)— MR.  WILLIAM  JOHN- 

STON,  INSPECTOR  OF  IRISH 

FISHERIES. 

Mb.  sexton  asked  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether,  on  the  21st  ultimo,  Mr.  Wil- 
liam Johnston,  one  of  Her  Majesty's 
Inspectors  of  Fisheries  in  Ireland,  de- 
livered a  public  speech,  in  which  he 
denounced  what  he  termed  "  the  errors 
of  the  Ohurch  of  Home,"  and  incited  the 
Protestant  clergy  to  do  the  like  on  the 
12th  of  next  July ;  whether  the  Govern- 
ment are  aware  that  the  12th  of  July  is 
an  anniversary  celebrated  by  the  Orange 
Society,  and  that  the  manner  adopted  to 
celebrate  this  anniversary  has  frequently 
led  to  disorder,  riot,  and  loss  of  life, 
through  conflicts  between  people  of  dif- 
ferent creeds ;  and,  whether,  having  re- 
gard to  the  undertaking  exacted,  after 
repeated  warnings  by  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant from  Mr.  Johnston  with  regard  to 
public  speeches,  he  will  be  longer  re- 
tained in  the  public  service  ? 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
public  letter  written  by  Mr.  Wm.  John- 
ston, Inspector  of  Fisheries,  to  the 
Orange  Grand  Minster,  which  appeared 
in  77ie  Belfast  News  Letter, 

**  Expressing  his  readiness,  if  called  upon,  to 
contest  one  of  the  divisions  of  BeUast  at  the 
Oeneral  Election ; " 

is  he  aware  that  this  official  admits  the 
authorship  of  the  following  letter  in  The 
Belfast  Evening  Telegraph : — 

"  The  i2th  of  July  is  being  prepared  for  all 
over  Ulster.  In  view  of  the  approaching  G^e- 
ral  Election  it  will  be  of  onnsoal  importance. 
On  that  occasion  I  hope  to  take  my  place  with 
ra^  Orange  brethren.  No  more  loyal  addresses 
will  be  presented  to  the  Prince  and  Princess  of 
Wales  than  the  Orange  ones,  and  I  hope  to  be 
able  hereafter  to  give  emphaftis  to  them  when 
I  am  Member  for  South  Belfast ; " 

will  he  explain  on  what  principle  the 
QDvemment  consider  that  such  declara- 
tions by  a  Oivil  Servant  of  his  intention 
to  seek  a  seat  in  Parliament  do  not  con- 
stitute a  breach  of  the  Treasury  Eule  of 
November  12th  1884  (since  made  an 
Order  in  Council),  which  requires  that 
any  Oivil  Servant  who,  by  an  election 
address  or  *'in  any  other  manner,  an- 
nounces himself  as  a  candidate,"  should 
resign  his  position  under  the  Crown ;  is 
it  the   fact   that   Mr.  Johnston,  who 


1487        Education  Department      {COMMONS}         {England  and  Wales),         1488 


threatens  next  12th  July  '*to  take  my 
place  with  my  Orange  brethren,"  is  the 
same  official  whose  repeated  political 
speeches  compelled  the  Irish  Executive 
to  exact  from  him  a  promise  in  writing 
that  he  would  never  again  interfere  in 
politics  while  a  public  servant ;  whether, 
since  the  answers  given  in  the  House, 
denying  that  Mr.  Johnston  was  a  Par- 
liamentary candidate,  that  official,  as 
reported  in  The  Freeman  of  May  1st, 
spoke  as  follows  at  a  meeting  in  the 
Dublin  Metropolitan  HaU : — 

••  He  would  be  followed  by  Mr.  Russell,  to 
whose  labours  they  owed  the  Sunday  Closing 
Aot  for  Ireland,  and  if,  as  he  hoped,  Mx.  Kussell 
would  have  a  seat  in  the  House  of  Commons 
after  the  General  Election,  where  perhaps  he 
(Mr.  Johnston)  might  also  be  able  to  complete 
the  work  that  was  begun  in  1878 ; " 

and,  what  course  the  Government  will 
take  under  all  the  circumstances  of  this 
case? 

Mb.  lewis  asked,  whether  there 
was  any  restriction  upon  the  utterance 
of  religious  convictions  ? 

Mb.  HEALY  :  By  officials. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL- BANNEKMAN: 
Two  points  are  raised  in  these  Questions. 
The  first  is  whether  Mr.  Johnston,  by 
recent  declarations  of  his  intention  to 
become  a  candidate  for  election  to  Par- 
liament, has  come  within  the  Bule  laid 
down  by  a  recent  Order  in  Council,  which 
says  that  a  Civil  servant  shall  resign  his 
office  as  soon  as  he  issues  an  address,  or 
in  any  other  manner  announces  himself 
as  a  candidate.  On  examination,  it  ap- 
pears to  us  that  the  words  used  did  not 
constitute  such  a  definite  announcement 
as  is  contemplated  by  the  Order  in 
Council ;  and  a  letter  has  been  received 
from  Mr.  Johnston,  dated  May  2,  in 
which  he  says : — 

"  The  idea  of  my  being  a  candidate  for  a  Par- 
liamentary seat  at  the  General  Election  has  now 
been  abandoned/' 

[Mr.  Healy  :  Now !]  The  second  point 
IS  whether,  in  several  recent  speeches, 
Mr.  Johnston  has  not  departed  from  that 
neutral  attitude  in  political  and  Party 
matters  which  ought  to  be  maintained 
by  a  public  servant;  and  whether  he 
has  not  in  particular  infringed  the  un- 
dertaking he  gave  in  February  last  year 
to 

'^  refrain  from  taking  anv  active  part  in  any 
public  Party  meetings  or  iisoussing  in  public 
any  Party  questions.'' 

The  Government  take  a  most  serious 

Mr,  Healy 


view  of  these  speeches  as  reported,  and 
we  are  in  communication  with  Mr.  John* 
ston  on  the  subject. 

Mb.  healy  :  When  shall  I  put  an- 
other Question  on  this  subject  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNBRMAN  : 
Li  about  a  week. 

LUNATIO  ASYLUMS  (lEELAND)-RICH- 
MOND  LUNATIC  ASYLUM— GRIEV- 
ANCES OF  ATTENDANTS. 

Mb.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  (for  Mr.  Hab- 
bington)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther the  memorial  addressed  to  the 
Board  of  Gt)vemor8  by  the  male  atten- 
dants of  the  Richmond  Lunatic  Asylum 
on  l^e  10th  of  June  1884,  as  directed  bj 
the  then  Chief  Secretary,  on  the  subject 
of  their  grievances,  and  other  applica- 
tions prior  and  subsequent  to  that  date, 
have  been  yet  considered;  if  any  de- 
cision has  been  arrived  at ;  and,  if  oo, 
when  the  memorialists  may  expect  to 
receive  an  answer  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL .  BANNERMAN  : 
I  find  that  the  Board  of  Governors  of 
the  Richmond  Asylum  transmitted  to 
the  Inspectors  in  January  last  some 
proposals  in  favour  of  the  attendants, 
and  that,  for  some  cause  or  other  which 
is  unexplained,  the  Inspectors  have  only 
very  recently  submitted  the  proposals  to 
Government.  I  have  asked  for  an  ex- 
planation of  the  delay,  and  have  g^iven 
instructions  for  the  matter  to  be  pressed 
to  an  early  decision. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT  (ENGLAND 

AND  WALES)— PENSIONS  TO 

TEACHEBS. 

Mb.  BRODRICK  asked  the  Vice  IVe- 
sident  of  the  Council,  Whether  he  can 
state  the  number  of  pensions  granted  to 
teachers  appointed  1846-1851,  awarded 
since  the  Debate  of  April  29th,  1884 ; 
what  sums  were  awarded,  and  what 
total  annual  charge  has  been  added  to 
the  Consolidated  Fund  beyond  the 
£6,500  granted  in  1876 ;  and,  whether 
he  would  object  to  giving  a  Return  of 
the  pensions  granted,  with  the  names  of 
the  teachers,  and  the  schools  to  whioh 
they  were  attached  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA:  The  namber  of 
pensions,  varying  from  £20  to  £30, 
granted  since  the  debate  of  April  29, 
1884,  to  teachers  appointed  1846-51  is 
200.    The  totfld  sum  charged  on  the  Con- 
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solidated  Fund  beyond  the  £6,500 
granted  in  1876  is  £4,705.  In  addition 
to  the  f  oreffoing  there  are  a  considerable 
number  of  applications  for  pensions, 
which  will  be  dealt  with  within  the  next 
few  days.  There  are  serious  objections 
to  the  granting  of  such  a  Betum  as  that 
suggested  in  the  hon.  Member's  Ques- 
tion. 

THE  COMMISSIONERS  OF  IRISH 
LIGHTS— BALLYSHANNON    HARBOUR. 

Mb.  SEXTON  asked  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  he  has 
learned  of  the  existence  of  a  dangerous 
wreck  at  the  entrance  to  the  harbour 
of  Ballyshannon,  county  Donegal,  and 
whether  the  wreck,  if  not  soon  removed, 
will  block  up  the  entrance,  and  render 
navigation  impossible ;  whether,  also,  a 
wreck  has  been  lying  for  some  time 
nearly  opposite  Mount  Charles,  Donegal 
Bay,  in  the  fair  way  of  navigation  to 
Donegal ;  whether  a  fishing  boat  struck 
the  wreck  in  November  last,  and  the 
lives  of  the  crew  were  only  saved  by 
assistance  from  the  shore ;  whether  it  is 
the  duty  of  the  Board  of  Irish  Lights  to 
inquire  into  these  matters ;  whether  that 
Board  has  taken  action  in  regard  to 
them,  or  made  any  report  with  reference 
to  them;  and,  whether  the  wrecks  in 
question  will  be  now  removed  without 
delay  ? 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN :  I  have  com- 
municated with  the  Irish  Lights  Com- 
missioners, and  am  informea  by  them 
that,  although  the  steamship  Boekahill 
was  sunk  off  the  entrance  to  Bally- 
shannon  Harbour  as  far  back  as  May 
25,  1884,  the  Commissioners  did  not 
become  aware  of  the  occurrence  till  the 
month  of  January  last,  when  they  at 
once  invited  tenders  for  the  removal  of 
the  obstruction.  Two  tenders  were  duly 
received — one  for  £1,980,  and  the  other 
for  £970 ;  but  these  amounts  appearing 
excessive,  and  looking  to  the  fact  that  no 
application  for  the  removal  had  been 
made  by  those  interested  in  the  trade  of 
Ballyshannon,  the  Commissioners  de- 
cided to  defer  consideration  of  the  matter 
until  the  Inspecting  Committee  had 
visited  the  locality  while  on  their  gene- 
ral tour  of  inspection  during  the  coming 
year,  and  had  advised  the  Committee  on 
the  subject.  Subsequently,  however, 
the  Town  Commissioners  of  Ballyshan- 
non brought  the  matter  under  notice  by 
a  letter  dated  April  7  last ;  but  the  Com- 


missioners having  been  given  to  under- 
stand that  steps  were  being  taken  to 
constitute  a  local  harbour  authority  for 
that  port,  they  still  decided  to  await  a 
Eeport  from  their  Inspecting  Committee. 
With  reference  to  the  wreck  off  Mount 
Charles,  Donegal  Bay,  the  Commis- 
sioners have  no  knowledge  of  the  occur- 
rence, it  having  never  been  reported  to 
them. 

COMPANIES  ACT,  1862,  SEC.  61. 

Mr.  KENNY  asked  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  If  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  judgment  of  Mr.  Jus- 
tice Chitty  on  April  16  th  last,  in  re  the 
Eailway  Sleeper  Supply  Company  (Li- 
mited), reported  in  ^  Timet,  relative  to 
the  construction  of  the  51st  section  of  the 
Companies  Act,  1862 ;  if  he  is  aware 
that  g^reat  inconvenience  may  arise  in 
many  cases,  if  special  resolutions  passed, 
previous  to  Mr.  Justice  Chitty's  decision, 
should  in  any  instance  be  declared  in- 
valid, when  too  late  to  remedy  any  al- 
leged defect  therein  ;  and,  if  he  will  con- 
sider the  necessity  of  introducing  a  short 
Bill  to  provide  that  the  fourteen  days 
referred  to  in  that  section  shall  not  be 
computed  so  as  to  exclude  the  days  of 
holmng  the  two  requisite  meetings,  ne- 
cessary for  the  Company  to  pass  a  special 
resolution  ? 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN :  I  have  seen 
a  report  of  the  judgment  of  Mr.  Justice 
Chitty  to  which  the  hon.  Member  refers, 
and  I  am  informed  by  the  Registrar  of 
Joint  Stock  Companies  that  this  judg- 
ment is  in  accordance  with  a  decision 
given  on  the  same  point  by  Vice  Chan- 
cellor Bacon  as  far  back  as  August,  1882. 
I  am  also  informed  that  these  decisions 
are  in  accordance  with  the  view  which 
has  always  prevailed  at  the  Registry 
of  Joint  Stock  Companies  ;  and,  under 
the  circumstances,  I  do  not  propose  to 
initiate  any  legislation  on  the  subject. 

PUBLIC     SCHOOLS— DEATH    OP   A 

STUDENT  AT  KINGS  COLLEGE 

SCHOOL. 

Mb.  ACLAND  asked  the  Secretair  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
death  of  the  lad  named  C.  F.  Bourdas, 
aged  12,  who  died  from  injuries  received 
at  King's  College  School,  and  to  the 
verdict  of  the  coroner's  jury  thereon ; 
and,   whether,  in  consequence  of  that 


1491 


Papal 


{COMMONS} 


8u. 


1492 


verdict  having  been  given,  lie  intends  to 
take  no  notice  of  the  matter  ? 

8m  WILLIAM  HAECOURT :  I  am 
glad  my  hon.  Friend  has  called  attention 
to  this  case,  because  I  think  it  is  a  most 
serious  one.  I  do  not  think  there  is  any 
greater  blot  on  our  social  system  than 
the  abominable  practice  of  bullying 
which  takes  place  in  the  great  schools, 
and,  for  the  matter  of  that,  in  some  of 
the  small  schools  of  the  country.  The 
history  of  this  case  is  this — This  unfor- 
tunate child  was  taken  ill  on  the  10th  of 
last  month ;  but  it  was  not  till  several 
days  afterwards  that  the  father  could 
get  the  child  to  tell  him  what  was  the 
cause  of  his  illness.     He  says — 

'*  On  Tuesday  I  asked  him  if  he  had  had  a 
blow  on  his  back,  and  he  said  that,  if  I  promised 
not  to  tell  Dr.  Stokoe,  the  Head  Master  of  the 
school,  he  would  tell  me.  I  promised  him.  He 
said  that  on  the  10th  inst.,  when  leaving  the 
dining  hall,  the  big  boys,  those  belonging  to  the 
upper  forms,  ranged  themselves  alon^  the  cor- 
ridor in  ^eat  numbers,  each  bov  administering 
a  blow  with  his  fist  on  the  back  of  each  little 
boy,  and  that  he  got  about  a  dozen  blows.  He 
said  that  this  had  occurred  twice  previously.'* 

The  poor  boy  died  from  concussion  of 
the  spine  produced  by  these  blows. 
Now,  I  will  venture  to  say  that  I  think 
both  parents  and  masters  are  greatly 
responsible  for  allowing  the  state  of 
things,  which  is  not  peculiar  to  this 
school,  to  go  on.  A  system  of  terrorism 
exists,  of  which  we  have  had  an  example 
in  the  case  of  this  poor  boy.  He  did  not 
venture  to  tell  what  had  happened,  and 
when  it  comes  to  the  knowledge  of  the 
parents,  they  are  afraid  that  if  they 
make  a  complaint  the  boy  will  suffer ; 
and  the  masters  of  the  school  allow  these 
things  to  go  on  for  fear  of  mischief  hap- 
pening to  the  school.  They  do  not  in- 
quire, and  do  not  take  measures  in  order 
to  put  a  stop  to  things  of  this  kind.  By 
this  system  of  terrorism  which  is  carried 
out,  immunity  is  secured  to  those  brutal 
tyrants  who  exercise  these  cruelties.  As 
soon  as  I  heard  of  this  case,  I  wrote  to 
the  managers  of  King's  College,  and  I 
received  a  reply  which  I  do  not  re- 
gard as  at  aU  satisfactory.  The  writer 
says — 

'*  1  am  sorry  to  be  unable  at  present  to  give 
you  any  further  information  beyond  what  came 
out  at  the  inquest.  The  school  is  at  present 
broken  up." 

I  do  not  see  why  that  should  be  a  reason 
why  inquiry  should  not  take  place.  The 
letter  goes  on — 

2fr.  Achnd 


**  In  the  meantime,  a  special  oommittee  of  the 
council  has  been  Bummoned  to  meet  on  Fndftj 
next." 

That  is,  Friday  of  this  week.  To  mj 
mind,  that  is  not  at  all  a  satisfactory  vraj 
of  dealing  with  such  a  case  as  this. 
Therefore,  Sir,  three  or  four  days  ago 
I  placed  the  case  in  the  hands  of  the 
Public  Prosecutor,  with  instructions,  if 
possible,  to  obtain  evidence  and  procure 
the  conviction  and  adequate  punishment 
of  offenders  of  this  description.  There 
are  hundreds  of  boys  sent  to  prison  for 
offences  trivial  in  comparison  with  Crimea 
of  this  description.  I  think  the  time  has 
come  for  dealing  with  this  matter 
seriously  ;  and  when  big  boys  guilty  of 
offences  of  this  kind  are  punished  as  they 
deserve  to  be,  and  when  schools  managed 
so  as  to  allow  a  state  of  things  of  Uiis 
sort  to  be  possible  are  made  to  suffer,  we 
shall  then  get  to  the  end  of  a  system 
which  makes  a  number  of  innocent  young 
lives  miserable  and  intolerable. 

Mb.  Aldeeman  W.  LAWRENCE 
wished  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  he  did  not  consider  it  to  be 
the  bounden  duty  of  a  Coroner  in  the 
case  of  a  death  arising  from  violence  to 
summon  before  him  the  eye-witnesses 
of  such  violence  before  the  verdict  was 
given? 

Sm  WILLIAM  HAEOOUBT :  I 
think  I  had  better  not  express  any  opi- 
nion now,  as  the  matter  is  in  the  nands 
of  the  officers  of  public  justice,  who  will 
see  that  the  whole  thing  is  inquired  into. 

PAPAL  SEE— DIPLOMATIC    OOMMXJNI. 
CATIONS  WITH  THE  VATICAN- 
MR.  ERRINGTON. 
Mb.  sexton  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State    for    Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  he  is  willing  to  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  a  Copy  of  the  record 
made  from  time  to  time,  and  preserved 
at  the  Foreign  Office,  of  the  proceedings 
of  Mr.  Errinffton  on  any  of  nis  visits  to 
Eome ;  by  whom,  and  from  what  mate- 
rial,  these  records   have  been    made; 
whether  a  record  is  being  prepared,  or 
will  be  prepared,  for  preservation  in  the 
Foreign  Office,  of  the  proceedings  <^ 
Mr.  Errington  on  his  present  visit  to 
Kome ;    and,   whether  communications 
are  parsing  between  Mr.  Errington  and 
any  Member  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment with  respect  to  the  ^ling  np  of 
the  vacancy  now  existing  in  theUatholie 
see  of  Dublin  ? 
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Lord  EDMOND  FTTZMAURIOE: 
I  adhere  to  the  pledge  which  I  was 
authorized  two  years  ag^  to  give  to  the 
House,  and  which  was  accepted.  The 
record  will  be  the  letters  which  have  oc- 
casionally been  written  to  and  from  Mr. 
Erring^n.  I  have  to  repeat  that  Mr. 
Errington  has  received  no  instructions 
to  recommend  any  Prelate  to  fill  up  the 
existing  vacancy  in  the  Catholic  See  of 
Dublin. 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
noble  Lord  whether  the  letter  of  recom- 
mendation to  Bome  given  by  Lord 
Granville  has  ever  been  withdrawn ;  and, 
if  so,  whether,  in  the  absence  of  any 
formal  instructions,  Mr.  Errington  is 
not  in  the  position  of  an  uncontrolled 
Plenipotentiary ;  and,  whether  there  is 
any  other  instance  of  a  Bepresentative 
of  this  or  any  other  country  offering 
advice  to  a  foreign  Sovereign  without 
any  communication  with  his  own  Go- 
vernment ? 

Mb.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN :  In  reference. 
Sir,  to  the  answer  just  given,  in  which 
the  noble  Lord  says  that  Mr.  Errington 
was  not  instructed  to  recommend  any 
Prelate  for  the  See  of  Dublin,  I  wish  to 
ask  the  noble  Lord  whether  Mr.  Erring- 
ton was  instructed  to  object  to  anyone  ? 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENEY:  And  I 
should  like  to  ask  whether  it  is  not  in  the 
sole  power  of  His  Holiness  the  Pope  to 
receive  or  to  refuse  to  receive  advice 
from  Mr.  Errington,  or  to  decline  to 
grant  an  audience  to  anyone  ? 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAUEIOE: 
With  regard  to  the  different  Questions 
that  have  been  asked  me,  I  must  request 
any  hon.  Members  who  wish  for  further 
information  to  place  their  Questions  on 
the  Paper,  because  it  is  not  in  my 
power,  without  Notice,  to  give  further 
information. 

Mb.  BOUBKE  :  But,  Sir,  as  a  Ques- 
tion arising  out  of  the  answer  just  given, 
the  noble  Lord  says  that  the  answer 
which  he  gave  two  years  ago  was  ac- 
cepted. I  wish  to  ask  by  whom  it  was 
accepted?  Certainly,  it  was  not  ac- 
cepted by  hon.  Gentlemen  sitting  on 
this  side  of  the  House. 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE: 
When  I  said  that  the  answer  was  ac- 
cepted. I  intended  to  convey  that  it 
seemed  to  me  to  meet  with  the  accept- 
ance of  the  House.  It  will  be  in  the 
recollection  of  the  House  that  a  great 
number  of  Questions  were  asked  at  that 


time,  and  a  considerable  controversy 
arose.  That  controversy  ceased  as  soon 
as  the  statement  was  made  to  which  I 
alluded  just  now,  and  which  was  made 
on  the  authority  of  the  Secretary  of 
State. 

Mb.  sexton  asked  to  whom  Mr. 
Errington  addressed  the  letters  which 
were  recorded  at  the  Foreign  Office  ? 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE: 
I  have  stated  that  the  records  are  ^*  To 
and  from  Mr.  Errington." 

THE  CITY  OF  LONDON  PAROCHIAL 
CHARITIES  COMMISSION. 

Mb.  BRYCE  asked  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Committee  of  Council,  When 
it  is  expected  that  the  removal  of  the 
office  of  the  City  of  London  Parochial 
Charities  Commission  from  Craig's  Court 
to  Ghvydyr  House,  a  step  promised  some 
months  ago  with  a  view  to  accelerating 
the  business  of  that  Commission,  will 
be  carried  out;  and,  what  progress  has 
been  made  by  the  Commissioners  in  the 
work  of  prepeiring  the  Schedules  of  City 
Parochiid  Charity  property  directed  by 
the  Act  of  1883  as  a  preliminary  to  the 
issuing  of  schemes  for  the  better  appli- 
cation of  the  charity  funds  for  the  bene- 
fit of  the  people  of  London  generally  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  My  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Leeds  will  answer  the 
first  part  of  the  Question.  With  refer- 
ence to  the  second  part  of  the  Question, 
I  must  refer  the  hon.  Member  to  the 
32nd  Beport  of  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners, page  13,  which  states  that — 

"  Since  the  appointment  of  additional  Com- 
missonen  under  uie  City  of  London  Parochial 
Charities  Act,  1883,  we  have  prosecuted  the 
inquiry  directed  by  the  Act  into  the  property 
of  the  charities  subject  to  it.  The  whole  of 
the  scheduled  parishes  are  now  under  investi- 
gation. In  about  one-fifth  the  inquiry  mav  be 
considered  as  practically  complete,  and  it  is 
hoped  that  witnin  a  year  from  the  present  date 
the  whole  of  this  part  of  the  work  will  have 
been  accomplished.^' 

POOR  LAW  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES)— 
PRE8C0T   (LANCASraRE)   UNION- 
APPOINTMENT   OF   RATE 
COLLECTOR. 
Mr.  BIOGAE  asked  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  Has  he 
seen  the  report  that  it  is  proposed  by 
certain  guardians  in  the  PreiBcot  (Lanca- 
shire) Union  to  give  the  appointment 
of  rate  collector  to  Mr.  John  Kitchen, 
on  condition  that  he  allow  Mr.  Dunn, 


1495 


Army 


{COMMONS}  {Auxiliary  Form).  1496 


who  has  been  recently  dismissed  for 
embezzlement,  £50  a-year  out  of  his 
salary;  and,  whether  he  approves  of 
such  an  arrangement ;  and,  if  not,  whe- 
ther he  will  use  his  influence  to  dis- 
courage that  or  any  similar  arrange- 
ment? 

Me.  GEORGE  RUSSELL:  We  are 
informed  that  the  election  of  a  collector 
took  place  on  the  SOth  ultimo.  Mr. 
Kitchen's  application  for  the  appoint- 
ment was  not  entertained  by  the  Guar- 
dians, and  no  suggestion  was  made  by 
any  Guardian  in  favour  of  an  arrange- 
ment such  as  that  referred  to. 

ROYAL   IRISH    CONSTABULARY— MIS- 
CONDUCT OF  A  POLICE  CONSTABLE 
AT  MULLINGAR. 

Mb.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  asked  the 
Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If  it  is  true,  as  reported  in 
The  We9tm$aih  Examiner  of  April  25th, 
that  on  the  previous  Sunday,  in  Mullin- 
gar  Police  fiarrack  No.  2,  a  detective 
policeman  was  g^ty  of  grossly  indecent 
behaviour  towards  a  girl  of  tender  years 
who  was  employed  in  the  barrack ;  that 
this  was  the  second  time  on  which  he 
was  guilty  of  such  behaviour  towards 
the  same  girl ;  and  that  she  is  the  third 
girl  who  has  had  to  leave  the  employ- 
ment of  the  police  on  account  of  his 
conduct ;  and,  what  action  the  authori- 
ties at  Dublin  Castle  propose  to  take  in 
the  matter  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN  : 
This  matter  is  still  under  investigation 
by  the  Inspector  General,  who  informs 
me  that,  so  far  as  has  been  ascertained, 
there  is  no  truth  in  the  statement  as  re- 
ported in  the  paper  referred  to.  The 
only  irregulariiy  which  has  so  far  been 
discovered  is  the  employment  of  girls  of 
this  age  in  the  Constabulary  Barracks. 
This  is  quite  against  the  Regolationsi 
and  has  been  at  once  put  a  stop  to. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— POLICE  PRO- 
TECTION AT  MARLINSTOWN, 
MULLINGAR. 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If  it  is  true  that  police  pro- 
tection has  been  granted  to  a  man 
named  Fagan  who  has  lately  taken  a 
farm  at  Marlinstown,  near  MuUingar ; 
and,  if  so,  in  what  manner  will  the  cost 
of  the  protective  force  be  charged  ? 

Mr.  Biggar 


Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN : 
Police  protection  has  been  given  in 
this  case,  and  it  is  considered  absolately 
necessary.  The  men  form  part  of  the 
free  force  of  the  county. 

LABOURERS  (IRELAND)  ACT,  188»— 
INQUIRIES  UNDER  THE  ACT. 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULUYAN  asked  the  Ohief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  the  Irish  Local  Gk>vem- 
ment  Board  are  empowered  to  receive 
evidence  in  connection  with  the  La- 
bourers Act  other  than  what  is  pro- 
duced at  the  sworn  inquiries  held  at 
the  Union  by  their  Inspector ;  whether 
evidence  outoide  such  inquiry  was  re- 
ceived in  the  case  of  a  recent  investiga- 
tion in  the  Carrick  electoral  division, 
Mullingar ;  whether  the  requisition  for  a 
certain  number  of  labourers'  cottages  in 
that  electoral  division  was  filled  up  and 
signed  by  twelve  ratepayers,  in  due  form 
of  law ;  whether  it  is  true  that  the  bailiff 
on  Captain  Rochfort  Boyd's  estate  in- 
duced some  of  those  ratepayers,  bj 
threats  of  calling  up  the  hanging  gale 
of  rent  or  other  such  menaces,  to  send  a 
memorial  to  the  Local  (Jovamment 
Board  withdrawing  their  signatures 
from  the  requisition;  and,  whether 
such  intimidation  constitutes  an  offence 
under  the  Crimes  Act  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN  : 
It  is  quite  open  to  the  Local  (Govern- 
ment Board  to  receive  any  information 
which  may  be  furnished  to  them  in 
these  cases.  In  this  instance  they  re- 
ceived a  document,  signed  by  sevraal 
of  the  signatories  of  the  original  repre- 
sentation, purporting  to  withdraw  their 
representation  on  tiie  ground  that  they 
had  appended  their  names  witiiout  un- 
derstanding the  matter.  The  Board 
have  no  information  as  to  how  the  sig- 
natures to  the  second  document  were 
procured;  but  they  have  decided  to 
accept  the  signatures  to  the  original  re- 
presentation as  valid,  and  to  confirm  the 
Guardians'  scheme,  omitting  one  cottage 
which  was  intended  for  a  man  who  is  a 
cripple,  and  could  not,  therefore,  be  re- 
garded as  an  agricultural  labourer. 

ARMY  (AUXILIARY  FORCES)-THE 

VOLUNTEER  MEDICAL  STAFF  CX)RF8 

—THE  EDINBURGH  STAFF  CORPS. 

Sir  STAFFOED  NORTHOOTE  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther he  has  received  any  communioataoo 
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from  the  officers  of  the  Edinburffli  Uni- 
versity  Yolanteer  Medical  Stan  Corps, 
asking  that  the  corps  may  be  included 
in  the  new  Volunteer  Medical  Staff 
Corps ;  and,  whether  there  is  any  rea- 
son why  their  request  should  not  be 
complied  with? 

Thb  Mabquess  of  HABTINOTON  : 
Yes,  Sir;  such  an  application  was  re- 
oeiyed  after  the  Army  iSstimates,  which 
fix  the  establishments  for  the  year,  were 
issued,  and  no  addition  to  the  corps 
could  then  be  made.  The  new  Volunteer 
Medical  Staff  Corps  is  an  experiment  in 
a  sense ;  and  although  it  is  hoped  to 
extend  the  scheme,  it  is  thought  ihat  at 
present  there  should  only  be  one  corps, 
any  additions  taking  the  form  of  out- 
lying detachments.  But  no  additions 
can  be  made  except  in  connection  with 
the  next  Army  Estimates,  and  when  the 
establishments  for  the  whole  Force  are 
under  consideration. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS— THE  FINANCIAL 

STATEMENT— INCIDENCE  OF  THE 

MALT  TAX. 

SmSTAFFOBDNORTHCOTE  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  What 
was  the  rate  of  the  incidence  of  the 
Malt  Tax  on  a  quarter  of  barley  before 
the  abolition  of  that  Tax ;  what  is 
the  equivalent  Tax  on  a  quarter  of 
barley  at  the  present  rate  of  the  Beer 
Duty ;  and,  what  will  be  the  equivalent 
Tax  under  the  proposed  new  Beer 
Duhr? 

iKLa.  HIBBEBT :  The  rate  of  the  in- 
oidence  of  the  Malt  Tax,  together  with 
the  burdens  which  accompanied  it,  on  a 
quarter  of  barley  before  the  abolition  of 
that  Tax,  T^as  calculated  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury at  £1  4«.  6id.  At  the  present  time 
it  appears,  from  the  Brewers'  Return 
annually  presented  to  Parliament,  that 
the  equivalent  tax  on  a  quarter  of  bar- 
ley at  the  present  rate  of  Beer  Duty 
is  almost  exactly  the  same  —  that  is, 
£1  4$.  eid.  If  the  Beer  Duty  is  in- 
creased from  6$,  3d.  to  1$.  3d.  a  barrel 
aa  proposed,  the  charge  on  a  quarter  of 
barley  will  be  about  £1  Si.  b^d. 

IRISH  NATIONAL  SCHOOL  TEACHEBS 
PENSION  FUND. 

SiB  HEBYET  BBUCE  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  the  money  sub- 


scribed by  National  Teachers  in  Ireland 
for  the  purpose  of  providing  a  pension 
for  themselves  on  their  retirement  is 
wholly  applied  to  that  purpose  ;  and,  if 
not,  whether  he  will  state  how  much 
has  been  so  applied  in  each  year  during 
the  last  ten  years,  what  the  balance  has 
been  in  each  year,  and  how  it  has  been 
applied  ? 

k E.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEBM AN : 
All  the  contributions  of  the  teachers  are 
placed  to  the  credit  of  the  fund,  and  no 
payments  whatever  are  made  from  it 
other  than  pensions  and  gratuities  to 
retiring  teachers,  except  the  refund  of 
their  total  premiums  to  those  teachers 
who  quit  the  service  otherwise  than  by 
death  or  retirement  on  pension  or  gra- 
tuity. The  scheme  has  only  been  in 
operation  since  January  1,  1880,  and 
the  annual  disbursements  have  since 
been  largely  in  excess  of  the  teachers' 
subscriptions.  For  details  I  may  refer 
the  hon.  Baronet  to  the  accounts  of  the 
fund,  which  are  annually  presented  to 
Parliament. 

CONTAGIOUS     DISEASES      (ANIMALS) 

ACTS— PLEURO-PNEUMONIA  AT 

FEARN  (SCOTLAND). 

Sir  WALTEB  B.  BABTTELOT 
asked  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster,  Whether  a  serious  outbreak 
of  pleuro-pneumonia  has  occurred  in 
Boss,  one  hundred  and  fifty  eattle 
having  been  slaughtered  at  Feam,  in- 
volving a  loss  of  £2,800  ? 

Ms.  TBEVELYAN :  The  Local  Au- 
thority of  Boss  have  informed  the  Privy 
Council  that  pleuro-pneumonia  exists  at 
Feam.  We  have  not  yet  received  the 
Inspector's  Beturn,  but  a  telegram  re- 
ceived from  the  Clerk  of  Supply  states 
that  one  animal  was  slaughtered  by  the 
owner ;  that  two  more  were  attacked ; 
and  that  to-day  the  slaughter  of  the 
whole  herd,  numbering  135,  has  been 
ordered.  The  compensation  will  be 
calculated  on  the  legal  basis — ^full  value 
for  healthy  animals,  and  three-quarter 
value  for  diseased  animals — in  neither 
cases  fancy  prices  being  given. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Aoxebs, 

Mb.  TBEVELYAN  said,  it  was  ex- 
tremely doubtful  whether  foot-and- 
mouth  disease  had  broken  out  in  York- 
shire. That  was  the  Beport  of  the 
Inspector  sent  down;  but  there  would 
be  further  inquiry. 
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PREVENTION  OF  CRIME  (IRELAND) 

ACT,  1882—RIOT  AT  ORANMORE 

BARRACKS. 

CoLONBL  NOLAN  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  If  the  police  at  Oranmore  lately 
made  a  drain  from  the  barrack  cesspool 
into  the  stream  from  which  the  inhabit- 
ants of  Oranmore  draw  their  drinking 
water;  if  the  Local  Officer  of  Health 
and  the  Board  of  Guardians  strongly 
objected  to  this  contamination  of  the 
drinking  water,  and  if  the  Board  of 
Ouardians  succeeded  in  closing  up  this 
drain ;  if  the  inhabitants  of  Oranmore 
celebrated  this  stoppage  of  the  pollution 
by  assembling  at  the  drain  and  playing 
music;  if,  upon  this,  the  police  prose- 
cuted, under  the  Crimes  Act,  the  Local 
'  Officer  of  Health  and  some  others,  and 
if  the  magistrates  dismissed  the  sum- 
mons ;  if  he  would  direct  that,  for  the 
future,  the  Crimes  Act  should  not  be 
used  against  people  who,  in  their  anxiety 
for  pure  water,  assembled  in  a  manner 
disliked  by  the  Constabulary;  and,  if 
he  would  inform  the  police  that  oases  of 
this  kind  had  better  be  dealt  with  under 
the  ordinary  Civil  Law  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN  : 
It  appears  that  a  drain  was  about  being 
constructed  at  the  Oranmore  Barracks, 
not  for  the  purpose  stated  in  the  Ques- 
tion of  draining  the  barrack  cesspool, 
but  to  remove  surface  water.  Some  of 
the  inhabitants  assembled,  and  by  force 
closed  up  the  works,  and  they  were  not 
afterwards  proceeded  with.  Notice  was 
subsequently  served  on  the  14th  of 
March  by  the  Sanitary  Authority  for- 
bidding its  construction.  Eleven  days 
after  this  a  disorderly  crowd  forced  their 
way  late  in  the  evening  into  the  garden 
of  the  police  barrack,  accompanied  by  a 
band,  took  possession  of  the  garden,  and 
refused  to  leave.  They  remained  for  a 
considerable  time,  and  conducted  them- 
selves in  a  very  disorderly  manner. 
The  police  authorities  considered  that  if 
Buch  lawless  proceedings  were  allowed 
to  pass  unchecked  great  danger  might 
arise  to  the  public  peace,  and  the  prin- 
cipal persons  were  prosecuted  for  tsuking 
part  in  an  unlawful  assembly.  The 
magistrates  dismissed  the  case  with  a 
strong  caution,  holding  that  while  the 
defendants'  conduct  did  not,  under  all 
the  circumstances,  amount  to  an  un- 
lawful assembly,  yet  it  wfUB  very  gross, 


and  brought  them  dose  to  the  Terge  <rf 
such  unlawful  assembly ;  and  they  cau- 
tioned them  that  if  brought  up  for 
similar  offences  the  Court  might  deal 
differently  with  the  matter. 

Colonel  NOLAN  :  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary  has  not  answered  the  last  paragri^h. 
which  is  the  most  important.  What  I 
wish  to  ask  is,  whether  he  will  direct 
that,  in  cases  of  this  kind,  recourse  will 
be  had  to  the  ordinary  Civil  Law,  and 
not  to  the  Crimes  Act  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
was  imderstood  to  say  that  eaeh  case 
should  stand  upon  its  own  merits. 

Colonel  NOLAN :  Has  the  rieht  hon. 
Gentleman  sent  any  reprimand  to  the 
constables  who  proceeded  in  this  case 
under  the  Crimes  Act  ? 

Me.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN : 
No,  Sirjl  have  sent  no  reprimand. 

Mr.  HEALY  :  Would  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  say  whether  the  objectioii- 
able  people  at  Oranmore  were  people 
who  objected  to  having  the  wells 
poisoned  by  the  drain  coming  ftma  the 
police  cesspool  ? 

Me.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN : 
It  is  a  long  story,  but  I  do  not  think 
that  was  the  case. 

CUSTOMS  DEPARTMENT— REDUNDANT 

CLERKS. 

Me.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  What 
steps  have  been  taken  to  transfer  eligible 
clerks,  redimdant  in  one  Department,  to 
fill  up  vacancies  in  the  Upper  Division 
elsewhere ;  whether  the  statement  which 
has  appeared  in  certain  newspapers,  that 
the  Treasury  propose  to  transfer  eligible 
redundant  Customs  clerks,  not  ov» 
thirty-five  years  of  age,  is  correct ;  whe- 
ther all  the  Customs  redundant  cle^s, 
with  a  single  exception,  are  not  already 
over  that  age ;  and,  whether,  if  there  is 
good  and  sufficient  evidence  that  thers 
are  several  redundant  clerks  over  thirty- 
five  years  of  age  on  the  establishment 
of  the  Customs  and  Inland  Revenue 
Departments,  who  are  eligible  for 
transfer,  the  Treasury  will  offer  to  them 
Upper  Division  vacancies  in  other  De- 
pe^ments  ? 

Me.  HIBBERT  :  My  right  hon. 
Friend  has  asked  me  to  answer  this 
Question ;  but  I  am  afraid  I  can  add  bat 
little  to  the  statements  on  the  subject  of 
it  made  by  him  on  the  7th  of  November 
and  the  12th  of  Ma^h  last    Th^  Tren- 
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surj  would  be  glad  to  see  the  number 
of  redundant  clerks  reduced,  and  lose 
no  opportunity  of  suggesting  transfers 
where  there  is  anj  possibility  of  their 
being  practicable  and  advantageous. 
But  there  is  no  power  to  compel  a 
Department  to  fill  up  a  vacancy  by 
means  of  a  transfer ;  and  the  objections 
to  such  a  course  are  obvious  and  strong, 
especially  where  the  redundants  are 
above  85  years  of  age,  as  is  the  case 
with  all  those  at  the  Customs  except  one. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS— THE   FINANCIAL 

STATEMENT-SPAIN  AND  THE 

WINE  DUTIES. 

Mr.  WHITLEY  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
If  he  can  inform  the  House  what  are 
the  existing  obligations  of  this  Country 
to  France,  Germany,  Spain,  and  Italy 
with  regard  to  the  maintenance  of  the 
Duty  charged  on  wine  at  its  present 
rate  per  gsBon? 

LoBD  FJDMOND  FITZMAUEICE: 
The  existing  obligations  of  this  country 
in  the  matter  are  contained  in  the  Pro- 
tocol of  the  1st  of  December,  1883,  and 
in  the  Declaration  of  the  2l8t  of  De- 
cember, 1884,  with  Spain.  These  docu* 
ments  are  given  in  the  Parliamentary 
Papers,  Commercial  No.  5,  of  1884,  and 
No.  2,  of  1885.  Under  these  engage- 
ments the  limit  of  the  lower  or  shilling 
scale  of  Wine  Duties  is  fixed  at  30 
degrees.  There  are  no  specific  Treaty 
stipulations  with  France,  Germany,  or 
Italy  in  respect  of  the  Wine  Duties ;  but, 
as  the  hon.  Member  is  aware,  the  pro- 
duce of  all  countries  obtains  equal  treat- 
ment in  our  tariff. 

EGYPT  (THE  SOUDAN)— PRISONERS 
OP  THE  MAHDI. 

Mb.  MONTAOTJ  SOOTT  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  If  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  following  Letter  in  The  Times  of 
Ist  May : — 

<*Th6  Mahdi'i  PriBonen. — A  Letter  has  been 
reoeiYed  at  Cairo,  on  the  20  A  of  March  of  this 
year,  from  Sitter  Ther^  Gri^lim,  dated 
rebroarr  8rd,  written  with  a  pencil  on  a  cotton 
pocket  handkerchief.  It  briefly  narrates  the 
terrible  sufferings  of  herself  and  the  other 
sisters  and  priests  imprisoned  by  the  Mahdi  at 
Omdonnan,  and  sogg^Mts  a  plan  to  reliere  them 
which  it  is  not  prodent  to  publish,  but  which  is 
venr  hopefoL  Another  Letter,  dated  February 
28ui,  was  received  at  Cairo  on  March  18th, 
sent  by  M.  Santoni.  This  last  contains  cate- 
gorical replies  to  certain  questions  which  it  is 
not  prudent  to  pabliih.    M.  Saatooi  went  first 


to  Abu  Gussi,  thence  yi&  Kordofan  to  Ambiliba, 
thenoe  to  Omdurman.  At  that  plaoe  he  actually 
saw  and  conversed  with  the  pneets  and  sisters. 
He  was  arrested  and  imprisoned  as  an  English 
spy,  but  was  subsequently  released,  and  worked 
his  way  back  with  the  Letter  of  Sister  Therdse 
sewn  in  a  fold  of  his  shirt ;  '* 

and,  if  any  steps  can  and  will  be  taken 
by  Her  Majesty's  GoTemment  to  en- 
deavour to  obtain  the  release  of  these 
unfortunate  prisoners  from  their  terrible 
captivity  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEIOE: 
The  first  of  the  letters  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  Member  has  been  forwarded  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government  by  Sir 
Evelyn  Baring ;  but  they  have  no  know- 
ledge of  the  second  letter.  The  subject 
is  receiving  the  attention  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  who  is  in  communication 
witii  the  Italian  Government  in  case  any 
means  may  offer  themselves  of  securing 
the  release  of  these  unfortunate  women, 
who  are  believed  to  be  Italian  subjects. 
I  must,  however,  add  that,  in  a  recent 
telegram  to  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  Lord  Wolseley  states  that  Sir 
Charles  Wilson  reports  that  there  are 
at  present  no  means  of  communica- 
tion for  ransoming  any  Europeans  who 
may  be  captives  in  the  hands  of  the 
Maiidi. 

SUNDAY  CLOSING  EXTENSION 
(IRELAND)  BILL. 

Mb.  GIBSON  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  Whether,  bearing  in  mind 
that  Her  Majesty's  Gt)vemment  brought 
in  a  Bill  in  the  Session  of  1883  to 
render  permanent  the  Irish  Sunday 
Closing  Act  of  1678,  and  extend  its 
provisions  to  the  five  cities  and  towns 
exempted  from  them,  and  re-introduced 
it  in  1884,  when  it  was  again  withdrawn 
from  want  of  time,  Government  intends 
to  bring  in  the  Bill  during  the  present 
Session  of  Parliament  ? 

Mb.  MAUBICE  BBOOKS  :  Before 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  answers  the 
Question  I  would  like  to  ask  him  whe- 
ther, having  regard  to  the  fact  that  a 
large  number  of  the  working  classes 
who  are  about  to  be  enfranchised  are 
the  persons  who  are  most  interested  in 
the  restrictions  about  to  be  imposed  by 
the  Sunday  Closing  Act,  he  will  consider 
whether  it  would  not  be  better  to  leave 
the  settlement  of  this  question  to  the 
new  Parliament,  having  in  mind  the 
warm  manner  in  which  this  question^ 
ICHee  of '' OhVn 

Mb.  SPEASEB:  Order,  order! 
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Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Without  enter- 
ing into  any  argument,  and  looking  at 
the  matter  drily,  and  only  as  a  matter 
of  business,  I  will  point  out  that  I  have 
commonly  answered  Questions  of  this 
kind  by  what  is  called  a  dilatory  reply, 
asking  hon.  Members  to  wait  until  I 
can  state  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
what  Bills  we  can  undertake  to  bring  in 
with  a  hope  of  passing  them.  The  time 
to  do  so  is  now  approaching ;  but  with 
regard  to  this  BiU,  viewing  the  time  of 
year  we  have  already  arrived  at — and 
certainly  our  view  about  the  Bill  is 
perfectly  clear  and  strong,  yet  it  is  a 
Bill  that  is  likely  to  excite  opposition 
and  require  time — I  do  not  see  any 
reasonable  probability  of  our  being  able 
to  introduce  and  proceed  with  the  mea- 
sure during  the  present  Session. 

ARMY— DIVINE   SERVICE— PBESBYTE- 
MAN  CHAPLAINS. 

Mr.  SAMUEL  SMITH  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  How  many 
Presbyterian  commissioned  chaplains  are 
there  in  the  Army,  what  are  their  sa- 
laries, and  to  which  denomination  of 
Presbyterians  do  they  belong;  how 
many  of  them  are  actively  employed 
abroad  with  the  Army ;  in  whose  hands 
does  their  appointment  rest ;  what  is  the 
scale  of  their  retiring  allowance;  and, 
how  many  Presbyterian  soldiers  are 
there  in  the  Army  ? 

The  Maequess  op  HAETINGTON  : 
There  are  seven  Presbyterian  commis- 
sioned chaplains  in  the  chaplains'  de- 
partment. Their  salaries  are  regulated 
by  Artide  244  of  the  Eoyal  Warrant  for 
the  pay  of  the  Army.  Five  belong  to 
the  Scotch  Presbyterian  Ohurch,  two  to 
the  Irish  Presbyterian  body.  Three  are 
employed  abroad,  in  Egypt.  The  ap- 
pointment rests  with  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  who  is  usually  guided 
by  the  advice  of  the  Moderator  of  the 
Church  from  whose  ranks  the  candidate 
is  chosen.  Eetired  pay  is  regulated  by 
Article  979  of  the  Royal  Warrant  Ac- 
cording to  the  last  general  Annual  Be- 
tum  of  the  Army,  the  number  of  Pres- 
byterian soldiers  was  12,619.  The  pre* 
liminary  Betum  for  1884  shows  6,640 
serving  at  home  on  January  1,  1885. 

AKMY  ORGANIZATION  —  THE  TERRI- 
TORIAL  SYSTEM. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War,  Whether  Ae 


rumour  is  correct  that  the  Adjutant  of 
the  Somersetshire  Militia  is  to  be  ap- 

Sointed  Adjutant  of  the  Oxfordshire 
[ilitia,  and  in  succession  to  Captain 
Boyle  ;  if  so,  whether  such  an  appoint- 
ment is  not  in  contravention  of  the  ter* 
ritorial  system  as  explained  by  Lord 
Cardwell  and  Mr.  Ohilders,  who  gave  it 
to  be  understood  that  all  Adjutancies  of 
the  Auxiliary  Forces  would  in  future 
be  supplied  Irom  the  Territorial  Begi« 
ments? 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON: 
Both  Line  battalions  of  the  territorial 
regiment  being  abroad,  no  officer  could 
be  spared  from  them  to  assume  the  duties 
of  Adjutant  to  the  4th  Battalion  (for- 
merly the  Oxford  Militia).  At  the  re- 
quest of  the  commanding  officer  of  the 
4th  Battalion,  the  Adjutant  of  the  Somer- 
setshire Militia,  who  had  formerly  served 
in  the  2nd  Battalion  (late  52nd  Foot)  was 
accordingly  appointed. 

AEMY  —  ORDNANCE  DEPARTMENT  — 
THE  WAR  IN  THE  SOUDAN— DEFEC- 
TIVE CARTRIDGES. 

Sib  EBEDEBICK  MILNEB  asked 
the  Surveyor  General  of  Ordnance,  If 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  fol- 
lowing description  of  the  cartridges 
served  out  to  the  troops  during  the  re- 
cent engagements  in  the  Soudan : — 

'*  Enquiries  hare  been  made  on  the  spot  as  to 
the  cause  of  the  disastrous  jamming  in  actioQ, 
and  the  conclusion  arrived  at  is  that  the  fuilt  is 
in  the  cartridge  itself .  The  metal  case  is  thin, 
papery,  and  in  too  many  pieces.  It  bends  and 
breaks  in  the  men's  pouches,  and  freqaenUy 
expands  with  such  force  on  being  fired  as  to 
render  the  rifle  useless.  The  extraction  of  the 
jammed  case  is  a  lengthy  and  elaborate  procev. 
Some  of  the  rifles  have  been  jammed  at  the 
very  first  shot,  and  the  officers  and  non-com- 
missioned officers  have  thus,  from  the  oommenoe- 
ment  of  the  action,  had  to  act  as  sort  of  game- 
keepers to  their  men,  clearing  their  guns,  while 
they  fought  on  with  those  of  their  dead  and 
wounded  comrades ;  '* 

whether  it  is  not  the  fact  that  the  atten* 
tion  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  has 
been  repeatedly  called  to  the  dangerous 
condition  of  the  cartridges  served  oat  to 
the  troops  for  some  time  past;  whether 
he  will  give  the  House  a  positive  assur- 
ance that  the  present  war  preparations 
shall  not  include  the  manufacture  of  the 
same  defective  cartridges ;  if  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  unservioeaUe 
condition  of  many  of  the  bayonets  used 
by  the  troops  during  the  recent  battles  at 
Soakin ;  and,    if  he  is  still  of  opinioa 
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that  tliese  weapons  are  perfectly  ser- 
viceable ? 

Mr.  BBAND  :  My  attention  lias  not 
been  drawn  to  the  statement  to  which  the 
bon.  Member  refers,  and  I  have  no  idea 
who  made  it.  The  attention  of  the  Go- 
vernment has  not  been  frequently  drawn 
to  the  dangerous  character  of  the  Boxer 
cartridge.  There  has  been  a  great  deal 
of  exaggeration  about  this  matter.  The 
Boxer  cartridge  has  answered  well  in 
several  campaigns,  but  it  is  inferior  in 
some  respects  to  the  solid-drawn  car- 
tridge. As  I  have  previously  stated, 
the  solid-case  cartridge  is  in  course  of 
manufacture.  My  attention  has  not  been 
called  to  the  unserviceable  character  of 
bayonets  to  which  the  hon.  Member  re- 
fers, and  I  have  no  reason  to  believe  that 
the  bayonets  in  possession  of  the  troops 
at  Suakin  are  not  perfectly  serviceable. 
I  have,  indeed,  received  a  statement 
similar  to  that  made  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, but  without  any  evidence  in  sup- 
port of  it.  If  the  hon.  Member  will 
furnish  me  privately  with  any  evidence 
in  support  of  his  statement,  I  will  cause 
a  strict  inquiry  to  be  made. 

Lord  EUSTACE  CECIL  asked  whe- 
ther  the  new  cartridge  had  been  ap- 
proved or  not  ? 

Mr.  BEAND  said,  he  did  not  say  that 
the  solid-case  cartridge  had  not  been 
approved  for  active  service.  What  he 
did  say  was  that  no  decision  had  been 
taken  to  use  the  solid-drawn  case  for 
practice.  The  Boxer  cartridge,  of  which 
there  was  a  large  supply  in  store,  was 
perfectly  serviceable  for  practice  pur- 
poses. 

Captain  AYLMER  asked  whether  the 
failure  was  not  due  to  old  cartridges 
being  reBlled. 

Mr.  BRAND :  No,  Sir. 


GREAT  BRITAIN  AND  RUSSIA— PORT 
HAMILTON  (COREA). 

ViscoiTirr  LEWISHAM  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  it 
is  a  fact  that,  in  deference  to  the  oppo- 
sition of  the  Eussian  Government,  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  have  abandoned  the 
plan  of  occupying  Port  Hamilton  near 
the  Corea  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  have  only  to 
repeat  the  answer  which  I  gave  the 
other  day  on  this  subject — ^namely,  that 
no  communications  have  taken  place 
upon  this  subject  between  the  two  Go- 
vernments of  Great  Britain  and  Bussia. 

VOL.  OOXCVn.    [third  8Eri¥8.] 


CENTRAL  ASIA  —  RUSSIA  AND  AF- 
GHANISTAN— RUSSIAN  ATTACK  ON 
THE  AFGHANS  AT  PENJDEH— THE 
NEGOTIATIONS. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD.BARTLETT  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
it  is  a  fact  that  Her  Majesty's  Mioisters 
have  invited  the  Hussian  Government  to 
submit  to  arbitration  the  question  whe- 
ther General  KomarofiPs  attack  upon  the 
Afghans  on  30th  March  was  a  breach  of 
the  "solemn  agreement "  of  17th  March; 
whether  the  Bussian  Government  have 
accepted  this  proposal ;  and,  if  so,  who 
is  to  be  arbitrator ;  whether  the  Bussian 
forces  will  continue  in  occupation  of  the 
strip  of  Afghan  territory  south  of  the 
Khoja  Saleh — Sarakhs  line,  which  they 
have  seized  since  the  appointment  of  a 
joint  Boundary  Commission  by  the  two 
Governments ;  and,  how  much  longer  it 
is  expected  that  the  British  Commission 
will  have  to  wait  upon  the  frontier  for 
its  Eussian  colleagues  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  I  am  not  able 
to  enter  upon  the  points  presented  by 
the  hon.  Member  in  his  Question ;  but 
I  shall  have  a  short  statement  to  make 
relative  to  the  subject  of  the  Correspon- 
dence with  Bussia  when  I  am  free  to 
do  so. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE: 
When  does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
propose  to  make  that  statement — before 
proceeding  to  Business,  or  after  ? 

EGYPT— SUPPRESSION  OF  THE  "  BOS- 
PHORE  EGYPTIEN." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  The  Question  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  gives  me  the 
opportunity  of  making  a  statement  both 
in  respect  of  that  Question  and  with 
respect  to  another  question  in  which  an 
interest  has  been  felt  —  namely,  the 
incident  of  The  Bosphore  Egyptien.  I 
will  mention  the  latter  first — ^it  being, 
as  I  may  say,  now  completed,  and  the 
Papers  being  now  ready  to  be  laid  upon 
the  Table.  They  will  be  in  the  hands 
of  Members  as  soon  as  they  can  be  got 
through  the  press.  In  the  case  of  that 
paper  the  facts  are  as  follows: — The 
Bosphore  Egyptien  was  suppressed  by  a 
lawful  decree  of  the  Egyptian  Govern- 
ment, and  the  British  Government  gave 
its  distinct  sanction  to  the  act  of  sup- 
pressing that  newspaper  upon  the 
grounds  that  were  laid  before  it.  The 
French  Government  made  strong  repre- 
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sentations  upon  the  subject.  They  have 
declared  that  they  wholly  refrain  from 
raising  any  question  as  to  the  suppres- 
sion of  the  newspaper ;  but  with  regard 
to  the  manner  of  the  suppression,  they 
raised  important  questions,  and  made 
demands  in  connection  with  it.  They 
declared  that  the  seizure  and  the  closure 
of  the  printing  office,  where  the  news- 
paper was  carried  on,  and  in  which 
other  business  was  carried  on  as  well, 
was,  in  their  judgment,  illegal,  and  they 
complained  of  the  forcible  removal  of 
the  French  Consul,  who  had  attended 
personally  and  officially  to  protest,  as 
he  conceived  himself  entitled  to  do, 
against  this  illegal  closure  of  the  office, 
as  they  described  it.  The  French  Go- 
vernment thereupon  founded  two  de- 
mands— ^first  of  all,  the  re-opening  of 
the  office ;  and  second,  the  punishment 
of  the  persons  concerned  in  the  proceed- 
ings. In  the  meanwhile  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  obtained  a  full  Keport 
from  Sir  Evelyn  Baring  as  to  all  the 
circumstances  of  the  case,  and  they  had 
likewise  taken  advice  upon  the  legal 
aspect  of  it.  The  conclusion  to  which 
they  found  it  their  duty  to  come  was 
that  the  closure  of  the  office  was  not 
warranted  by  law,  and  that  the  technical 
force  used  against  the  French  Consular 
authority  was  upon  that  ground  not 
justifiable.  We  therefore  took  note  of 
the  declaration  of  the  French  Govern- 
ment that  there  was  no  desire  to  shield 
The  Bosiphore  JEg^piien,  and  that  they 
wholly  refrained  from  raising  any  ques- 
tion with  regard  to  the  act  of  suppress- 
ing the  newspaper.  Further,  they  ex- 
pressed their  readiness  to  withdraw  their 
demands  for  the  punishment  of  those 
who  had  simply  obeyed  the  superior 
orders  that  were  given  for  the  seizure 
of  the  office,  and  for  what  was  conse- 
quent upon  that  seizure  of  the  office, 
and  who  had  acted  simply  under  the 
orders  of  the  Egyptian  Government. 
Accordingly,  taking  into  view  the  ille- 
gality in  the  method  of  this  proceeding, 
which  practically  we  cannot  deny,  we 
stated  that  Her  Majesty's  Oovemment 
would  by  no  means  disclaim  their  re- 
sponsibility for  the  suppression  of  the 
newspaper  itself,  but  were  ready  to 
associate  themselves  with  the  regret 
which  they  advised  the  Government  of 
the  Khedive  to  express  as  to  the  inci- 
dents which  had  attended  the  suppres- 
sion of  the  paper.    They  aooordingly 
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advised  Nubar  Pasha  to  give  effect, 
without  scruple,  to  what  they  believed 
to  be  the  law  upon  the  subject,  and  to 
remove  the  bar  to  the  re-opening  of  the 
office.  They  also  recommended  that 
His  Excellency  the  Khedive  should  visit 
the  French  Consul,  and  should,  upon 
that  visit,  convey  an  expression  of  regret 
for  the  irregularities  which  had  been 
committed  in  the  course  of  the  proceed- 
ings. 

Sm  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE: 
Will  the  paper  be  re-issued  as  before  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Oh,  no.  A  ques- 
tion of  law,  I  believe,  may  arise  as  to 
the  method  of  suppressing  the  news- 
paper, but  the  re-issue  of  the  paper  is 
not  included  in  this  arrangement. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— BTJSSI A  AND  AFGHAN- 

ISTAN— THE  RUSSO-AFGHAN  FRON- 

TIER— THE  NEGOTIATIONS. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Now,  Sir,  with 
regard  to  the  more  important  ques- 
tion— the  Correspondence  with  Russia — 
I  am  glad  to  say  that  the  impediments 
which  have  presented  themselves  to  the 
friendly  prosecution  of  that  Correspon- 
dence appear  to  us  to  have  been  re- 
moved. The  state  of  the  case  is  this — 
that  the  two  Governments  agree  to- 
gether to  provide  means  for  any  settle- 
ment which  may  be  needful  of  differ- 
ences between  them  arising  out  of  the 
engagement  at  Penjdeh,  the  British 
Government  agreeing  with  the  Gk>Tem- 
ment  of  Russia  that  they  do  not  desire 
to  see  gallant  officers  on  either  side 
put  upon  their  trial.  For  this  purpose 
they  are  ready  to  refer  to  the  judgm^it 
of  the  Sovereign  of  a  friendly  State  any 
difference  which  may  be  found  to  exist 
in  regard  to  the  interpretation  of  the 
agreement  between  the  two  Cabinets 
of  the  16th  of  March,  with  a  view  to 
the  settlement  of  the  matter  in  a  mode 
consistent  with  the  honour  of  both 
States,  and  they  trust  that  no  difficulties 
will  occur  as  to  the  details  of  this  refer- 
ence which  in  principle  is  completely 
agreed  upon.  The  two  Cbvemments 
are  prepared,  under  these  oircumstanoes, 
to  resume  at  once  their  communicatioBS 
in  London  on  the  main  points  of  the 
line  for  the  delimitation  of  the  Afghan 
Frontier — ^I  say  on  the  main  points  of 
the  line,  for  the  details  of  the  Ime  would 
be  examined  and  traced  upon  the  spot 
in  conf  ormi^  with  the  oonmtions  whidi 
were  provided  fer  in  the  CommiaBion 
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appointed  for  that  purpose.  This  nego- 
tiation, of  which  it  would  be  quite  pre- 
mature for  me  to  anticipate  the  results, 
will  be  much  facilitated  as  regards  Her 
Majesty's  Govemment  by  the  more  full 
and  exact  knowledge  which,  since  the 
meeting  at  Hawul  Pindi,  they  have  ob- 
tained of  the  views  of  the  Ameer  with 
regard  to  the  points  of  the  Afghan  Fron- 
tier, and  likewise  by  the  valuable  topo- 
graphical information  which  has  reached 
the  India  Office.  I  may  also  say,  on 
another  point  of  interest,  that  the  Eus- 
sian  Government  have  expressed  their 
willingness  to  consider  the  question  as 
to  the  removal  of  the  Hussian  outposts 
when  the  Commissioners  meet.  That, 
I  think,  is  all  I  can  say.  I  cannot 
speak  yet  with  regard  to  the  time  of 
the  presentation  of  the  Papers ;  but  if 
matters  proceed  as  I  hope  they  will, 
there  need  be  no  long  delay  in  their 
presentation. 

SirSTAFFOEDNORTHOOTE: 
May  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
what  is  the  precise  point  that  is  to  be 
referred  to  the  mediation  of  a  friendly 
Power  ? 

Ma.  GLADSTONE :  I  put  down  the 
words  which  I  intended  to  use.  I  am 
anxious  to  be  very  accurate  on  the  sub- 
ject.   They  are  these — 

"To  refer  to  the  Sovereign  of  a  friendly 
State  any  difference  which  may  be  found  to 
exist  with  regard  to  the  interpretation  of  the 
agreement  between  the  two  Cabinets  of  the 
16th  of  March," 

— that  is,  the  agreement  with  regard  to 
the  advancing  or  attacking,  on  the  one 
side,  or  on  the  other — 

'*  with  a  yiew  to  the  settlement  of  the  matter 
in  a  mode  consistent  with  the  honour  of  both 
SUtes." 

I  trust  that  no  difficulty  may  arise. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH: 
May  I  ask  whether,  under  these  circum- 
stances, which  appear  to  differ  materially 
from  those  under  which  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister made  his  important  statement  to 
the  House  the  other  night,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  propose  to  proceed 
with  the  Yoto  of  CredHt  to-night,  and 
whether  the  House  may  not  have  further 
time  to  consider  the  matter  ? 

Ma.  GLADSTONE:  No,  Sir;  this 
process  is  still  going  on,  and  we  must 
not  assume  things  which  have  not  hap- 

gened.     In  consequence  of   what  has 
appened,  our  views  and  expectations 
have  changed ;  but,  in  our  opinion,  we 


can  only  ask  Parliament  to  proceed  with 
the  Vote. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  beg  to  ask 
whether  it  is  not  a  fact  that  the  deter- 
mination the  Government  has  come  to — 
to  decide  the  boundaries,  to  a  certain 
extent,  at  all  events,  in  London — is  not 
one  which  hitherto  this  Government  has 
always  resisted,  and  the  Russian  Go- 
vernment has  always  pressed  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  No,  Sir;  the 
answer  to  that  question  will  require  a 
more  summary  mode  of  expression  than 
the  hon.  Member  appears  to  expect.  I 
rather  think  that  it  was  the  Russian 
Government  that  originally  proposed 
the  settlement  on  the  spot.  Certainly, 
since  that  time,  the  British  Government 
have  been  disposed  to  look  for  a  settle- 
ment on  this  point  in  London;  but  a 
variety  of  circumstances  has  happened 
which  my  hon.  Friend  will  be  better 
able  to  appreciate  a  short  time  hence, 
when  the  Papers  are  on  the  Table, 
which  have  led  us  to  enter  into  this 
agreement,  not  at  all  by  way  of  conces- 
sion to  the  Russian  Government.  \_Laugh' 
ter."]  With  respect  to  that  indication  of 
feeling,  I  should  not  be  in  the  least  de- 
gree ashamed  of  this  agreement,  even  if 
it  were  a  concession,  provided  it  was  a 
good  and  sound  concession.  But  it  is 
not  a  concession  to  the  Russian  Govern- 
ment. We  are  entirely  of  opinion  with 
the  Russian  Government  that,  in  the 
state  of  matters  now  reached,  it  was 
very  desirable  indeed  that  the  main 
pointe  in  controversy  should  be  settled 
in  London. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  begged 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whe- 
ther this  new  arrangement  which  had 
just  been  submitted  to  the  House  im- 
plied the  abandonment  of  the  whole 
frontier  line  which  the  Joint  Commis- 
sion was  appointed  last  July  to  delimit ; 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
agreed  to  give  up  Penjdeh  to  the  Rus- 
sian Government;  whether  that  was 
part  of  the  arrangement,  either  private 
or  public;  and  whether  there  was  any 
point  fixed  from  which  the  Russian 
outposte  would  be  withdrawn,  or  to 
which  they  would  retire  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  In  due  time  I 
have  no  doubt  the  desire  of  the  hon. 
Member  will  be  satisfied.  It  is  really 
premature  to  bring  forward  this  matter. 
I  have  announced  that  we  are  on  the 
point  of  proceeding  to  consider  the  dif- 
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ferent  points  of  a  frontier  line  in  London 
without  delay.  I  hardly  think  that  it 
would  be  consistent  with  the  public  in- 
terest that  I  should  now  touch  upon  those 
points  in  reply  to  the  hon.  Member. 

ARMY— EXAMINATIONS  FOR  COM- 
MISSIONS. 

Mb.  HENEAGE  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  If  it  is  true 
that  candidates  for  Commissions  in  the 
Army  are  prohibited  from  competing  at 
the  examinations  in  March,  July,  or  in 
any  subsequent  month,  unless  they  have 
attained  the  age  of  nineteen  previous  to 
the  1st  of  January  in  the  year  in  which 
such  examinations  are  held;  whether 
such  rule  was  made  by  the  War  Office 
or  the  Civil  Service  Commissioners; 
and,  whether  he  will  consider  the  ad- 
visability of  altering  an  arbitrary  regu- 
lation which  involves,  in  many  cases, 
the  loss  of  a  year's  seniority  to  the  can- 
didate, and  entails  a  heavy  expense  on 
parents,  without  any  advantage  to  the 
public  service  ? 

The  Makquess  op  HABTINGTON: 
The  rule  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber applies  only  to  the  Militia  candi- 
dates for  Line  commissions.      It  was 
made  in  1879  by  the  War  Office,  and 
was  a  concession  in  the  interests  of  the 
candidates.    If  the  ages  of  candidates 
were  reckoned  from  July  as  well  as 
from  January,  those  who  at  the  begin- 
ning of  the  year  were  approaching  the 
maximum  limit  of  age,  and  had  only 
served  for  one  training,  would  be  per- 
manently disqualified  for  commission, 
for,  not  having  served  for  two  trainings, 
they  could  not  compete  in  March ;  and 
if  they  reached  the  age  of  22  between 
January  and  July,   when  the    Militia 
training  takes  place,  they  would  by  age 
be  ineligible  for  competition  in  Septem- 
ber.     Consequently,    as    regards   the 
maximum  age,  the  rule  confers  a  great 
advantage  on  candidates.    As  regards 
the  lower  limit  of  age  to  which  the  hon. 
Member's  Question  is  directed,  candi- 
dates whose  birthdays  fall  in  the  early 
months  of  the  year  are  under  some  dis- 
advantage.    Their  admission  into  the 
Army  is  postponed  for  some  months. 
The  rule,  however,  has  been  in  force 
for  six  years,  and  parents  can  make  ar- 
rangements   for  their  sons'   education 
accordingly.    If  they  desire  their  sons 
to  enter  the  Service  at  an  earlier  age 
than  the  Militia  rulo  allows,  they  can 
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resort  to  admission  by  open  competition. 
In  fixing  the  lower  limit  of  age,  care 
must  be  taken  not  to  give  Militia  candi* 
dates  an  advantage  over  those  who 
enter  the  Army  by  open  competition. 
Whatever  date  is  fixed,  apparently  hard 
cases  must  inevitably  occur  when  candi* 
dates'  birthdays  fall  immediately  after 
that  date.  The  advantage  given  by  the 
rule  in  question  to  the  older  candidates, 
who  would,  if  it  were  altered,  be  per- 
manently excluded  from  the  Army,  ap- 
pears to  me  to  be  so  much  more  im- 
portant than  the  inconvenience  which 
some  delay  in  obtaining  their  commis- 
sions may  cause  to  the  younger  candi- 
dates, that  I  see  no  reason  for  making 
any  change  in  the  regulations. 

THE  REGISTRATION  BILLS. 

Mb.  HEALY  :  I  wish  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  When  the  state- 
ment which  the  Chief  Secretary  pro- 
mised would  be  made  to-night  on  the 
subject  of  registration  is  to  be  made,  by 
whom,  and  under  what  circumstances  ? 

Sib  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  :  I  was 
about  to  make  a  statement  on  the  sub- 
ject on  the  Motion  to  proceed  with  the 
Orders  of  the  Day ;  but  I  will  make  it 
now  in  answer  to  the  hon.  Member.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  had  to  con- 
sider, since  the  debate  and  division  on 
the  Irish  Begistration  Bill  on  the  24th 
of  April,  whether  they  could  make  any 
proposal  to  meet  in  nart  the  views  put 
forward  by  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite.  As  regards  Ireland,  a 
special  and  temporary  grant  of  a  few 
thousand  pounds  was  made  in  186S  for 
the  acceleration  of  registration.  We 
have  prepared  for  the  Irish  Bill  a  clause 
which  follows  generally  the  precedent 
of  1868,  which  will  be  found  in  the  31 
&  32  Fiet.  c.  112,  s.  27,  with  two  ex- 
ceptions— first,  the  benefits  of  the  claose 
are  extended  to  collectors  of  poor  rates, 
which  is  now  deemed  proper  owing  to 
the  much  larger  number  of  new  voters 
in  1885  ;  secondly,  such  Clerks  of  the 
Peace  as  receive  salaries  from  the  Votes 
and  are  bound  to  g^ve  their  whole  time 
to  the  public  are  not  to  get  any  extra 
pay.  There  were  none  in  this  position 
in  1868.  The  expenditure  in  1868  was 
about  £6,200.  This  year,  allowing  for 
the  changed  conditions,  it  will  be  about 
£10,000  as  a  maximum.  Provision  is, 
as  the  House  knows,  already  made  for 
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the  payment  of  additional  Bevising  Bar- 
risters out  of  voted  moneys. 

Mr.  HEALY:  Does  the  £10,000 
include  the  pay  of  the  Bevising  Bar- 
risters ? 

Sir  OHABLES  W.  DUiKE :  No ;  it 
is  all  for  the  purposes  I  have  mentioned 
— the  purposes  for  which  the  £6,200  was 
made  in  1868.  As  regards  England 
and  Scotland,  we  cannot  be  parties  in 
the  last  year  of  a  Parliament  to  pro- 
posing that  the  whole  charge  of  Parlia- 
mentary registration  should  permanently 
be  thrown  upon  the  public  in  general 
taxes.  No  pit)posal  with  regard  to 
England  and  Scotland  was  made  in  1868. 
We  are,  however,  prepared  to  make  a 
temporary  proposal  for  the  present  year 
which  will  leave  the  matter  open  for 
the  consideration  of  the  new  Parliament, 
either  in  connection  with  the  reform  of 
local  government  and  taxation  generally 
or  otherwise.  The  expenses  of  over- 
seers are  not  separated  in  the  local 
taxation  returns  from  expenses  connected 
with  municipal  registration  and  the  pre- 
paration and  printing  of  jury  lists. 
Neither  is  there  any  return  distinguish- 
ing what  proportion  of  the  overseers' 
expenses  is  for  coimty  and  what  for  bo- 
rough registration.  The  direct  repay- 
ment of  the  overseers'  expenses  would 
be  almost  impossible  for  reasons  which 
we  are  prepared  to  give  in  debate.  There 
are  also  the  expenses  of  the  Clerks  of  the 
Peace  in  counties,  including  remune- 
ration for  their  services  which  are  sub- 
ject to  an  allowance  by  Quarter  Sessions 
paid  out  of  the  county  rate.  These  ex- 
penses in  1883 — excluding  a  few  coun- 
ties in  which  no  return  was  made — were 
in  England,  £12,572.  As  regards  bo- 
roughs, scarcely  any  additional  trouble 
or  cost  will  be  occasioned  by  the  Fran- 
chise Act.  County  voters  in  boroughs 
are  included  in  the  county  register  in 
England.  The  pressure  will  be  in  the 
counties,  and  there,  no  doubt,  especially 
in  the  present  year,  it  will  be  great. 
Our  proposal  is  to  make  a  grant  to  the 
counties  in  respect  of  the  county  regis- 
ters and  the  otter  expenses  of  the  Clerks 
of  the  Peace  in  England,  and  the  as- 
sessors of  the  Valuation  Bolls  and  other 
officers  in  Scotland,  whose  labour  and 
expenditure  will  be  very  largely  in- 
creased at  the  coming  registration.  In 
order  to  g^ard  against  extravagance  and 
abuse  we  shall  propose  that  this  Vote 
shall  be  calculated  on  an  estimate  of  the 


number  of  voters  on  the  register  for 
1886.  A  contribution  of  2d,  a  name 
would  amount  in  England  to  about 
£20,000,  which  could  be  remitted  with 
very  little  trouble  to  the  county  trea- 
surers to  the  credit  of  the  county  rate, 
and  a  similar  amount  would  be  trans- 
mitted to  the  Commissioners  of  Supply 
in  Scotland.  That  is  the  proposal  which 
we  shall  be  prepared  to  submit  to  the 
House  in  Committee  of  Supply. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNEB8  asked  whe- 
ther it  was  proposed  Jto  give  £20,000  to 
Scotland  as  weH  as  to  England  ? 

Sir  CHABLES  W.  DILKE :  I  said  a 
corresponding  sum  to  Scotland.  I  meant 
at  the  rate  of  2d,  a  name. 

Colonel  NOLAN :  Po  the  calcu- 
lations of  the  Government  show  that  the 
£10,000  for  Ireland  will  cover  all  the 
expenses  now  paid  by  the  Poor  Law 
Unions  ? 

Sir  CHABLES  W.  DILKE  :  As  the 
Irish  proposal  will  be  made  in  a  clause 
of  the  Bill,  I  would  suggest  to  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  that  it  would  be 
better  to  discuss  it  on  the  clause. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH 
asked  whether  the  proposal  with  regard 
to  England  would  be  embodied  in  a 
clause,  so  that  the  House  might  know 
what  they  had  before  them  ?  As  far  as 
he  gathered,  the  Government  only  pro- 
posed a  temporary  grant  of  £20,000  to 
England,  although  the  registration  ex- 
penses under  the  present  system  were 
more  than  £100,000. 

Sir  CHABLES  W.  DILKE :  What 
the  registration  expenses  are  it  is  diffi- 
cult to  estimate.  Our  proposal  is  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  stated,  and  I 
shall  be  glad  to  answer  any  question 
respecting  it  which  on  reflection  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  may  think  flt  to  give 
Notice  of.  No  clause  will  be  necessary. 
This  will  be  a  matter  for  settlement  by 
a  Vote  in  Supply. 

Mr.  GOBST  asked  if  he  was  right  in 
understanding  that  the  proposed  sub- 
sidy was  to  be  entirely  in  relief  of  those 
expenses  of  registration  which  were 
charged  upon  the  county  rates,  and  if 
no  relief  would  be  given  in  respect 
of  those  which  fell  upon  the  poor 
rates  ? 

Sir  CHABLES  W.  DILKE :  In  our 
opinion  it  will  be  impossible  to  repay 
the  overseers'  expenses  which  in  the 
case  of  a  great  majority  of  parishes 
amount  to  only  a  few  shillings. 


1515  Ways  and  Meam-^  {COB^MONS}     Th^  Financial  Statement.      1516 


Sir  aEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  that 
the  Scottish  Bill  which  had  passed 
through  Committee  contained  a  clause 
by  which  the  Sheriffs  were  enabled  in 
their  discretion  to  employ  any  number 
of  assessors,  and  to  fix  seven  guineas 
a-day  as  their  remuneration.  He  wished 
to  ask  whether  the  Local  Authority 
would  have  any  control  in  regard  to 
the  expenditure  ? 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  :  There  are  only  two  or  three 
places  in  Scotland  where  any  such  em- 

?loyment  would  be  necessary  at  all — 
lanarkshire  and  possibly  one  or  two 
others. 

Mr.  GIBSON :  In  view  of  the  state- 
ment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  I  wish  to  ask  is  the  £10,000  to 
be  proposed  for  Ireland  a  temporary 
sum  for  the  purposes  of  the  next  re- 
vision ?  Secondly,  is  the  £  1 0, 000  a  sum 
that  will  g^ve  a  greater  or  less  propor- 
tion for  each  vote  than  2d.  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  A 
greater  proportion. 

Mr.  GIBSON :  How  much  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  How 
much  more  depends  upon  whether  you 
count  the  borough  as  well  as  the  county 
votes. 

Mr.  HEALY  :  I  wish  to  ask  the  So- 
licitor General  for  Ireland  if  he  can 
state  whether  the  Government  have 
now  made  up  their  minds  with  regard 
to  the  Question  I  asked  the  Irish  Secre- 
tary on  Friday — ^Whether  the  Govern- 
ment will  ask  the  Local  Government 
Board  to  put  down  the  exact  scale  on 
which  they  purpose  to  remunerate  the 
officials,  unless  they  intend,  as  we  press 
them  to  do,  to  leave  it  to  the  Boards  of 
Guardians ;  and  whether,  as  the  Bill  is 
now  being  reprinted,  the  Government 
will  put  down  their  own  Amendments, 
and  also  re-arrange  the  numbering  of 
the  clauses  r 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  said,  with 
respect  to  the  last  remarks  of  the  hon. 
Member,  he  had  anticipated  them ;  with 
respect  to  the  former,  a  statement  would 
be  made  on  Report. 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS  OF  THE 

HOUSE. 

Mr.  Serjeant  SIMON  asked.  When 
it  was  expected  to  make  further  pro- 


gress with  the  Parliamentary  Elections 
(Redistribution)  Bill  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  that 
would  be  in  some  degree  dependent  on 
the  progress  of  the  Scottish  and  Irish 
Registration  Bills.  He  did  not  know 
whether  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
would  think  themselves  in  a  position  to 
proceed  to-night  with  the  English  Regis- 
tration Bill  ?  [  Cries  o/  "  No ! "]  See- 
ing  that  was  not  the  case,  they  should 
propose  to  proceed  to-morrow  with  the 
English  Registration  Bill,  putting  the 
Reports  of  the  Scottish  and  Irish  Bills 
after  it.  Should  they  not  get  through 
the  three  stages  to-morrow,  they  should 
put  them  down  for  Wednesday;  bat 
supposing  they  got  through  these  stages 
to-night,  the  next  stages  of  those  BiDs 
would  be  placed  for  Wednesday,  and 
under  those  circumstances  they  should 
propose  to  take  the  Parliamentary  Mec- 
tions  (Redistribution)  Bill  on  Friday 
night. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
asked  whether  any  Minister  was  present 
who  could  state  what  would  be  the  course 
of  Business  to-night  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  the 
proposal  was  that  they  should  take 
either  the  English  Registration  Bill  or 
Supply  until  10  o'dock ;  that  they  should 
then  report  Progress  in  order  to  get  on 
with  tne  Vote  of  Credit.  He  under- 
stood it  was  not  convenient  to  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  to  take  the  English 
Registration  Bill.  They  therefore  pro- 
posed to  take  Supply  till  10  o'clock. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
Under  these  circumstances  I  wish  to 
give  Notice  that  I  shall  resist,  as  strenu- 
ously as  I  possibly  can,  any  progress 
with  Supply  to-night,  and  I  shall  do  my 
best  to  force  Her  Majesty's  GoTemment 
to  bring  the  Vote  of  Credit  at  once 
under  the  notice  of  the  House. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Under 
these  circumstances,  I  will  take  upon 
myself  to  say  that  we  will  give  the  whole 
evening  to  the  Vote  of  Credit. 

WAYS  AND   MEANS— THE  FINANCIAL 
STATEMENT— THE  MALT  TAX. 

Sir  WALTER  B.BARTTEI/XT  said, 
that  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  had, 
in  answer  to  the  Leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition, said  that  the  Malt  Tax  was 
originally  24«.  5id.  a-quarter.  As  bs 
remembered,  the  tax  was  20#.  84^.  and  5 
per  cent,  or  2U.  Sd,  in  all.     He  wished 
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to  know,  in  order  to  avoid  misappre- 
hensioo,  whether  he  was  not  absolutely 
correct  in  that  statement  ? 

Mr.  HIBBEET  said,  that  when  the 
tax  was  changed,  it  had  been  stated  by 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  to  have 
been  24s,  5^d.  a-quarter,  and  he  had 
himself  stated  that  up  to  the  present 
time  the  tax  substituted  for  the  Malt 
Tax  was  calculated  to  be  of  the  same 
amount.  If  the  additional  Is,  were 
placed  on  the  barrel — 6s.  Zd,  instead  of 
5s,  3d, — the  tax  would  be  at  the  rate  of 
28#.  Q^d,  a-quarter. 

KEGISTRATION  EXPENSES— RELIEF 
AS  TO  BOROUGHS. 

Sir  MASSEY  LOPES  asked,  Whe- 
ther  the  Oovernment  proposed  to  give 
any  relief  to  the  boroughs  as  well  as  to 
the  counties  ? 

SirCHAELES  W.  DILKE  said,  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  own  Friends  had 
not  proposed  in  1868  to  make  such  a 
suggestion.  The  present  proposal  was 
a  temporary  one,  and  would  be  open  to 
the  revision  of  the  next  Parliament. 
The  work  had  scarcely  increased  at  all 
in  the  boroughs,  and,  indeed,  had  long 
been  less  than  it  had  been  in  1868. 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS    OF   THE 
HOUSE— THE  VOTE  OF  CREDIT. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  asked  whether 
the  announcement  made  by  the  Prime 
Minister  would  be  followed  by  any 
change  in  the  manner  in  which  the 
Vote  of  Credit  would  be  put  before  the 
House?  There  was  very  little  chance 
of  the  troops  in  the  Soudan  being  en- 
gaged elsewhere.  Had  the  Government 
considered  the  advisability  of  separating 
the  Vote  into  two  items  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Yes, 
Sir ;  the  Government  have  considered  it, 
and  they  do  not  intend  to  make  any 
change  in  the  form  of  the  Vote. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  asked  whether  the 
decision  of  the  Government  regarding 
the  negotiations  recently  concluded  be- 
tween Russia  and  England  had  been 
communicated  to  the  Viceroy  of  Lidia, 
and  had  been  accepted  by  him ;  and 
whether  they  had  also  been  communi- 
cated to  the  Ameer  of  Afghanistan,  and 
whether  he  was  a  consenting  partv  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  I^^think 
the  hon.  Member  had  better  ask  those 
questions  on  the  Vote  of  Credit  ? 


Mr.  BOURKE  reminded  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  during  the  debate 
on  the  Vote  of  Credit  it  would  not  be 
possible  to  obtain  information  from  the 
Government  by  means  of  'questions. 
The  fact  of  every  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment, with  the  exception  of  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  having  gone  out  of  the  House 
before,  thej  could  be  questioned  with 
reference  to  the  Prime  Minister's  state- 
ment had  placed  the  Opposition  in  an 
unsatisfactory  position.  He  wished  to 
ask  several  questions.  He  desired  to 
know  whether  there  was  any  truth  in 
the  report  which  had  appeared  in  the 
newspapers  that  certain  coolies,  who, 
having  been  ordered  back  from  Suakin 
to  India,  had,  on  their  arrival  at  Aden, 
been  told  to  return  to  Suakin?  He 
hoped  he  should  get  a  definite  answer  to 
that  important  question.  Secondly,  whe- 
ther the  Government  had  received  any 
Reports  from  LordWolseley  with  respect 
to  their  policy  of  abandoning  the  Soudan 
— a  policy  which  was  sprung  upon  the 
House  in  a  most  extraordinary  manner  ? 
Thirdly,  whether  any  Report  had  been 
received  from  Lord  Wolseley  with  re- 
spect to  the  engagements  which  that 
noble  and  gallant  Lord  solemnly  made 
to  the  Chiefs  at  Dongola  and  along  the 
Nile  that  they  would  not  be  deserted 
when  he  returned  in  the  spring  to  take 
Khartoum  ?  Fourthly,  whether  the  Go- 
vernment had  received  any  information 
from  Lord  Wolseley  respecting  Osman 
Dig^a/with  regard  to  whom  LordWolse- 
ley had  stated  most  distinctly  that  the 
Military  Authorities  were  determined  to 
crush  ?  \_Ifinistenal  cries  of  *'  Order i  "] 
He  did  not  wish  to  do  anything  irre- 
gular ;  but  the  Opposition  were  placed 
in  a  very  awkward  position  by  the  extra- 
ordinary desertion  of  the  Treasury  Bench 
by  the  Members  of  the  Government. 
Then  there  was  another  question  which 
he  desired  to  ask.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  told  the  House  distinctly  that 
there  were  two  capital  heads  of  negotia- 
tions on  the  Russo-Afghan  Question. 
First,  that  the  breach  of  the  agreement 
of  March  16  was  to  be  referred  to  arbitra- 
tion. [^Ministerial  cries  of  **  No,  no  !  "] 
That  was  what  he  understood  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  say.  The  other  head 
was  that  the  negotiations  as  to  the  de- 
limitation of  the  frontier  were  to  be  pro- 
ceeded with  in  London.  He  wished  to 
know  whether  these  two  subjects  were 
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to  be  dealt  with  simultaneously?  He 
wished  also  to  know  whether  the  Papers 
were  to  be  presented  to  the  House  forth- 
with, and,  if  not,  when?  Until  these 
questions  had  been  answered  thoroughly 
and  satisfactorily  it  was  impossible  that 
the  House  should  be  in  a  position  to 
proceed  with  the  debate  on  the  Vote  of 
Credit.  In  the  circumstances,  would  it 
not  be  reasonable  to  move  the  postpone- 
ment of  this  Vote  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  the  form  of 
asking  questions,  has  made  something 
like  a  speech.  In  answer  to  the  last 
question,  it  is,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Government,  imperatively  necessary,  in 
the  interests  of  the  country,  that  the 
Vote  of  Credit  should  be  proceeded 
with.  With  regard  to  the  first  ques- 
tion,.as  to  the  coolies,  I  must  ask  him  to 
give  Notice  in  the  usual  way  ?  It  seems 
to  me  eminently  a  question  of  the  class 
requiring  Notice.  As  to  Lord  Wolse- 
ley's  Report,  I  have  myself  read  his 
despatches,  and  I  do  not  think  that  if 
they  were  laid  before  the  House  they 
would  bear  out  the  view  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  seems  to  take.  No  doubt, 
they  will  ultimately  be  laid  before  the 
House.  But  I  imagine  they  are  not 
despatches  of  the  kind  which  it  would 
be  customary,  during  such  operations  as 
are  now  taking  place,  to  lay  before 
Parliament. 

Mr.  BOURKE:  What  about  the 
other  question  as  to  Russia  ? 

SirCHARLESW.  DILKE:  I  imagine 
the  Prime  Minister's  statement  was  to 
the  effect  that  the  difiB.culties  which  had 
prevented  the  going  on  with  the  Fron- 
tier Question  were  now  in  the  course 
of  removal  or  solution,  and  that,  there- 
fore, it  was  now  possible  to  go  for- 
ward with  the  consideration  of  the  ques- 
tion. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
how  they  could  go  on  with  the  Vote  of 
Credit  in  the  absence  of  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter and  the  Heads  of  every  Department 
concerned  in  the  Vote? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  The 
Prime  Minister  and  the  Heads  of  the 
other  Departments  are  at  present  meet- 
ing a  few  yards  off,  and  they  are  pre- 
pared to  come  back  the  moment  the 
discussion  on  the  Vote  of  Credit  begins. 
They  would  not  be  absent  at  this  mo- 
ment were  it  not  for  important  Public 
Business. 

Mr.  B  our  Ice 


Mr.  OHAPUN  asked  that  the  Prime 
Minister's  statement  should  be  read 
again  to  the  House  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  that 
the  most  important  part  of  the  agree- 
ment had  been  already  read  a  second 
time  by  the  Prime  Minister. 

Mr.  GIBSON:.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  has  stated  that  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter repeated  the  most  important  part  of 
the  agreement,  that  is,  with  respect  to 
what  he  called  *'  the  sacred  covenant." 
Will  the  reference  to  arbitration  inciade 
the  point  whether  that  ''sacred  cove- 
nant "  has  been  broken  ;  and,  if  so,  will 
the  Power  who  is  to  arbitrate  be  re- 
quested to  indicate  what  reparation  is  to 
be  made  for  its  violation  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON: 
My  right  hon.  Friend  said  that  it  was 
not  possible  to  state  more  fully  at  the 
present  time  the  nature  of  the  arrange- 
ment come  to  between  the  two  Govern- 
ments. I  do  not  understand  that  the 
actual  terms  of  reference  to  the  friendly 
Power  have  as  yet  been  agreed  npon. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH: 
Though  the  terms  of  reference  may  not 
have  been  drawn  up.  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment surely  must  have  made  up 
their  minds  as  to  the  matters  with  which 
the  arbitrator  will  have  to  deal.  The 
Prime  Minister  stated  that  Her  Ma* 
jesty's  Government  had  agreed  to  refer 
to  the  Sovereign  of  a  friendly  State  any 
differences  of  opinion  as  to  the  violation 
of  the  agreement  of  the  16th  of  March, 
but  that  the  gallant  officers  were  not  to 
be  put  upon  their  trial.  What  is  the 
question  to  be  referred  to  arbitration  if 
not  the  conduct  of  those  officers?  I 
must  press  for  an  answer.  Unless  we 
do  have  an  answer  it  will  be  quite  im- 
possible to  go  on  with  the  discussion. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  :  I  wish,  before 
that  question  is  answered,  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  con- 
siders it  is  for  the  public  interest  that 
questions  of  this  character  should  be 
asked  at  this  time  without  Notice  ? 

Mr.  ONSLOW :  Does  Russia  agree 
to  be  bound  by  the  decision  of  the  Sove- 
reign who  is  to  arbitrate  on  this  ques- 
tion?   

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON: 
I  understand  that  while  I  was  absent 
from  the  House  a  request  was  made  that 
the  terms  used  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
should  be  repeated  to  the  Hooee.  I  am 
prepared  to  do  that  now ;  bat  I  do  not 
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think  I  am  in  a  position  to  make  any 
further  statement.  [The  noble  Marquess 
then  repeated  the  words  used  by  the 
Prime  Minister  with  reference  to  the 
agreement  between  the  two  Govern- 
ments.] 

LoED  JOHN  MANNERS:  Do  not 
those  words  imply  this — that  any  action 
taken  by  one  or  other  of  the  two  Powers 
consequent  upon  their  interpretation  of 
the  ''  sacred  covenant "  shall  be  taken 
into  consideration  by  the  arbitrator  ? 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
Can  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  whe- 
ther the  words  **the  gallant  officers" 
refer  to  General  Komaroff  and  Sir  Peter 
Lumsden,  or  to  General  Komaroff  and 
the  Afghan  officer  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  have  no  autho- 
rity to  interpret  a  term  of  this  kind; 
but  if  the  noole  Lord  asks  me  my  opi- 
nion, I  should  say  it  refers  to  anybody 
that  falls  within  the  definition  of  officers 
on  either  side. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
"The  two  general  officers"  is  the  ex- 
pression. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  The  words  are 
''the  gallant  officers  on  either  side." 
There  are  other  persons  who  had  a  share 
in  the  transaction  than  Sir  Peter  Lums- 
den — British  officers  who  were  near  the 
scene  of  the  engagement. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  :  As  it 
is  evident  that  the  Government  do  not 
know  the  meaning  of  their  own  state- 
ment, I  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman whether  the  House  is  to  under- 
stand that  the  words  which  he  has  read 
to  the  House  as  expressing  the  so-called 
arrangement  between  the  two  Govern- 
ments are  words  drawn  up  by  the  Rus- 
sian Government,  and  not  by  the  Eng- 
lish ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  If  I  rightly 
caught  the  statement  made  by  the  Prime 
Minister,  the  question  which  is  to  be  put 
to  arbitration  is  the  interpretation  to  be 
placed  upon  the  agreement  of  the  17th 
of  March ;  but  I  think  the  matter  in 
dispute  between  the  two  Governments 
was  not  the  interpretation  of  the  agree- 
ment, but  the  action  of  the  Russian 
officers,  and  I  should  like  to  know 
which  of  these  two  things  is  to  be  sub- 
mitted to  arbitration  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  Here  again,  Sir, 
I  cannot  carry  the  agreement  further 
than  the  language  of  the  agreement. 
But  if  my  hon.  Friend  should  ask  me 


my  opinion,  I  should  say  the  question 
has  never  been  the  trial  of  any  officer  at 
all.  What  the  arbitration  has  to  do 
with  is  the  honour  of  the  Governments 
involved  in  the  agreement  of  the  16th  of 
March,  and  we  have  the  right,  and  the 
Russian  Government  have  the  right — 
each  party  to  a  compact  of  that  kind  has 
the  right — to  hold  the  other  party  to  the 
execution  of  that  agreement.  That  is 
the  point  of  view  from  which  alone  I 
think  we  can  try  the  question. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE :  Do 
we  understand  that  to  mean  that  the 
one  Power  considers  that  the  agreement 
has  been  violated,  and  that  the  other 
Power  considers  that  it  has  not,  and 
that  it  is  to  be  referred  to  a  friendly 
Power  to  decide  whether  the  one  or  the 
other  is  right  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  The  reference  is 
to  be  made  in  the  terms  of  the  agree- 
ment itself,  and  I  could  not  bind  myself 
to  say — I  carefully  avoided  saying  on 
Monday  night — who  had  violated  the 
agreement.  I  simply  said  that  there 
had  been  a  failure  in  the  fulfilment  of 
its  terms.  Beyond  that  I  did  not  go  and 
do  not  go. 

Baron  HENRY  DE  WORMS:  I 
would  ask  the  Prime  Minister  whether 
he  did  not  say  on  Monday  night  that  the 
attack  was  a  Russian  attack  ?  If  he  did, 
I  wish  to  know  whether  the  question  is 
to  be  raised  again  whether  this  was  a 
Russian  attack  or  not ;  and,  if  not,  whe- 
ther the  Prime  Minister  withdraws  his 
expression  or  qualifies  it  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  No;  I  adhere 
expressly  to  my  statement. 

Mr.  STAVELEY  HILL:  Does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  suggest  that  the 
question  to  be  referred  between  England 
and  Russia  can  go  no  further  than  this — 
namely,  whether  the  Government  of  St. 
Petersburg  passed  on  at  once  the  terms 
of  the  solemn  covenant  to  General 
Komaroff? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  have  no  power 
or  disposition  to  place  any  such  limita- 
tion as  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  sug- 
gested upon  the  meaning  of  the  words. 

Mr.  mac  IYER  asked  whether  it  was 
the  fact  that  Russia  was  to  retain  the 
fruits  of  General  Komaroff's  action,  or 
whether  it  was  intended  to  withdraw  the 
Russian  troops  pending  the  arbitration  ? 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS :  I  must  re- 
peat the  question  which  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister has  omitted  to  answer — namely, 
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whether  the  agreement  will  exclude  the 
consideration  by  the  arbitrating  Power 
of  any  action  taken  in  consequence  of 
disagreement  as  to  the  interpretation  of 
the  agreement  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  The  ground  upon 
which  I  am  invited  to  enter  is  entirely 
beyond  me.  It  is  not  in  the  power  of 
one  of  two  States  which  have  agreed  to 
an  arrangement  to  claim  an  exclusive 
right  of  interpretation.  What  I  would 
suggest  is  that  the  House  should  wait 
until  it  has  the  agreement  before  it.  I 
think  it  will  be  found  to  be  sufficiently 
clear. 

Sir  E.  ASSHETON  CROSS :  WiU 
the  Sovereign  of  a  friendly  State  have 
power  to  determine  who  has  broken  the 
agreement  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  The  Sovereign 
of  a  friendly  State  will  have  the  power 
of  determining  on  any  difference  which 
may  be  found  to  exist  as  to  the  inter- 
pretation of  the  agreement  between  the 
two  Governments. 

Mb.  macartney  asked  whether  it 
would  be  competent  to  submit  to  the 
arbitrator  the  advance  of  the  Russian 
Army,  and  whether  that  was  to  be  con- 
sidered tantamount  to  putting  on  his 
trial  the  officer  who  commanded? 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (who  was 
received  with  cries  of  **  Oh,  oh !")  said  : 
I  am  not  going  to  ask  any  embarrassing 
question;  but  perhaps  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  answer  this  question. 
Whether  **the  Sovereign  of  a  friendly 
State"  included  the  President  of  a 
Republic — say  France,  Switzerland  or 
America,  or  whether  the  arbitrator  was 
confined  to  Sovereigns  in  the  sense  of 
Kings  or  Emperors  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE;  We  have  not 
made  that  matter  the  subject  of  any 
particular  investigation. 

Mb.  macartney  :  May  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  answer  my 
question  ? 

[No  reply.] 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DA  Y. 

SUPPLY— VOTE  OF  CREDIT.—REPORT. 

Postponed  Resolution  [27th  April] 
further  considered, 

(1.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

'*  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £11,000,000,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  beyond  the  ordinary 

Lord  John  Jfannera 


grants  of  Parliament,  to  defray  the  Clisi^ 
which  may  come  in  course  of  payment  dorm^ 
the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  ai  March  18S6, 
for — (1^  Remaining  Charges  in  the  Soudan  and 
Upper  E^^t ;  (2.)  Special  NaTsl  and  Hilitery 
Preparations. '  * 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHTJBCHILL 
said,  it  was  with  utter  consternation  that 
a  very  large  proportion  of  Memben 
heard  the  unprecedented  statement  wluek 
fell  just  now  from  the  Prime 
It  was  his  opinion  that  the  news 
nounoed  by  the  Prime  Minister  waa 
terrible  news,  terrible  news,  at  anj 
rate,  to  those  who  were  deeply  anxiooa 
for  the  security  of  our  Empire.  There 
were  three  points  about  which,  tin* 
doubtedly,  issues  had  arisen  between 
the  Government  of  Russia  and  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  The  first  and  ori- 
ginal point  was  the  delimitation  of  the 
Afghan  Frontier ;  the  second  point  was 
the  conflict  at  Ak  Tapa ;  and  the  third 

Eoint  was  whether  the  delimitation  oonld 
e  settled  on  the  spot  or  in  London. 
The  Prime  Minister  had  annonnoed  to* 
night  that  on  every  one  of  theee  pointi 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  made  a 
base  and  cowardly  surrender.  He  greadj 
feared,  though  he  hoped  his  fears  would 
not  be  realized,  that  we  might  loae 
India—LOtM  of  "  Oh !"]— not  lose  it  in 
the  actual  technical  senqe  of  the  word, 
for  he  did  not  mean  to  say  that  our 
Army  and  our  officiab  would  have  to 
bundle  out  of  India  to-morrow,  bag  aad 
baggage,  as  the  Prime  Minister  wished 
to  bundle  out  the  Turks  from  Eurc^M — 
[Mr.  Gladstone:  Never!] — buthegreatly 
feared  that  by  the  action  that  Her  Ma* 
jesty's  Government  had  taken  under  ths 
present  extraordinary  circumstances,  th»y 
had  lost  for  a  long  time,  and  perhaps 
for  ever,  the  respect  and  loyalty  of  the 
Natives,  and  whatever  affection  existed 
between  ourselves  and  our  Indian  sfub- 
jects,  which  constituted  the  virtue  and  the 
vigour  of  our  government.  He  felt  cer- 
tain that  when  the  news  of  what  had 
been  stated  to-day  in  the  Hoose  of 
Commons  reached  and  was  widely  known 
in  the  bazaars  of  India,  from  Lahore 
to  Delhi  and  from  Bombay  to  Hydera- 
bad, the  respect  and  sympathy  of  the 
Indian  people  would  be  greatly  alienated 
from  a  Power  which  they  had  only  to 
look  upon  to  see  how  it  had  falleo  horn 
its  high  estate.  The  news  had  come 
upon  the  House  so  suddenly  that  it  was, 
he  admitted,  difficult  to  discoas  it.  He 
had  hoped  against  hope  that  S&  Ma- 
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jesty'sGoTernmentwere  really  in  earnest, 
particularly  when  the  Prime  Minister 
made  the  speech    the  other  night,  in 
which  he  indicated  that  by  no  action  of 
theirs  would  they  jeopardize  one  jot  of 
the  interests  of  this  country  or  of  India. 
He  had  hoped  that;   and  he  believed 
that  every  one  of  the  Opposition  enter- 
tained the  same    hope,   for  even  the 
l?rime  Minister  acknowledged  that  the 
attitude  of  the  Opposition  was  eminently 
patriotic  when  they  abstained  from  put- 
ting questions  and  from  inconvenient 
debate  on  this  subject.     But  now  their 
hopes  were  utterly  shattered.  The  steps 
that  had  been  ta^en  could  not  be  re- 
traced, the  surrender  to  Bussia  could 
not  be  recalled.     Under  these  circum- 
Btances  he  contended  that  it  was  a  per- 
fect farce  to  proceed  with  the  Vote  of 
Credit.     One  more  point.     The  Prime 
Minister  denounced  the  Vote  of  Credit 
of  the  Conservative  Government  of  1878, 
hecause  he  said  it  was  unparalleled  and 
unprecedented    that    a   Power    should 
come  together  with  a  friendly  Power  for 
the  highest  pacific  purposes,  and  should 
have  their  Conferences   wantonly  dis- 
turbed by  the  clash  of  arms.     How  did 
this  arbitration  with  a  friendly  State, 
and  these  amicable  Conferences  between 
the  two  Powers — how   did   they  differ 
from  the  Conference  of  1878,  for  which 
the  then  Conservative  Government  asked 
for  a  Vote  ?  Why,  if  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's contention  was  sound,  did  he 
now  invite  the  House  of  Commons  to 
depart  from  the  maxim  which  he  him- 
self had  laid  down,  and  disturb  this 
Conference  with  Bussia  and  a  friendly 
State  by  the  clash  of  arms  ?    This  was 
not  his  argument;  he  would  not  give 
twopence  for  it.     He  did  not  believe  in 
the  lines  upon  which  it  was  based  or  in 
the  contention  by  which  it  was  put  for- 
ward.    His  argument  was  that  a  Vote 
of  Credit  so  enormous  was  the  largest 
demand    which    a    Government    could 
make  ux>on  the  confidence  of  Parliament, 
and  he  contended  that  the  circumstances 
which  on  Monday  last  might  have  been 
more  or  less  favourable  to  a  unanimous 
expression  of  confidence,  were  now  dis- 
tinctly unfavourable.     He  did  not  think 
it  was  possible  for  any  Member  of  that 
House  opposed  in  political  views  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  allow  this  Vote 
to  take  immediate  effect  without  debate 
and  protest,  for  if  they  passed  it  without 
protest  they  would  be  thereby  express- 


ing confidence  in  the  Government  which 
it  was  perfectly  impossible  to  entertain. 
The  Prime  Minister  in  his  speech  on 
Monday  said  that  the  time  of  bringing 
forward  a  Vote  of  Credit  was  not  the 
moment  to  bring  the  Government  to 
book.  That  was  a  most  eztraordinaxy 
contention,  and  he  could  not  refrain 
from  asking  what  the  Liberals  did  in 
1878.  He  looked  upon  the  action  of  the 
Government  in  1878,  and  the  Constitu- 
tional action,  whatever  else  it  might 
have  been,  of  the  then  Opposition,  and 
he  wanted  to  know  why  the  Members  of 
the  Tory  Party  were  to  depart  from  such 
Constitutional  action  when  the  Liberal 
Government  was  in  Office  ?  He  sub- 
mitted that  a  Vote  of  Credit  was  the  only 
opportunity  which  independent  Mem- 
bers had  of  calling  attention  to  the  policy 
of  the  Government.  If  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition,  as  the  mouthpiece  of  his 
Party,  desired  to  call  in  question  the 
conduct  of  the  Government,  he  had  only 
to  frame  a  Motion  and  lay  it  on  the 
Table  to  find  an  opportunity  given  him 
to  discuss  it ;  but  independent  Members, 
like  those  sitting  near  him,  had  no  op- 
portunity of  placing  their  views  before 
Parliament  and  the  country  unless  they 
took  advantage  of  these  Votes  of  Credit. 
Now,  the  granting  of  a  Vote  of  Credit 
of  £1 1,000.000  which  the  Prime  Minister 
had  demanded  was  the  most  unlimited 
mark  of  confidence  in  a  Government 
which  Parliament  could  show.  There 
were  at  the  present  time  many  weighty 
reasons  why  many  hon.  Members  could 
not  feel  that  confidence  in  the  Govern- 
ment, and  many  reasons  against  allow- 
ing it  to  appear  to  the  country  or  to 
Europe  that  they  had  confidence  in  the 
Government  in  this  matter.  What  he 
wanted  to  point  out  was  that  the  respon- 
sibility of  Parliament  with  regard  to  this 
question  was  greater  than  the  respon- 
sibility of  the  Government.  The  Prime 
Minister  in  his  Mid  Lothian  campaign 
insisted,  and  rightly  and  properly  in- 
sisted, that  he  was  not  arraigning  the 
Government  of  England,  but  Parlia- 
ment, which  had  sanctioned  the  action 
of  the  Government.  The  responsibility 
of  Parliament,  therefore,  became  very 
heavy,  and  could  not  be  lightly  assumed. 
But  if  Parliament  protested  against  the 
action  of  the  Government,  the  respon- 
sibility remained  upon  the  shoulders  of 
the  Government.  Whatever  others 
might  now  do  he,  at  any  rate,  wished  to 
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enter  a  protest  against  the  conduct  of  the 
Government  in  submitting  a  Vote  of 
Credit  without  giving  the  slightest  infor- 
mation as  to  Uie  nature  of  the  policy 
which  they  meant  to  pursue  by  means 
of  that  Vote.  He  entered  a  reservation 
because  even  now  it  was  obvious,  from 
what  had  passed  across  the  Table  to- 
night, that  it  was  impossible  to  elicit 
from  the  Ministers  what  was  the  exact 
point  at  issue  between  the  Government 
of  Bussia  and  the  English  Gt)vernment, 
and  he  wished  humbly,  but  still  as 
earnestly  as  he  could,  to  raise  a  warning 
to  the  Government  and  to  the  House  as 
to  the  nature  of  the  Power  with  whom 
we  were  dealing,  and  as  to  the  nature  of 
the  interests  of  India.  For  that  purpose 
he  would  venture  to  ask  the  indulgence 
of  Parliament.  There  were  two  parties 
with  whom  independent  Members  of  the 
House  of  Commons  had  to  deal  in  this 
matter.  They  had  to  deal  directly  with 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  in- 
directly with  the  Government  of  Bussia; 
and  it  was  perfectly  certain,  and  he 
thought  he  should  be  able  to  prove  it  to 
the  House,  that  in  the  Government  of 
Bussia  the  Parliament  of  England  could 
place  no  confidence.  He  thought  it 
would  also  be  obvious  to  the  House, 
from  what  he  should  lay  before  them, 
and  from  what  had  passed  to-night,  that 
in  the  Government  of  the  Queen  the 
Parliament  of  England  could  place  no 
confidence.  He  did  not  know  whether 
there  were  many  Members  who  were 
aware  that  at  the  present  moment,  and 
for  a  long  time  past,  Bussia  had  been 
deliberately  violating  a  solemn  agree- 
ment entered  into  by  her,  and  curiously 
enough,  an  agreement  more  or  less 
based  upon  arbitration.  That  agreement 
between  the  Government  of  Bussia  and 
the  Government  of  the  Queen  was  the 
result  of  negotiations  which  extended  over 
more  than  two  years — from  1869  to  1872. 
The  negotiation  was  commenced  by  Lord 
Clarendon  and  Prince  Gortchakoff,  on 
tho  proposal  of  Lord  Clarendon.  In 
reply  to  Lord  Clarendon  Prince  Gort- 
chakoff said — 

*'The  Czar  looks  upon  Afghanistan  as  com- 
pletely outside  the  sphere  within  which  Kussia 
may  he  called  upon  to  exercise  her  influence." 

Shortly  afterwards  Lord  Clarendon  and 
Vnuce  Gortchakoff  happened  to  meet  in 
Germany,  each  of  them  taking  the  Ger- 
man waters.  They  had  an  interview  at 
Heidelberg,  and  Prince  Gortchakoff  as- 
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sured  Lord  Clarendon  that  Hussia  h^d 
no  further  intention  of  going  Soatfa,  and 
that  extension  of  territory  was  not  the 
object  of  the  Imperial  Govemment.     So 
things  went  on,  and  unfortunately  Lord 
Clarendon  died  and  was  succeeded  by 
Earl  Granville,  and  it  was  quickly  de- 
cided that  the  boundary  of  Afghamctaa 
was  to  be  fixed,  and  that  the  arbitrator 
or  referee  to  whom  all  British  plans  and 
views  and  British  maps  were  to  be 
ferred  was  to  be  General  Kaufman, 
was  on  the  spot.     Time  dragg^  on.  mad 
General  Kaufman  made  no  Keport  whick 
was  communicated  to  the  Biitiah  Go- 
vernment, upon  which  Earl   GhanrilU 
showed  the  only  signs  of   energy  and 
courage  which  he  had  ever  been  able  to 
detect  in  the  whole  of  that  great  maa't 
career.    The  noble  Earl  wrote  a  some- 
what dignified  and    even    peremptoiT 
despatch  to  the  Bussian  GK>TernnieBt 
saying  that  he  should  not  wait  any  longer 
for  the  Beport  of  General  Kaufman,  bm 
that  he  would  himself  define  the  bova- 
dary  of  Afghanistan.    The  noble  £al 
did  so,  and  the  boundary  he  laid  dowa 
was  deliberately  and  solemnly  accepted 
by  Prince  Gortchakoff  in  the  year  187). 
In  a  despatch  of  the  19th  January,  I87S, 
alluding  to  the  boundary    and    othsr 
details,    Prince    Gortchakoff  wrote  to 
Baron  Brunnow,  the  Bussian  AmbasBi- 
dor  at  this  Court — 

*^  Consideriiig  the  difficulties  expeneaotdn 
establishing  the  facts  in  all  their  detailB,  oam- 
sidering  the  great  facilities  which  the  Britiab 
Government  possesses  for  collecting  the  precve 
data,  and,  above  all,  considering  the  wiA  <£ 
His  Imperial  Majesty  not  to  give  to  a  maXtm  d 
detail  an  importtuice  which  is  not  due  to  ii,  m 
accept  tho  boundarv  line  laid  down,  and  tx'va 
that  our  doing  so  will  be  accepted  as  a  prool  d 
the  desire  of  our  augast  master  to  tw^»«t*in  tmi 
consolidate  friendly  relations  with  the  OoT«a> 
ment  of  Queen  Victoria." 

Thus  agreement  was  arrived  at,  and 
curiously  enough  an  article  written  bj 
the  Prime  Minister  and  describing  thst 
agreement  appeared  in  7^e  Nin^t^^i 
Century  just  a  year  after  it  had  beea 
concluded.  The  Prime  Minister  in  that 
article  said — 

<'  During  the  existence  of  the  late  AdmiBi*- 
tration  [his  own  Government]  a  wiae«  padfic* 
and  friendlv  negotiation,  due  to  the  Iw*- 
thought  and  initiative  of  Lord  Clarendon,  vm 
instituted  with  Russia  to  promote  the  ten* 
quillity  of  Central  Asia  and  to  insure  a  foed 
understanding  between  the  two  Empires  in  thit 
portion  of  the  world.  It  was  an  Beswitial  Dvt 
of  this  understandinir.  and  was  so  XDoorM  la 
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many  avowals,  that  Russia  should  abstain  from 
all  endeavours  to  exercise  excessive  influence  in 
Afgliaiiistan ;  while  England,  on  the  other 
hand,  was  to  use  her  best  efforts  for  inducing 
tlie  Ameer  to  fulfil  the  duties  of  good  neigh- 
l>onThood  towards  his  northern  neighbours,  who 
-were  the  neighbours,  on  tiie  other  side,  of 
Russia." 

Tliat  agreement,  entered  into  after  long 
neg^otiation,  was  the  agreement  which. 
Xtussia  was  deliberately  breaking  at  the 
present   moment,  and  which  she   had 
been  breaking  for  many  days.      The 
agreement  so  accomplished  and  entered 
into  by  the    British   Government  was 
relied  upon  by  the  British  Gbvernment, 
although  three  times  previously  Bussia 
had  voluntarily  given  pledges  to  this 
country  with  respect  to  Central  Asia, 
and    had    deliberately    broken    those 
pledges.    In  1864  the  Eussian  Forces 
oaptiired  Tohenken,  in  Turkestan,  and 
defeated  the  Ameer  of  Bokhara.    Prince 
Qortchakoff,  on  hearing  of  these  suc- 
cesses, at  once  and  voluntarily  issued  a 
manifesto   to  Europe  in  general,  and 
England  in  particular,  in  which  he  de- 
clared that — 

>  «  The  final  point  of  Russian  advance  had  been 
reached,  fixing  for  us  with  geographical  preci- 
sion the  limit  up  to  which  we  must  advance  and 
at  which  we  must  halt.*' 

That  declaration  could  hardly  have  been 
considered  by  our  GoTemment  and  Par- 
liament, before  in   1865  Bussia  again 
declared  war  upon  Bokhara,  and  cap- 
tured   the  city  of  Tashkend.     Prince 
Gortchakoff  thereupon  voluntarily  issued 
a  second  manifesto  addressed  to  Europe 
in  general,  and  England  in  particular, 
in  which  he  declared  that  the  Ozar  had 
no  desire  to  add  further  to  his  dominions. 
This  despatch  was  scarcely  connidered 
by  the    Government    and    Parliament 
before  the  Bussians  again  advanced, 
captured  the  town  of  Khojend  in  1866, 
and  annexed  the  province  of  Khokan  in 
1867.     Again,  another  manifesto  from 
Prince  Gortchakoff  declared   that  the 
limits  of   Bussian  advance  had    been 
reached.     All  these  declarations  were 
made  voluntarily  on  the  part  of  the 
Bassian    GK>Temment    and    were    not 
called  for  by  the  British  Government. 
In   1868   Bussia    again    declared  war 
against  Bokhara,  annexed  Samarcand, 
and  finally  forced  the  Ameer  of  Bokhara 
to  become  a  subject  of  the  Ozar.    These 
were  the  three  pledges  which,  prior  to 
the  negotiations  between  Lord  Claren- 
don and  Prince  Ghnrtchakoff,  Bussia  had 


voluntarily  given,  and  which  she  had 
deliberately  broken.  In  the  circum- 
stances, the  negotiations  of  1869  to 
1 873  were  begun  and  finished.  He  now 
came  to  what  he  might  call  the  crown- 
ing  act  of  treachery.  While  the  nego- 
tiations were  going  on,  and  towards 
the  close  of  them,  the  news  came  to 
England  of  a  large  Bussian  expedition 
which  was  being  prepared  for  the  con- 
quest of  Khiva.  This  caused  great  ap- 
prehensions in  England,  and  in  order  to 
allay  them  the  Czar  sent  a  special  Envoy 
to  England — Count  Shouvaloff — who  ar- 
rived in  1 873.  He  informed  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  present  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, through  Lord  Granville,  who  was 
then  Foreign  Secretary,  that  the  expedi- 
tion to  Khiva  was  a  very  little  one,  con- 
sisting of  only  four  and  a-half  batta- 
lions, and  that  its  purpose  was  to  punish 
acts  of  brigandage.  He  then  declared 
in  words  aftrwards  embodied  in  a  de- 
spatch from  Earl  Granville— 

"Far  from  its  being  the  intention  of  the 
Czar  to  take  possession  of  Khiya,  positive 
orders  have  been  issued  to  prevent  it.*' 

At  the  time  that  Bussia  was  giving  this 
distinct  and  unsolicited  pledge,  what 
was  the  real  nature  of  this  very  small 
expedition  ?  It  consisted  of  five  columns 
of  12,000  men.  General  Kaufman  was 
the  Commander-in-Chief;  Khiva  was 
stormed  and  the  whole  territory  of  the 
Khan  of  Khiva  was  annexed.  He  did 
not  hesitate  to  say  that  of  all  the  dupli- 
city and  treachery  of  which  examples 
might  be  found  in  the  annals  of  dip- 
lomacy and  international  intercourse 
nothing  exceeded  this  for  blackness  and 
perfidy.  It  was  the  greatest  and  most 
deliberate  falsehood  which  was  ever 
told  by  one  great  Power  to  another 
with  which  it  professed  to  be  in  friendly 
relation.  What  happened  ?  This  state 
of  things  was  so  terrible  that  Lord  Gban- 
ville  utterly  collapsed ;  it  was  altogether 
too  much  for  him.  He  wrote  at  once  to 
Prince  Gortchakoff,  and  he  used  lan- 
guage just  like  that  which  the  Gt>vern- 
ment  were  now  using,  and  resembling 
that  of  the  Prime  Minister  that  after- 
noon.   He  said  he 

"  Saw  no  practical  advantage  in  examining 
too  minutely  how  far  the  Treaty  arrangements 
are  in  strict  accordance  with  the  assurances  of 
Count  Shouvaloflf.'* 

Was  there  not  a  similarity  between  that 
and  what  was  said  now?  The  noble 
Earl  at  onoe  expressed  a  hope  of  ar- 
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riving  at  a  frank  and  dear  understand- 
ing regarding  the  respective  position  in 
Central  Asia.  Curiously  enough,  the 
Prime  Minister  had  tt ritten  an  opinion 
upon  the  Khiva  incident,  showing  how 
far  he  would  go  to  meet  the  enemies  of 
his  country.  In  January,  1 879,  the*  right 
hon.  Gentleman  wrote  a  curious  article 
well  worth  the  attention  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  which  appeared  in  The  Nine- 
teenth Century,  with  the  title  of  "  The 
Friends  and  Foes  of  Eussia."  Speaking 
of  the  Emperor  of  Bussia,  he  said — 

<'  It  is  true  that  he  gave  to  EnglaDd  assur- 
ances about  Khiva  whidi  he  has  been  unable  to 
fulfil.  The  assurances  were  that  positive  orders 
had  been  issued  to  prevent  the  annexation  of 
Ehiva.  But  the  military  measures  taken 
against  the  Khan  apparently  had  in  view  the 
real  necessities  of  peace  and  order  in  that 
region,  from,  which  plunder  and  kidnapping 
had  been  expelled.  There  is  little  in  weir 
accompaniment  either  of  profit  or  of  power, 
which  would  warrant  the  imputation  of  an  un- 
worthy motive.  It  is  more  just  to  ascribe  the 
Emperor's  original  promise  of  entire  abstention 
to  an  honourable  anxiety  for  the  friendship^  of 
England  and  as  an  over-sanguine  expectation 
than  to  denounce  as  an  act  of  bad  faith  a  resort 
to  force  which  has  every  appearance  of  reason 
and  of  justice." 

That  opinion  was  written  six  years  after 
the  occurrence,  and  therefore  it  had  no 
effect  upon  the  negotiations  of  the  time. 
Prince  Gortchakotf  seemed  to  be  greatly 
pleased  at  the  attitude  of  the  English 
Government,  and  it  must  have  been 
almost  more  than  he  expected.  He 
wrote  back  to  Lord  Granville  a  letter 
in  which  he  expressed  his  entire 
satisfaction  with  the  just  view  Lord 
Granville  had  taken,  and  reiterated 
the  positive  assurance  that  the  Im- 
perial Cabinet  persisted  in  considering 
Afghanistan  as  entirely  outside  its  sphere 
of  action.  He  went  on  to  add  that  the 
Imperial  Government  had  no  intention 
of  organizing  an  expedition  against  the 
Turcomans.    Now  intervened  the  Em- 

£eror  of  Eussia  personally,  and  he  told 
lord  Augustus  Loftus — *'  Happen  what 
might,  the  Imperial  Government  would 
never  interfere  in  the  internal  affairs  of 
Afghanistan."  Then  came  the  Em- 
peror's visit  to  England,  and  Prince 
Gortchakoff  wrote  to  Baron  Brunnow  in 
1874,  in  order  apparently  to  make  things 
pleasant  all  round  in  England,  that  the 
order  of  the  Emperor  had  been  issued 
that  no  expedition  should  be  undertaken 
in  the  direction  of  Merv  —  that  was, 
against  the  Turcomans — ^in  such  peremp- 

Lm'd  Randolph  Churchill 


tory  terms  that  no  local  ambition  would 
dare  to  take  the  liberty  of  transgressing 
them.    Did  the  House  know  that  at  that 
very  moment  Prince  Gortchakoff  wrote 
that  despatch  to  Baron  Brunnow  tlie 
Bussian  General  in  command  in  Central 
Asia  was  issuing  a  circular  to  the  Tur- 
coman Chiefs  informing  them  that  he 
had  been  appointed  to  supreme  authority 
over  the  country  between  the  Caspian 
Sea,  Merv,  and  the  Oxus,  and  sanunon- 
ing  the  Chiefs  to  come  in  and  make 
their  submission  at  Krasnovodak  ?  Thai 
pledge  was  violated,  he  made  no  donbt, 
with  the  knowledge  of  the  Haasian  Go- 
vernment at  the  moment.      Naturallj 
enough,  the  English  Government  took 
the  opportunity  of  calling  the  attention 
of  Hussia  to  the  singular  discrepancy 
which  had  taken  place,  and  Prince  Gort- 
chakoff's  reply  was  sublime.      He  said 
he  could  not  comprehend  in  what  way 
the  incident  could  affect  Great  Biitaia. 
And  yet  this  was  a  promise  volontaiily 
given  and  deliberately  broken.      They 
then  came  to  the  year  1875,  when  a 
Conservative  Government  was  in  OfiBoe. 
Prince    Gortchakoff    wrote    to    Count 
Schouvaloff  that  the  Emperor  had  no 
intention  of  extending  the  frontiers  of 
Eussia  such  as  they  then  existed   in 
Central    Asia,   either   on    the  aide    of 
Bokhara  or  on  that  of  the  Attrek.  In  the 
same  year  the  Emperor  of  Bussia  finally 
annexed  the  entire  Province  of  Khokan. 
In  1 878,  when  there  was  a  great  deal  of 
friction    consequent    upon   the  Hoaso- 
Turkish  War,  the  Bussian  Government 
voluntarily  declared  to  the  Engliah  Am- 
bassador mat  all  their  former  asauranoet 
in  regard  to  Aighanistan  had  recovered 
their  validity.    That  was  in  the  month 
of  September,  1878.    In  the  month  of 
November  the  Bussian  Government  sent 
their  Mission  to  Cabul.    Then,  in  1879, 
M.  de  Giers  wrote  to  inform  Lord  Dof- 
ferin — 


'*  In  the  most  positive  maimer  that  thovt 
no  intention  on  the  part  of  the  Russian  Gorem* 
ment  to  go  to  Merv." 

A  few  days  later  M.  de  (Hers  again 

wrote  to  Lord  Dufferin  conveying  the — 

'*  Express  approTal  by  ffis  M^^cslj  (Hm 
Emperor)  of  the  assurances  be  bad  girsm  as  lo 
the  non-advanoe  of  Russian  troops  on  Msrr.** 

A  fortnight  later  the  Emperor  hrmsrff 

<'  Was  pleased  to  assure  Lofd  Dofirai  tbai 
there  was  no  intention  of  the  Riismsti  trsops 
advancing  on  Merr.*' 

Then  he  came  to  the  year  1880,  whan 
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the  present  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
and  Lord  GhranviUe  returned  to  Office. 
In  1881  was  effected  the  final  conquest 
of  the  Tekke  Turcomans ;  the  whole  of 
the  territory  was  annexed  hy  Russia, 
and  the  railway  was  concluded  to  Kizil 
Arvat.  Curiously  enough,  he  found  hy 
a  comparison  of  the  dates  that  at  the 
very  moment  when  the  Tekke  Turco- 
mans were  thus  conquered,  and  their 
territory  annexed,  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  his  Indian  Secretary,  and  his 
Viceroy  were  engaged  in  destroying  the 
last  renmant  of  the  railway  hetween 
Quetta  and  Sihi,  and  offering  the  rails 
for  sale  in  the  Indian  markets  as  old 
iron.  Then  they  came,  in  1881,  to  the 
communication  from  Baron  Jomini  to 
Mr.  Wyndham,  British  Oharff6d' Affaires, 
when  the  question  of  the  ooundary  of 
Afghanistan  was  raised.  Baron  Jomini 
said — 

*'  That  their  furthest  point  now  was  Askahad, 
bnt  that  G^eral  Bkobeleff  had  dlscoyered  some 
very  fertile  country  further  south,  where  a 
complete  state  of  disorder  existed ;  that  there 
was  Sarakhs  also  to  he  considered ;  that  it  was 
not  Persian,  and  it  would  he  necessary  to 
estahUsh  some  form  of  government  there  as 
elsewhere." 

What  was  the  nature  of  the  position  at 
that  moment  ?  It  was  entirely  changed 
from  the  position  of  affairs  in  1869  and 
in  1873,  when  the  Duke  of  Argyll,  and 
even  Mr.  Disraeli  himself,  said  that  he 
had  no  ohjection  to  Russia  advancing 
to  a  given  point.  In  1881  they  had  a 
greatly  increased  knowledge  of  the  de- 
signs of  Russia;  they  were  aware  of 
General  Skobeleff's  plans ;  they  had  in 
their  hands  the  compromising  corre* 
spondence  of  Russia  with  Oabul;  and 
tney  had  also  a  distinct  movement  for- 
ward on  her  part  towards  Afghanistan. 
WeU,  in  1882.  Lord  Ghranville  wrote  to 
Sir  Edward  Thornton — 

"  The  friendly  relations  between  England  and 
Bossia  had  rarely,  if  ever,  been  on  a  hotter 
footing ; " 

and  he  suggested 

''an  agreement  hetween  England  and  Russia 
and  Persia  for  the  settlement  of  frontier  now 
undefined." 

But  the  Russian  (Government  by  that 
time  took  a  tery  fair  estimate  of  the 
British  Foreign  Secretary,  and  did  not 
make  the  smallest  attempt  to  conceal 
their  contempt  for  any  suggestion  that 
he  made.  Count  Lobanoff  intimated, 
in  reply,  that  the  boundaxy  between 


Russia  and  Persia  was  a  question  be- 
tween those  two  States,  and  that  Eng- 
land had  no  right  to  interfere.  He  also 
subsequently  intimated  that  he  was  in- 
structed to  say  his  Government  acknow- 
ledged the  continued  validity  of  the  agree- 
ment* between  Prince  Gortchakoff  and 
Lord  Clarendon,  by  which  Afghanistan 
was  admitted  to  be  beyond  the  sphere  of 
Russian  interference.  There  was  some 
laughter  on  the  part  of  the  Home  Secre- 
tary when  he  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill) 
attached  some  importance  to  that  agree- 
ment between  Prince  Qortchakoff  and 
Lord  Clarendon;  yet  the  Russian  Oo- 
vernment  acknowledged  its  validity  only 
two  years  ago.  [Sir  Williak  Har- 
ooubt:  Hear,  hear!]  But  they  were 
breaking  it  now.  If  the  Home  Secretary 
would  allow  him  to  hand  to  him  across 
the  House  the  despatch  in  which  that 
agreement  was  set  forth  with  the  boun- 
daries of  Afghanistfim  he  would  find 
that  the  Russian  Army  had  long  ago 
passed  those  boundaries.  He  challenged 
any  Minister  to  deny  it.  Lord  Kimberley 
himself  had  admitted  it  in  the  House  of 
Lords.  He  said,  then,  that  they  were 
attempting  to  negotiate  now  with  a  (Go- 
vernment which  deliberately  violated 
the  agreement  into  which  it  had  en- 
tered and  the  continued  validity  of 
which  it  acknowledged  in  1882.  The 
Home  Secretary  would  perhaps  take 
part  in  that  debate,  and  he  hoped  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  attempt 
to  sustain  his  view  by  argument.  Lord 
Ghranville  and  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  had  an  interview  with  the  Russian 
Ambassador  in  March,  1882,  and  being 
together  he  supposed  that  they  became 
courageous,  because  they  insisted  on  the 
right  of  England  to  have  a  voice  in  the 
determination  of  the  boundaries  of 
Persia;  and  the  Ambassador  replied 
that  that  matter  concerned  Russia  and 
Persia  exclusively.  Lord  Ghranville  anun 
collapsed  and  wrote  a  despatch,  in  which 
he  said  he  saw  no  objection  to  the  matter 
being  settled  between  Russia  and  Persia. 
That  was  in  March,  1882 ;  and  then  the 
news  reached  England  that  on  October 
28,  1881,  the  Russian  Colonel  had  con- 
cluded a  Convention  with  the  Elders  of 
Merv  preparatory  to  their  submission  to 
Russia,  although,  on  the  18th  of  June, 
1881,  M.  de  Giers  and  Baron  Jomini 
had  stated  to  Mr.  Wyndham  that ''  there 
was  no  question  of  negotiating  a  Treaty 
with  the  Merv  Turoomans."  On  Feb.  15, 
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1884,  Sir  Edward  Thornton  telegraphed 
from  St.  Petersburg  in  the  following 
terms : — 

"His  Imperial  Majesty  has  determined  to 
accept  the  allegiance  of  the  Merv  Turcomans 
and  to  send  an  officer  to  administer  the  Govern- 
ment of  that  region." 

There  all  their  official  information  ended. 
And  what  was  the  nature  of  that  informa- 
tion ?  It  was  a  series  of  pledges  voluntarily 
given,  and  deliberately  broken,  a  long 
and  uninterrupted  tissue  of  treachery, 
fraud,  and  falsehood.  Nowcame  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Boundary  Commission.    The 
Prime  Minister  said  that  he  thought  that 
it  was  first  of  all  suggested  by  Bussia. 
All  they  knew  was  that  it  was  arranged 
between  the  two  Governments   that  a 
Boundary  Commission  should  meet  on 
the  spot ;  that  we  were  to  send  our  Com- 
missioner, and  the  Bussian  Government 
were  to  send  theirs  ;   and   they  knew 
that  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  went  hoping  to 
meet  the   Bussian  Commissioner,    and 
found  no  Bussian    Commissioner,   but 
found  a  hostile  Bussian  Army  advancing 
with    drums    beating    from    Sarakhs. 
Sarakhs,  Pul-i-Khisti,  and  Penjdeh  had 
all  been   rapidly  occupied,  and  Herat 
now   at    any  moment   was  admittedly 
within  the  grasp  of  the  Bussian  Army. 
All   these   proceedings  which  he  had 
endeavoured   rapidly  to  summarize  to 
the  House  had  occupied  a  period  of  20 
years — from  1865  to  1885 — during  eight 
of  which  the  Conservatives  had  been  in 
Office,  and  during  12  of  which  the  Party 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
had    been    in    Office.     But,    curiously 
enough,  the  chief  and  worst  features  of 
all  these  Bussian  advances  had  taken 
place  imder  the  Administration  of  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  and  Lord 
Granville.    It  was  important,  therefore, 
to  recall  the  recorded  views  of  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  as  to  the  Bussian 
advances.     All  these  things  were  being 
negotiated  upon  now  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government ;  they  were  called  upon  to 
place  an  immense  Vote  of  Confidence  in 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  and,  there- 
fore, he   would   say   that  before  they 
hastily  and  rashly  gave  that   Vote  of 
Confidence  it  was  not  without  import- 
ance to  recall  the  views  of   the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  himself.    It  was 
supposed   that  at  one  time  the   First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  attached  a  great 
deal  of  importance  to  the  Komaroff  in- 
cident.   He  had  grave  doubts  as  to  the 
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genuineness  of  that  opinion  of  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  because  he  re* 
membered  another  similar  incident  that 
took  place  in  the  Khivan  campaigTi  of 
1873— an  incident  similarly  in  the  na- 
ture of  an  unprovoked  aggression,  hut 
widely  different  in  its  far  greaxer 
ferocity,  cruelty,  and  treachery.  It  had 
been  a  terrible  incident  —  one  of  the 
most  awful  things,  perhaps,  that  had 
ever  stained  the  history  of  conquest  by 
any  State — the  extermination  of  the 
tribes  of  the  Tekke  Turcomans  by  Gene- 
ral Kaufman,  after  Kbiva  had  fallen. 
Curiously  enough,  the  First  Lord  of  the 
the  Treasury  had  written  an  elaborate 
article  containing  a  most  ingenious  and 
powerful  defence  of  that  proceeding. 
It  had  appeared  in  The  Contempormrg 
Review  in  1876.  In  that  article  of  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  there  was 
one  opinion  with  reg^ard  to  Bosaia  and 
Asia — and  he  attached  great  importance 
to  it,  because  it  was  in  writing  and  was 
undoubtedly  within  the  knowledge  of 
Bussia  and  her  Ministers — in  which  the 
Prime  Minister  had  said — 


"  I  know  of  no  reason  why  Afjghanintin  a&*^ 
Herat  should  not  for  an  indefinite  time  sepa- 
rate Bussia  from  Indian  Asia ;  no  reaaon  for 
imputing  to  Russia  an  ambition  of  sm^ifiii 
ness  which,  in  my  opinion,  is  not  leas  absorb 
than  guilty ;  no  reason  for  believing,  bat  ererj 
reason  for  disbelieving,  that  if  that  odiooi  im- 
putation is  to  be  made  and  also  to  be  rerified, 
and  if  a  military  contest  were  to  arise,  her 
means  of  conducting  it  are  either  superior  or 
even  equal  to  our  own.'* 

Now  to.  come  to  the  year  1880,  when 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  as  the 
Leader  of  the  Liberal  Party,  bad  gone 
down  to  contest  Mid  Lothian.  He  found 
that  the  Prime  Minister's  opinion  in 
1 880  as  to  the  Bussian  advance  was  to 
this  effect.  Speaking  at  West  Calder, 
he  had  said — 

"  I  have  no  fear  myself  of  the  territorial  ex« 
tensions  of  Russia  in  Asia,  no  fear  of  them 
whatever.  1  think  the  fears  are  no  better  thaa 
old  woman's  fears.'* 

The  old  woman  alluded  to  had  heem 
Lord  Grey ;  at  least,  it  had  heen  sup* 
posed  so  at  the  time.  In  the  fifth  Mid 
Lothian  speech,  a  few  days  later,  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  described 
one  of  the  causes  of  the  Afghan  War 

'*  Absurd  jaalonsiet  of  your  own  with 
to  schemes  from  Buaaia  which  are  impo«ibk 
and  impracticable." 

Perhaps  the  Prime  Minister  or  aome 
Member  of  the  Oovemment  would  ex* 
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plain,  if  tbafc  were  his  opinion  in  1880, 
why  the  House  of  Commons  was  now 
asked  for  £11.000,000  to  defend  the 
interests  of  India  against  schemes  which 
were  '^ impossible  and  impracticable?" 
That  had  been  in  1880,  and  undoubtedly 
their  knowledge  had  increased.  Be- 
tween 1880  and  1884  they  might  think 
that  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
would  have  altered  his  opinion  ;  but  no ; 
his  last  recorded  opinion  was  to  be  found 
in  his  second  progress  in  Mid  Lothian 
last  year.  In  his  second  speech,  again, 
alluding  to  the  late  Afghan  War,  the 
Prime  Minister  talked  about  it  having 
been  caused  by — 

'*That  supposed  ambition  of  Russia  about 
which  your  susceptibilities  are  sometimes  acted 
upon." 

Would  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
say,  if  that  were  his  opinion  in  1884, 
whether  the  Vote  of  £11,000,000  was  an 
attempt  to  practise  upon  the  suscepti- 
bilities of  the  unfortunate  Eadical  Party 
opposite  ?  He  wanted  to  know  how,  in 
the  face  of  all  that  historical  description 
of  the  advances  of  Bussia,  and  the  re- 
corded opinion  of  the  highest  authori- 
ties, the  Government  and  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  had  the  face  to  ask  the 
House  for  £11,000,000,  without  vouch- 
safing to  Parliament  the  slightest  infor- 
mation ;  but,  more  than  that,  how  the 
FirstLordof  the  Treasury  had  thecourage 
to  lay  down  the  opinion  that  the  Vote  oi 
Credit,  under  all  these  circumstances, 
was  not  a  moment  for  bringing  the  Qo- 
yernment  to  book  ?  He  thougnt  he  had 
shown  reasons  why  the  House  of  Com- 
mons should  place  no  confidence  in  any 
declaration  that  had  been  made  by  the 
Imperial  Government  of  Bussia,  and 
why  he  thought  Parliament  could  place 
no  real  confidence  in  the  Advisers  of  the 
Crown.  But  when  they  remembered 
other  incidents — the  famous  declaration 
in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne  that  the 
Government  would  maintain  the  au- 
thority of  the  Crown  in  South  Africa, 
and  that  that  authority  had  not  been 
maintained;  the  declaration  that  the 
Government  would  rescue  General 
Gt)rdon,  and  that  General  Gordon  had 
not  been  rescued  ;  the  declaration  only 
a  few  months  ago  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  intended  to  smash  the 
power  of  the  Mahdi,  and  that  that 
power  had  not  been  smashed,  and  was 
not  to  be  smashed ;  the  disgraceful  and 
degrading  incident  of  how  Her  Majesty's 
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Government  had  led  that  poor  little  pro- 
tected Government  of  Egypt  into  a 
horrible  muddle,  and  had  forced  that  poor 
little  Government  to  wallow  in  the  gutter 
before  France,  and  had  gladly  asso- 
ciated themselves  in  that  act  of  humility 
— when  they  remembered  all  this  in  con- 
nection with  the  incidents  specially  con- 
nected with  the  Bussian  advances,  it 
was  impossible  for  them  to  repose  the 
slightest  confidence  in  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  and  others  might  perhaps 
say  to  him — "  Why  are  you  dragging  up 
all  these  questions  ?  You  want  to  in- 
flame the  situation — ["Hear,  hear !  "] 
— you  want  war ;  you  belong  to  the  War 
Party."  ["Hear,  hear!"]  He  was 
sure  that  those  cheers  would  come.  All 
that  he  could  sav  was  that  such  an  ac- 
ousation  would  be  a  very  wrong  one,  a 
very  foolish  one,  and  a  very  superficial 
one.  His  object  in  recalling  all  this  to 
the  notice  of  the  House  of  Commons — 
an  object  which  he  had  had  before  he 
came  down  to  the  House,  and  which  had 
since  been  greatly  strengthened — had 
been  to  show  the  impossibility — the 
hopeless  impossibility —  of  providing 
for  the  security  of  India  by  any  agree- 
ment with  Bussia.  They  might  make 
any  agreement  with  Bussia  that  they 
chose ;  but  the  security  of  India  must  be 
sought  for  by  other  methods  and  other 
ways.  Those  methods  and  those  ways 
did  not  necessarily  include  war.  As  a 
general  rule,  war  was  a  pastime  of  fools 
who  had  nothing  better  to  do ;  but  ac- 
tual war  was  rarely  contemplated,  much 
less  resorted  to,  by  persons  of  intelli- 
gence, experience,  and  seriousness.  But 
as  to  the  security  of  India,  he  would  in- 
dicate only  a  few  of  the  methods  by 
which  it  could  be  provided  for.  It  could 
be  provided  for,  in  the  first  place,  either 
by  the  improvement  and  perfection  of 
our  Frontier,  by  the  negotiation  of 
powerful  alliances,  and  by  the  tighten- 
ing of  the  bonds  of  union  and  of  com- 
mon action  between  England  and  her 
Dependencies,  or  it  might  be  provided  by 
the  concentration  of  inexhaustible  and 
irresistible  defensive  resources.  There 
were  many  other  methods ;  but  what  he 
feared  was  this — ^that  these  methods 
would  all  be  neglected  and  postponed  in 
the  extravagant— perhaps  purposely  ex- 
travagant— attention  which  was  being 
given  to  a  little  sandy  strip  of  desert 
and  the  paltry  skirmish  between  two 
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barbarian  Chiefs.  If  these  were  neg- 
leoted  or  postponed,  be  knew  that  great 
and  incalculable  damages  would  accrue 
to  tbs  Empire.  la  the  last  speecli  he 
erer  made  the  late  Lord  BeaconaGnld 
said  that  the  \ej  of  India  was  London— 
that  it  laj  in  the  resources  of  the  English 
people.  In  one  sense  Lord  Beaconefield 
was  wrong,  or  it  might  be  that  he  was 
only  half  right.  He  agreed  that  the 
key  of  India  was  not  at  Herat  nor  at 
Penjdeh.  or  in  the  hands  of  General 
KomarofF  or  of  Sir  Peter  Lumsden ;  but 
it  was  not  altogether  Loudon  in  the  sense 
Lord  BeaoonsSeld  supposed.  The  key 
of  India  was  in  that  House — on  the 
Treasury  Bench — in  .the  hands  of  those 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  upon  whose  deci- 
Bion  it  would  depend  whether  the  key 
ahouid  be  turned  and  the  lock  opened, 
or  whether  tbe  door  should  be  for  erer 
bolted  and  barred.  He  should  be  glad 
if  he  migbt  make  one  short  oonclnding 
observation  with  regard  to  India  itself, 
which  was  80  closely  and  eo  inseparably, 
and  he  might  say  so  anciently,  connected 
with  the  events  now  under  the  consi- 
deration of  Parliament.  It  was  very 
bad  form,  indeed,  for  any  man  to  go  to 
a  country,  pass  a  certain  time  there,  and 
then  come  forward  and  think  he  was 
empowered  and  entitled  to  prophesy  or 
lay  down  the  law  in  any  way  about  the 
condition  of  affairs  in  that  country.  He 
had  made  a  careful  effort  to  avoid  any 
impntatiou  of  that  kind ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  he  might  say  that  he  did  not 
think  it  possible  for  any  human  being 
of  ordinary  intelligence  to  go  to  India 
under  the  extraordinary  advantages 
which  it  was  his  high  good  fortune,  for 
BOme  reason  or  other,  he  did  not  know 
what,  to  enjoy,  and  to  be  brought  into 
contact  with  all  the  great  personages  of 
the  land,  Native  and  European,  and  to 
hear  what  they  had  to  say,  without 
arriving  at  some  fairly  accurate  general 
oonolusion,  some  fairly  reliable  estimate, 
as  to  the  British  position  in  India.  Well, 
that  being  so,  if  he  might  put  the  case 
■^ore  *1*®^  qualifications,  he  would  say 
haat'ily  'S^^^^  whether  it  was  possible 
Confidence  it  Wi**  ^r'^ir'  !Vn*' 
anoe  to  recall  the'",^^*? -«  *^'^™- 
Lord  of  the  Treasur^^  . 
supposed  that  at  one'  -r 
./^^  Lord  of  the  Treasury  t 
Ji^/*  deal  of  importance  to  th. , 
^  ^a  oident.    He  had  grave  d 
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than  the  weakest  the  moment  we  shoired 
the  faintest  indications  of  relaxing  our 
grasp.  It  was  his  good  fortune  to  hear 
from  an  Indian  official  one  of  the  fioei^t 
descriptions  of  the  Mutiny  he  had  ever 
beard.  He  was  told  how  the  Govern- 
ment, which  appeared  so  strong,  so 
durable,  so  splendid,  so  elaborate,  and 
so  terrible,  was  in  the  space  of  24  honn 
rolled  and  crumpled  np  like  a  scroll  of 
paper,  so  completely  did  it  disappear 
that  no  man  might  know  that  anj  Ge- 
vernment  had  ever  existed  there  before. 
[Criti  of  "No!"]  That  was  the  de- 
scription given  him  by  one  of  the  highest 
officials  in  the  North-West  Provinces  of 
the  state  of  that  part  of  India,  f"  Oh, 
oh  !  "]  Would  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  derided  him^ — — 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  said  nothing. 

LoED  EA.NDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  he  was  alluding  to  the  Secretarr 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department. 
Would  he  deride  him  when  he  told  him 
that  the  gentleman  to  whom  he  referred 
was  no  less  a  person  than  Sir  Alired 
Lyall?  As  we  were  then  so  we  wen 
now.  Our  Government  in  India  was 
still  a  most  magnificent  machine  ;  but 
it  lived  on  nothing  bnt  chancter  and 
credit.  In  addition  to  that,  there  wan 
many  difficulties  and  dangers  in  the  war 
of  India.  He  did  not  know  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  was  awan 
of  it,  but  discontent  of  a  most  seriou 
kind  existed  in  the  Indian  Army  owing 
to  the  pay,  and,  in  a  great  measure,  to 
the  impossibility  of  Native  soldiers  risiag 
to  any  rank  above  that  of  a  sabaltem 
officer.  In  the  second  place,  many  of 
the  Indian  Princes  had  great  grievances 
against  the  Calcutta  Government,  aomt 
of  them  legitimate,  and  more  or  Imb 
well-founded.  All  had  gone  on  for  a 
long  time  neglected  by  the  Govemmeni 
Then  there  was  an  extraordinary  political 
movement  going  on  all  through  India, 
a  movement  which  was  copying  with 
wonderful  fidelity  the  most  perfect  forms 
of  organization  such  as  were  dear  to  the 
minds  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  and 
which  had  for  its  object  the  acqoiiiticB 
by  Natives  of  a  much  larger  share  ia 
the  Government.     That  was  one  of  th« 
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from  one  part  to  another,  producing 
what  we  had  never  before  had  to  deal 
with  in  India — a  novel  and  formidable 
solidarity  and  unanimity  in  Native 
thought  and  action.  In  addition  to  that 
was  the  Native  Indian  Press,  conducted 
every  day  with  more  ability,  knowledge, 
and  discretion,  increasing  in  circulation, 
owing  to  the  very  system  of  education 
provided,  but  which  would  by  no  means 
conceal  the  knowledge  of  facts  which  the 
more  obedient  English  Press  would  sup- 
press. Those  were  among  the  dangers 
to  which  our  rule  was  exposed  in  India. 
He  believed  that  every  one  of  them 
might  be  successfully  met  if  we  emerged 
from  the  present  crisis  with  an  increased 
sense  of  security  and  with  credit  undi- 
minished ;  but  he  felt  sure  that  all 
these  difficulties  and  problems  would 
assume  gigantic  proportions  and  be- 
come insoluble  and  unmanageable  if 
the  result  of  these  negotiations  with 
Bussia  terminated  in  humiliation  for 
England  and  in  diminished  security 
in  India.  He  knew  perfectly  well 
how  very  powerless  one  Member  of 
Parliament  was  against  a  great  Govern- 
ment ;  and  he  knew  well  how  powerless, 
even  from  numerical  weakness,  was  the 
action  of  a  united  Party.  That  being 
so,  it  was  not  his  intention  to  make  even 
an  appeal,  for  he  was  too  weak ;  but  he 
would  make  a  supplication,  couched,  if 
they  wished  it,  in  any  terms,  however 
humble,  which  their  dignity  demanded, 
because  he  felt  earnestly  upon  it.  He 
implored  Her  Majesty's  Gt>vemment  in 
dealing  with  this  crisis,  if  it  were  not 
too  late,  which  he  feared  it  was — this 
crisis  which,  he  believed,  if  wisely  and 
properly  treated,  might  turn  out  one  of 
those  great  opportunities  which  occurred 
rarely  in  the  life  of  a  nation — he  im- 
plored them  in  dealing  with  this  crisis 
to  allow  two  thoughts  chiefly  to  prevail. 
In  the  first  place,  to  keep  a  vivid  me- 
mory for  the  past  perfidy  of  Bussia  and 
a  clear  and  unclouded  view  of  her  pre- 
sent attitude  and  position ;  and,  on  the 
other  hand,  to  thinK  only  of  the  interests 
of  our  Indian  people  and  of  the  immea- 
surable duty  which  we  owed  to  them. 
If  these  thoughts  only  were  to  animate 
their  minds  and  guide  their  actions,  he 
believed  that  even  Her  Majesty's  Gk>- 
vemment  at  that  hour,  late  though  it 
was,  might  effectually  protect  and  pre- 
serve the  honour  and  dignity  of  the 
Empire. 


Mb.  LABOTJCHEBE,  in  moving  to  re- 
duce the  Vote  by  the  sum  of  £4,000,000, 
said,  he  could  not  help  sympathizing  with 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  who  were  led  to 
think  last  Monday  that  the  Premier  was 
going  to  begin  a  policy  of  adventure, 
but  who  now  found  that  peace  was 
practically  assured,  and  who  thereupon 
assailed  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  with 
a  number  of  questions  which,  in  reality, 
were  a  protest  against  peace.  It  seemed 
to  him  that  the  noble  Lord  was  angry 
both  with  Conservative  and  Liberal  Go- 
vernments^ because  they  had  not  made 
war  with  Hussia  whenever  Bussia  made 
the  slightest  approach  within  thousands 
of  miles  of  India.  Certainly  the  noble 
Lord  had  not  by  his  speech  done  any- 
thing to  further  good  feeling  between 
Bussia  and  this  country  by  speaking  of 
Bussia's  treachery,  fraud,  and  falsehood. 
For  his  own  part,  he  rejoiced  greatly 
that  the  war  cloud  had  been  dissipated, 
and  he  was  never  more  satisfied  than 
when  he  heard  the  observations  which 
fell  from  the  Prime  Minister.  At  the 
same  time  he  had  hoped  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  conclude  his 
statement  with  an  intimation  that  the 
whole  of  this  Vote  would  not  be  required. 
It  was  because  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  not  done  so  that  he  proposed  his 
Amendment.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, in  his  speech  on  Monday  last,  said 
that  it  was  not  in  accordance  with  pre- 
cedent that  a  Vote  of  this  nature  should 
be  discussed,  and  he  quoted  three  cases. 
The  first  was  the  China  War ;  but  we 
were  actually  engaged  in  war  with 
China.  The  next  case  was  that  of 
1870;  but  then  there  was  no  question 
of  our  going  to  war.  The  third  case 
was  that  of  1878;  and  here  he  did  not 
think  the  Prime  Minister  proved  his 
point.  In  1878  they  were  engaged  in 
negotiations  with  Bussia,  and  ^ere  was 
a  certain  tension  in  their  relations. 
That  was  precisely  the  case  now.  If 
the  Prime  Minister  was  justified  in 
opposing  the  Vote  in  1878,  they  were 
equally  justified  in  opposing  the  Vote 
on  this  occasion.  He  thought  it  would 
be  far  better  to  put  this  money  to 
objects — such  as  the  building  of  iron- 
clads and  the  strengthening  of  coaling 
stations — which  would  be  of  permanent 
advantage  to  the  country.  What,  he 
asked,  was  at  the  bottom  of  this  dispute? 
It  was  their  old  friend  ''the  road  to 
India."     They  had  always  been  in  a 
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state  of  semi-craze  with  regard  to  tbe 
Bussian  advance  on  India.     This  led 
them  into  the  Crimean  War,  and  this  it 
was  that  led  Lord  Beaconsfield  to  spend 
large  sums  of  money  in  1878,  and  this 
was  at  the  bottom  of  their  whole  Egyp- 
tian policy.    In  India  it  was  the  same. 
It  was  often  said  that  if  you  wanted  to 
avoid  war  you  must  prepare  for  war. 
That  was  true  as  a  general  proposition ; 
but  it  did  not  appear  to  be  absolutely 
true  in  regard  to  negotiations.    If  the 
object  to  be  sought  was  not  of  sufficient 
importance  to  justify  a  war  being  waged 
for  it,  then  a  Vote  of  Credit  for  military 
preparations  was    not   necessary.     He 
was  not  going  into  the  present  dispute. 
It  was  to  be  referred  to  arbitration. 
The  noble  Lord  had  used  very  strong 
language.    He  said  it  was  a  base  and 
cowardly  surrender  on  the  part  of  this 
country.    Why  the    reference    of    the 
matter  to  arbitration  should  be  a  base 
and  cowardly  surrender  he  could  not 
see.    He  had  all  along  considered  the 
matter  mere  border  fray.    We  had  not 
sufficient  facts  to  come  to  a  proper  con- 
clusion, and  he  felt  it  woTild  be  mon- 
strous to  g^  to  war  in  such  a  case.     He 
did  not  care  sixpence  whether  the  arbi- 
trator decided  in  favour  of  this  country 
or  of  Bussia,  so  long  as  the  matter  was 
fairly  decided.     Hon.  Oentlemen  oppo- 
site seemed  to  be  exceedingly  indignant 
that  the  delimitation  of  the  Frontier  was 
to  take  place  in  London  instead  of  on 
the  spot;   but  what  did   it  matter  so 
long  as  the  dispute  was  finally  settled  ? 
It  Old  not  signify,  so  far  as  India  was 
concerned,  whether  the  debatable  land 
belonged   to    Bussia    or    Afghanistan. 
Nor  did    he  think    it  mattered  much 
whether  Herat  belonged  to  Bussia  or 
Afghanistan .    The  late  Government  pro- 
posed to  give  up  Herat  to  Persia,  and  in 
the  Guarantee  to  the  Afghans  to  protect 
their  territory  Herat  was  specially  ex- 
cepted, as   it  did    not   belong    to  the 
Afffhans.     It    ought    to  be   distinctly 
understood  that  though  we  had  given  a 
pledge  to  Afghanistan  that  pledge  was 
not  reciprocal ;  and,  as  far  as  could  be 
learnt,  tne  Afghans  were  not  prepared 
to  allow   our    troops    to    occupy  their 
country  even  in  the  event  of  war.    The 
Ameer  had  accepted  our   pledges  and 
our  money ;  but  he  was  quite  unable  to 
control   his  own   subjects.     As  to  the 
Afghans,    they    were    utterly  untrust- 
worthy.   Sir  Lepel  Ghiffin,  who  knew 

Mr.  Lahouchere 


them  well,  said  he  had  met  only  two 
Afghans  in  his  life  whom  he  could  trust, 
and  they  probably  deceived  him.  It 
would  be  far  better  for  them  to  stand  on 
their  own  Frontier.  The  military  men 
of  India  were  of  opinion  that  a  sounder 
and  safer  boundary  they  could  not  have 
than  at  the  Bolan  Pass ;  and  he  should 
like  to  ask  what  possible  chance  the 
Bussians  would  have  if  they  defended 
that  Pass?  He,  therefore,  hoped  that 
the  Government  would  take  this  oppor- 
tunity of  reviewing  the  whole  position 
of  the  Afghan  Frontier,  and  arriving  at 
a  clear  and  specific  understanding  as  to 
what  that  IVontier  was,  and  of  with- 
drawiog  from  those  pledges  to  the 
Afghans  which  could  give  this  country 
no  possible  strength.  It  was  said  that 
Herat  was  the  key  of  India ;  but,  in  his 
opinion,  it  would  be  better  if  we  were  to 
place  it  out  of  our  coDsideration  alto- 
gether, and  to  do  our  best  to  preserve 
our  own  Frontier.  The  Ameer  was  not 
a  very  warm  friend  of  ours.  The 
Afghans  themselves  would  oppose  resist- 
ance either  to  us  or  to  any  other  Power 
that  attacked  them.  What  they  desired 
was  that  they  should  occupy  an  honour- 
able position  of  independence  between 
the  two  Powers  of  England  and  Bussia. 
They  did  not  wish  to  be  in  any  way 
mixed  up  in  our  quarrels,  and  so  long 
as  neither  of  us  interfered  with  them 
they  would  be  perfectly  satisfied  with 
the  friendship  of  both  Powers.  We 
had  pursued  an  alternative  poliqy  of 
fighting  them  and  giving  them  money 
without  obtaining  their  friendship.  He 
would  be  inclined  to  let  the  Afghans 
negotiate  as  much  as  they  pleased  with 
Bussia  and  to  take  as  much  of  their 
money  as  they  could  get,  because  be 
was  certain  that  they  would  be  no  more 
friendly  with  Bussia  than  they  were 
with  us.  The  noble  Lord  had  talked  a 
great  deal  about  the  loss  we  should 
sustain  in  the  public  estimation  of  India 
if  we  were  to  allow  Bussia  to  take 
possession  of  Herat.  

Lord  BANDOLPH  CHUBCHILL 
remarked  that  he  had  said  nothing  of 
the  kind.  

Mr.  LABOXJCHEBE  said,  that  he 
thought  he  had  heard  the  noble  Lord 
talk  about  the  cession  of  Herat  resound- 
ing through  the  basaars  of  India.  In 
his  opinion,  however,  the  Indian  people 
looked  to  their  own  self-interest,  and 
probably  out   of   the    250,000,000    in 
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India  not  5,000  cared  one  straw^  whether 
we  were  in  or  out  of  Herat.  Sir  John 
Lawrence  had  expressed  an  opinion  that 
our  proper  course  was  not  to  advance 
our  troops  beyond  our  present  Indian 
Frontier,  but  to  put  our  house  in  order 
by  giving  the  people  of  India  the  best 
government  in  our  power  and  by  con- 
solidating our  resources.  In  discussing 
this  matter  we  should  not  lose  sight  of 
what  would  be  the  interests  of  India. 
Sir  Peter  Liimsden  had  stated  that  if 
we  were  to  occupy  Herat  it  would  cost 
India  £3,500,000  a-year,  which  would 
alienate  them  from  our  rule,  and  do 
infinitely  more  harm  to  that  rule  than 
the  Russians  could  possibly  do  in  the 
vicinity  of  Herat.  He  thought  the 
noble  Lord  and  his  Friends  would  find 
that  the  country  was  with  the  Prime 
Minister  in  his  anxious  desire  for  peace. 
Of  course,  in  London  drawing  rooms 
and  London  music  halls  there  might  be 
shouts  for  war;  but  that  was  not  the 
opinion  of  the  operatives  all  over  the 
country,  who  knew  that  the  money  for 
war,  thrown  in  the  first  instance  upon 
incomes  or  what  they  liked,  came 
eventually  out  of  their  pockets.  The 
operative  classes  would  be  as  patriotic 
as  any  in  the  defence  of  their  country ; 
but  they  could  not  understand  a  war  for 
a  few  acres  of  steppe,  or  because  there 
was  a  party  border  raid  between  Afghans 
and  Cossacks ;  nor  coTild  they  under- 
stand how,  after  spending  £20,000,000 
to  fight  the  Afghans,  we  should  spend 
£100,000,000  more  to  fight  for  them. 
He  was  at  a  meeting  in  the  East  End 
the  other  day.  He  took  the  chair,  and 
spoke  in  favour  of  the  candidature  of 
Mr.  Howell,  a  labour  candidate.  It 
was  a  large  meeting,  and  the  room  was 
filled  by  intelligent  operatives,  and 
when  the  speakers  protested  against  the 
war  every  single  man  in- the  room  was 
with  them.  The  noble  Lord  would  find 
that  was  the  view  which  the  operatives 
throughout  the  country  would  take  of 
the  question.  In  proposing  to  reduce 
the  Vote  he  did  not  wish  to  reduce  the 
£4,500,000  for  service  in  the  Soudan, 
because,  as  it  was  to  be  used  mainly  for 
the  purpose  of  getting  the  troops  out  of 
that  country,  it  could  not  be  better  em- 
ployed ;  neither  did  he  desire  to  oppose 
the  £2,500,000  for  naval  preparations, 
as  he  thought  it  very  possible  that 
their  Navy  might  require  to  be  strength- 
ened ;  but  he  should  move  to  reduce  it 


by  the  £4,000,000  which  it  was  pro- 
posed to  spend  upon  military  objects 
for  the  purposes  of  a  war  with  Eussia. 
He  did  not  know  how  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers would  vote  for  his  proposal;  but 
at  all  events  he  intended  to  take  the 
sense  of  the  House  upon  the  point. 
Believing  as  he  did  that  the  Afghan 
dispute  was  not  worth  a  war,  whether 
they  came  to  an  arrangement  or  not, 
he  thought  he  was  only  logical  in 
moving  that  the  Vote  be  reduced  by  the 
sum  of  £4,000,000. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
"£11,000,000."  in  order  to  insert 
*'  £7,000,000,"  —  {Mr.  Zahouchere,)  — 
instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  * '  That  £11, 000, 000 
stand  part  of  the  proposed  Besolution." 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  said,  bethought 
the  House  could  not  fail  to  have  been 
struck  with  the  extraordinary  contrast 
between  the  two  speeches  which  had  just 
been  delivered.     The  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member   for    Northampton   (Mr.    La- 
bouchere)  was  couched  in  tones  of  extra- 
ordinary levity,  while  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Eandolph 
Churchill),   on  the  other  hand,  spoke 
with  a  sense  of  deep  responsibility.    No 
one  could  listen  to  the  speeches  of  the 
noble  Lord,  since  his  return  from  India, 
without  feeling  how  deeply  he  had  been 
impressed  witJh.  the  responsibilities  we 
were  under  to  that  country.     The  noble 
Lord  had  not  urged  that  we  ought  to  go 
to  war  with  Bussia  or  should  occupy 
Herat ;  but  he  said  that,  in  the  present 
circumstances  in  which  we  found  our- 
selves, we  must  not  be  satisfied  solely  by 
making  emotional  speeches.     What  we 
ought  to  do  in  this  matter  was  to  pursue 
a  firm  and  consistent  policy.    The  House 
had  felt  very  deeply  the  absence  of  in- 
formation with  regard  to  this  Afghan 
question.    He  regretted  very  much  that 
the  Government  had  not  thought  fit  to 
give  the  House  earlier  information  with 
regard  to  the  course  they  were  pursuing. 
He  greatly  doubted  the  wisdom  of  the 
course    which    the    Government    had 
adopted  in  withholding  that  informa- 
tion.   It  would  have  been  far  wiser  in 
their  own  interests  for  the  Government 
to  have  taken  the  country  into  their  con- 
fidence.    He  did  not  mean  that  the  Go- 
vernment ought  to  have  informed  the 
House  day  by  day  of  every  step  in  the 
negotiations  they  were  carrying  on  with. 
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Russia ;  bufc,  at  all  events,  tbey  should 
have  confided  to  the  House  the  general 
aim  and  object  of  their  policy.  The 
people  of  this  country  had  known  that 
the  English  Govemment  had  addressed 
to  the  Government  of  Bussia  a  demand 
for  the  withdrawal  of  the  Bussian  troops 
from  the  debatable  territory,  and  they 
had  heard  with  some  astonishment  that 
that  demand  had  been  allowed  to  lapse. 
They  had  seen  the  advance  of  the  Bus- 
sian  troops  from  position  to  position, 
until  they  had  occupied  nearly  every 
inch  of  the  debatable  ground  ;  then  they 
had  seen  a  Commission,  originally  pro- 
posed by  Bussia  and  accepted  by  this 
country,  sent  out  for  the  purpose  of  de- 
limiting the  Frontier  between  Bussia 
and  Afghanistan ;  they  had  seen  that 
Commission  allowed  to  spend  j6.ve  months 
in  absolute  idleness ;  and  they  had  seen 
that,  whereas  our  Government,  in  the 
first  instance,  insisted  that  this  question 
must  be  settled  on  the  Frontier  itself, 
now,  after  all,  practical  questions  arising 
out  of  the  delimitation  of  the  Afghan 
Frontier  were  about  to  be  settled  in 
London.  He  did  not  think  that  this 
country  could  afford  to  allow  this  Com- 
mission to  kick  its  heels  in  Afghanistan 
any  longer,  and  to  go  on  awaiting  the 
good  pleasure  of  the  Bussian  Govern- 
ment, or  to  be  made  simply  the  instru- 
ment for  registering  a  foregone  conclu- 
sion. The  speech  of  the  Prime  Minister 
last  week  hardly  touched  at  all  on  ques- 
tions of  permanent  interest  affecting  the 
security  of  the  Frontier  of  the  North- 
West  of  India.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man seemed  to  think  that  the  main  sub- 
ject was  the  incident  at  Penjdeh.  Still, 
although  that  was  undoubtedly  import- 
ant, it  was  only  an  incident  in  the  great 
question  at  issue  between  England  and 
Bussia.  Beferring  to  that  incident,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke,  as  it 
seemed  to  him  at  the  time,  in  a  tone 
worthy  of  the  occasion.  He  was,  there- 
fore, surprised  to  find  that  a  week  after- 
wards the  right  hon.  Gentleman  came 
down  to  the  House  to  announce  that 
that  matter  was  to  be  brushed  on  one 
side  by  being  submitted  to  arbitration. 
They  were  told,  forsooth,  that  one  of  the 
conditions  attending  upon  arbitration 
was  that  gallant  officers  on  either  side 
were  not  to  be  put  upon  their  trial. 
That  was  a  concession  to  Sir  Peter 
Lumsden — a  man  who  in  most  difficult 
circumstances  had  endeavoured  to  do  his 
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duty,  and  who  had  the  entire  confidenet 
of  the  country.  But  the  right  hon.  (xen- 
tleman  had  made  it  exceedingly  difficolt 
for  anybody  to  understand  what  it  was 
that  was  to  be  referred  to  arbitratioii. 
He  had  not  told  them  how  the  arbitra- 
tion was  to  be  enforced.  Supposing  that 
the  friendly  Power  decided  in  our  favour, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  told 
them  how  the  award  was  to  be  enforced. 
Supposing  that  the  friendly  Power  de- 
cided that  the  Bussian  Government  had 
broken  the  agreement,  fought  the  Af- 
ghans, killed  several  hundreds  of  them, 
invaded  the  debatable  territory,  and 
advanced  on  country  which  was  Afghan 
territory,  how  was  reparation  going  to 
be  made  ?  As  far  as  the  Prime  Minister 
had  put  the  facts  before  the  House,  thej 
had  an  indefinite  reference,  and  would 
have  a  practically  useless  award.  Thehcou 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Laboo* 
chore)  told  them  that  he  did  not  oare 
which  way  the  arbitration  went,  and  he 
did  not  think  it  mattered  much^  Arbi* 
tration  was  being  used  to  get  rid  of  the 
question  altogether ;  but  what  wonld  be 
the  effect  in  India  and  in  Central  Asia 
when  it  became  known  how  utterly  use- 
less had  been  the  solemn  demand  made 
by  us  for  reparation  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  I  did  not  saj 
there  was  a  demand  for  reparation. 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  said,  he  under- 
stood  that  a  communication  had  been 
addressed  to  the  Bussian  GoTemment 
with  respect  to  the  Penjdeh  incident, 
expressing  to  them  our  belief  that  an 
act  of  unprovoked  aggression  had  taken 
place.  Certainly  the  Prime  Minister 
said  that  in  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
he  presumed  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  also  addressed  that  statement 
to  the  Bussian  Govemment.  Such  being 
the  case,  what  would  be  the  effect  npon 
the  people  of  India  and  upon  the  tribes 
on  the  Afghan  Frontier  when  they  found 
that  that  demand  had  been  practieallj 
allowed  to  lapse  ?  Because  this  arbitra- 
tion meant  nothing  else  but  that.  This 
reference  to  arbitration  was  simply  a 
roundabout  way  of  getting  rid  of  an 
awkward  incident  and  other  matters 
which  remained  to  be  adjusted  between 
the  two  Governments.  If  a  settlement 
were  made,  what  security  had  we  of  a 
permanent  character  against  the  recur- 
rence of  these  things?  If  the  resnlt 
should  be  merely  a  patohed-up  tmoe 
that  could  not  last  more  than  a  fev 
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tnonths,  it  must  be  a  preliminary  to 
future  troubles  in  an  aggravated  form. 
The  time  had  come  when  they  could  no 
longer  overlook  the  repeated  breach  of 
the  assurances  given  by  Russia  against 
future  advances  —  breaches  which  took 
place  almost  before  the  ink  was  dry. 
The  truth  was  that  the  only  peace 
which  we  desired  to  see,  and  which 
we  ought  now  to  obtain,  was  one  pos- 
sessing some  elements  of  permanence ; 
and  such  a  peace  could  only  be  of 
a  permanent  character  if  it  imposed, 
in  a  definite  and  distinct  form  before 
all  the  world,  a  limit  to  the  advances 
of  Bussia.  In  order  to  attain  that 
end  he  did  not  believe  for  a  moment 
in  an  alternation  of  hot  and  cold  fits 
on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. He  did  not  believe  in  a  whining 
indignation  against  Bussia  one  week  and 
a  complete  surrender  the  next.  The 
experience  of  the  past  justified  not 
only  a  preparation  at  the  present  mo- 
ment, but  also  a  preparation  for  the 
future,  whatever  the  result  of  this  settle- 
ment might  be.  The  constant  appre- 
hension of  Bussian  advances  was  ruin- 
ing the  finances  of  India,  and  it  would 
put  them  into  a  position  absolutely  in- 
tolerable. The  only  way  to  avert  the 
difficulties  now  before  us,  and  the  only 
way  to  make  a  settlement  of  a  question 
that  was  vital  to  India,  was  by  adopting 
a  firm  and  definite  resolution,  by  taking 
upon  ourselves  a  policy  which  was  not 
for  the  moment,  but  which  was  destined 
to  establish  firmly  the  settlement  of  all 
the  difficulties  that  now  existed,  and 
which  no  squeezing,  no  amount  of  diplo- 
matic pressure,  and  no  threats  of  mili- 
tary action  could  induce  us  to  alter  or 
destroy. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  said,  he  was  some- 
what surprised  and  alarmed  at  the  state- 
ment of  the  Prime  Minister.  The  ques- 
tion at  issue  was  not  so  much  one  be- 
tween England  and  Bussia  as  between 
England,  Afghanistan,  and  our  subjects 
in  India.  He  and  others  had  during 
last  Session  brought  the  question  before 
the  House ;  but  the  Government  treated 
it  with  neglect.  When  Sir  Peter  Lums- 
den's  departure  was  announced  to  the 
House  many  Members  urged  that  he 
should  go  on  his  Mission  with  definite 
views,  and  that  it  was  useless  to  send 
him  as  Commissioner  unless  all  the  pre- 
liminaries had  been  arranged.  The 
House  was  informed  that  the  arrange- 


ments had  been  completed,  and  that  Sir 
Peter  Lumsden  would  within  a  reason- 
able time  meet  the  Bussian  Envoy. 
They  all  knew  how  that  expectation 
had  been  disappointed.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  ought  to  put  himself 
in  the  position  of  the  Ameer  and  the 
English  Commissioner.  When  Bussia 
occupied  Merv  the  Prime  Minister  pro- 
mised the  House  that  if,  owing  to  this 
circumstance,  diplomatic  action  should 
arise  the  House  should  be  informed. 
The  Government  ought  seriously  to 
have  taken  the  question  into  con- 
sideration at  that  time,  and  to  have 
come  to  a  final  arrangement  with  Bus- 
sia. The  Under  Secretary  for  India  last 
July  expressed  a  hope  that  the  Commis- 
sion would  begin  its  work  in  October. 
He  thought  at  the  time  the  expectation 
was  too  sanguine,  and  it  would  now 
seem  that  Bussia  was  befooling  us. 
Since  that  time  they  had  had  no  iAfor- 
mation,  and  they  had  not  been  able  to 
ascertain  whether  any  written  agree- 
ment existed  between  this  country  and 
Bussia  that  the  Bussian  Envoy  should 
meet  Sir  Peter  Lumsden.  If  not,  Sir 
Peter  Lumsden  ought  never  to  have 
been  sent,  and  the  Government  ought 
to  have  seen  that  Bussia  never  intended 
to  carry  out  the  arrangement.  In  1881 
the  noble  Lord  who  was  then  Secretary 
for  India  expressed  himself  thus — 

''Russia  knows  now  that  the  present  Go- 
vemment  holds  Afghanistan  to  he  outside  the 
sphere  of  its  influence." 

The  noble  Lord  also  said  that  any  in- 
terference onBussia's  part  with  Afghan- 
istan woTild  mean  a  rupture  of  the 
friendly  relations  existing  between  Eng- 
land and  Bussia.  The  Government  were 
now  frittering  away  the  words  of  the 
noble  Lord,  and  it  would  seem  that  they 
were  prepared  to  yield  on  all  points. 
What  would  the  people  of  India  think 
of  such  a  policy?  What  would  the 
Ameer  say?  It  was  known  that  our 
Afghan  ally  had  had  a  satisfactory  in- 
terview with  Lord  Dufferin.  He  had 
left  Lord  Dufferin  on  the  most  amicable 
terms;  but  he  ventured  to  say  that  if 
the  Ameer  had  known  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  not  intended  to  take  most  se- 
rious notice  of  the  aggression  on  Penj- 
deh,  he  would  not  have  left  the  Viceroy 
in  the  amicable  spirit  he  had  done. 
When  the  people  of  India  became 
aware  of  the  action  of  the  Government, 
he  believed  an  enormous  amount  of  dis- 
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satisfaction  would  be  created,  and  that, 
notwithstanding  the  great  loyalty  which 
had  recently  been  displayed  by  the 
Bajahs  and  the  people  of  India,  that 
loyalty  would  now  be  severely  tested. 
If  we  flinched  in  the  slightest  degree 
from  any  of  the  promises  made  by  Lord 
Dufferin  to  the  Ameer  of  Afghanistan, 
if  we  showed  to  the  people  of  India  and 
to  the  people  of  Afghanistan  that  there 
was  some  hesitation  about  the  action  we 
should  take  in  support  of  the  Ameer, 
our  credit  would  be  vastly  shaken  in 
that  country.  The  advance  of  Russia 
on  India  had  latterly  come  upon  us  with 
appalling  rapidity.  It  was  said  many 
years  ago  that  it  would  be  impossible  for 
Russia  to  reach  Merv  in  this  generation, 
owing  to  the  natural  obstacles  which  lay 
in  her  way.  Not  only  did  Lord  Law- 
rence think  so,  but  many  other  equally 
distinguished  men.  Now,  however,  we 
must  accept  the  advance  of  Russia  upon 
Merv  as  an  accomplished  fact.  She  had, 
indeed,  gone  a  great  deal  further  than 
Merv,  and  it  was  no  use  saying  that  she 
was  to  stay  her  advance  where  she  was 
at  the  present  time.  The  question  was 
where  we  should  draw  the  line;  and 
unless  we  put  down  our  foot  firmly  and 
said  that  no  further  advance  would  be 
tolerated,  this  country  would  quickly 
lose  the  affection,  not  only  of  the  people 
of  India,  but  of  the  people  of  Afghan- 
istan. It  had  been  stated  that  Penjdeh 
and  the  territory  where  Russia  had  es- 
tablished herself  was  not  Afghan  terri- 
tory ;  but  he  contended  that  ail  the  maps 
and  all  the  intelligence  they  possessed 
on  the  subject  led  them  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  Penjdeh  had  always  been  tri- 
butary to  Herat,  and  that  Herat  had 
formed  a  portion  of  Afghanistan  for 
many  years  past.  Indeed,  the  people 
of  Penjdeh  had  been  in  the  habit  of 
paying  tribute  to  the  Ruler  of  Herat ; 
and  all  those  concerned  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  our  Indian  Provinces 
did  not  doubt  that  Penjdeh  and  the  ad- 
jacent territory  belonged  to  the  Ameer 
of  Afghanistan.  The  Prime  Minister 
in  1880  had  told  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try wherever  he  went  that  there  was  no 
fear  of  the  advance  of  Russia.  He 
had  told  the  people  of  Mid  Lothian 
that  so  long  as  we  had  the  supremacy 
at  sea  there  was  no  fear  of  the  attacks 
of  Russia ;  but  did  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman believe  that,  even  if  we  had 
now  thai\8upremacy  at  sea  to  which  he 
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then  referred,  Russia  would  not  be 
able  seriously  to  cripple  our  power  in 
Afghanistan  ?  His  own  opinion  was 
that  this  unfortunate  incident  could 
have  been  avoided  if  the  Government 
had  exacted  from  Russia  pledge  in 
black  and  white,  and  had  not  been  con- 
tent with  a  simple  verbal  arrangement 
before  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  went  to  Af- 
ghanistan. If  the  Government  had  ob- 
tained from  Russia  a  pledge  that  what- 
ever boundary  was  fixed  she  would  abide 
by  it,  that  would  have  been  the  beet 
means  of  solving  this  complicated  ques- 
tion. The  Prime  Minister  had  made 
many  statements  regarding  the  foreign 
policy  of  this  country,  and  none  more 
remarkable  than  those  which  he  enun- 
ciated during  the  Mid  Lothian  cam- 
paign. In  the  course  of  that  tonr  he 
said  that — 

"The  great  duty  of  a  Crovemmeiit, 
dally  in  foreign  afhirs,   was  to  soothe 
tranqoillise  the  minds  of  the  people." 

Did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  think  that 
he  had  soothed  and  tranquillized  the 
minds  of  the  people  by  his  policy  in  re- 
gard to  this  boundary  question  ?  Eroy 
morning  the  newspapers  contained  some 
startling  incident,  which  was  well  cal- 
culated to  upset  all  notions  of  tranquil- 
lity ;  and  this  state  of  things  would  con- 
tinue to  exist  so  long  as  the  Prime  Mi* 
nister  remained  in  power.  Whatever 
might  be  the  result  of  this  a£fair  there 
was  one  fact  which  would  remain  patoit 
to  everyone,  and  that  was  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  created  a  permanent  ad- 
dition to  the  burden  of  the  taxpayers  of 
India.  The  whole  of  our  military  eyt- 
tem  in  India  would  have  to  be  re-or- 
ganized. We  should  have  to  build  for- 
tresses and  other  appliances  for  the 
protection  of  the  Indian  Frontier ;  and 
the  important  public  works  which  had 
been  promoted  by  successive  Viceroys 
would  be  brought  to  a  standstill  because 
the  national  defences  would  have  be- 
come the  primary  consideration.  The 
policy  of  the  Government,  for  the  time, 
at  all  events,  had  interfered  for  years  to 
come  with  the  progress  of  those  useful 
public  works  which  the  Government  of 
India  had  been  prosecuting.  The  Prime 
Minister  had  been  a  lover  of  Russia  in 
bygone  years,  and  he  had  been  equally 
prominent  in  his  hate  of  Turkey.  He 
had  described  Turkey  as  "that  fabric 
of  iniquity ; "  but  he  contended  that  if 
we  were  to  be  successful  in  stemming 
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the  tide  of  Bnssian  aggression  in  the 
East,  it  could  only  be  done  by  having 
the  Ottoman  Power  on  our  side.  He 
hoped  that  this  question  might  be  settled 
without  going  to  war ;  but  he  hoped  that, 
however  short-sighted  and  culpable  had 
been  the  action  of  the  Government, 
still  we  had  not  yet  arrived  at  such 
a  state  of  affairs  which  would  justify 
the  remarks  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Woodstock,  when  he  said  that 
the  present  proceeding  of  the  Govern- 
ment would  bo  the  ruin  of  our  Empire 
in  India ;  still,  if  we  flinched  one  iota 
from  any  promises  made  by  Lord  Duf- 
ferin,  and  if  we  showed  that  there  was 
some  hesitation  about  the  action  we 
should  take  as  to  bur  ally  the  Ameer, 
then  if  India  was  not  ruined,  our  credit 
would  be  vastly  shaken  in  the  country, 
our  possession  of  it  would  be  imperilled, 
and  the  prestige  of  this  Empire  would 
be  lost. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :  —  Ayes  79  ; 
Noes  29  :  Majority  50. — (Div.  List, 
No.  151.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  this  House 
doth  ag^ee  with  the  Committee  in  the 
said  Besolution." 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  said, 
that,  before  speaking  upon  the  question 
which  was  now  uppermost  in  the  minds 
of  hon.  Gentlemen,  he  should  like  to 
say  a  few  words  on  that  portion  of  the 
Vote  which  related  to  the  Soudan.  It 
was  now  just  13  months  since  General 
Graham's  Force  achieved  two  striking 
and  sanguinary  victories  near  Suakin. 
After  those  successes,  the  road  to  Berber 
was  fully  opened,  and  the  fate  of  the 
Soudan  rested  entirely  in  the  hands  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  It  only  re- 
quired a  little  courage  on  their  part, 
and,  perhaps,  a  little  extra  expense  for 
transport,  to  secure  the  safety  of  Elhar- 
toum,  the  rescue  of  General  Gordon, 
and  to  prevent  those  scenes  of  massacre 
and  agony  which  had  prevailed  ever 
since.  The  opportunity  was,  however, 
lost.  There  was  a  little  Badical  agita- 
tion, Ministers'  hearts  failed  them,  and 
General  Graham  was  recalled  in  haste, 
the  consequence  being  that  the  Soudan 


then  became  once  more  the  scene  of 
rebellion  and  anarchy.  Now,  the  state 
of  affairs  at  the  present  time  was  much 
the  same  as  existed  18  months  ago. 
Osman  Digna's  tribes  had  again  been 
defeated,  the  road  to  Berber  was  once 
more  open,  and  the  Government  ex- 
hibited the  same  dangerous  inclination 
to  abandon  the  country  which  had  then 
such  melancholy  results.  He  did  not 
propose  that  the  cream  of  the  British 
Army  should  be  kept  in  the  neighbour- 
hood of  Suakin  and  Berber ;  for  he 
believed  that  the  whole  difficulty  might 
be  overcome  by  having  the  necessary 
duties  performed  by  means  of  Indian 
troops.  If,  however,  it  were  thought 
undesirable  to  send  out  more  Indian 
troops,  they  might  have  recourse  to 
General  Gordon's  own  recommendation 
and  send  out  Turkish  soldiers  under 
British  officers.  He  really  could  not 
understand  how  Ministers  could  go  back 
on  their  own  statements  as  the  Prime 
Minister  and  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  had  done.  Speaking  at  Bath, 
some  few  months  ago,  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  War  Office  (Sir  Arthur 
Hayter)  proclaimed  that  the  Government 
were  determined  not  to  rest  until  our 
standard  was  placed  on  the  ramparts  of 
Khartoum,  and  until  Gordon  was  either 
rescued  or  revenged.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
speaking  only  two  months  ago,  said — 

**  A  lesson  must  be  taught,  not  only  to  the 
people  of  Africa,  but  to  the  whole  world,  that 
the  policy  of  the  British  Empire  is  not  to  be 
reyersed  by  the  single  act  of  a  traitor  in  Gene- 
ral Gordon's  camp.  .  .  .  We  owe  something  to 
the  people  of  Egypt,  for  whose  affairs  we  are 
responsible,  and  can  it  be  supposed  that  so 
great  an  encouragement  could  be  g^yen  to  the 
forces  of  anarchy,  which  are  opposed  to  ciyili- 
zation  as  it  exists  in  Egypt,  without  inflicting 
a  heayy  blow  upon  all  the  prospects  of  the 
re^^eneration  of  that  country  ?  We  owe  some- 
thing, not  only  to  the  people  of  Eg^pt,  but  also 
to  other  Powers  who  haye  interests  in  Egypt. 
We  owe  something  to  our  Ally,  France,  which 
has  interests  in  Egypt.  We  owe  something  to 
our  Mahommedan  sumects.  We  also  owe  some- 
thing to  our  Indian  Empire.  What  would  the 
Mahommedans  of  that  Empire  think  if  they 
beheld  the  spectacle  of  British  civilization  re- 
tiring before  a  barbarous  form  of  Mahomme- 
dan fanaticism  ?  Then,  we  owe  something  to 
eyery  one  of  our  own  Colonies  which  are 
brought  into  contact  with  sayage  races ;  and 
we  owe  something  to  eyery  Colony  in  the  world 
to  which  the  name,  the  credit,  and  the  honour 
of  England  are  dear.  .  .  .  That  would  be.  .  .  . 
a  new  departure  and  a  new  step  of  a  momentous 
and  most  disgraceful  character.*' — (3  Hansard, 
[294]  1702-3.) 
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After  that,  he  (Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett) 
failed  to  see  how  Ministers  could  again 
go  back  upon  their  declarations  of  a 
determination  to  establish  a  stable  Go- 
vernment in  the  Soudan,  and  yet  still 
retain  Office.  A  new  departure  had 
been  taken — a  step  of  the  most  momen- 
tous and  disgraceful  character ;  for  the 
Government  were  reversing  the  policy 
which  they  announced  but  a  short  time 
time  ago ;  and  he  was  surprised  that 
the  noble  Marquess  could  any  longer 
retain  his  place  among  them.  The 
policy  of  ^*  scuttle"  and  of  abandoning  the 
Soudan  to  anarchy  and  slavery  was,  in 
the  words  of  the  noble  Marquess,  dis- 
graceful to  the  lowest  degree,  most 
humiliating,  and  cruelly  unjust  to  the 
people  of  Egypt,  who  were  left  in  a 
state  of  anarchy,  and  liable  to  be 
severely  dealt  with  by  the  Mahdi  or  his 
chief  officer.  Osman  Digna.  We  owed 
something  to  the  Soudan,  something  to 
Egypt,  and  something  to  the  Mahom- 
medan  world ;  therefore  we  ought  not 
to  leave  that  country  to  the  pande- 
monium we  had  inflicted  upon  it.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  spent  over 
£20,000,000  in  Egypt  and  the  Soudan, 
and  they  had  made  a  needless  sacrifice 
of  something  like  60,000  lives.  They 
had  thrown  away  every  British  interest, 
and  sacrificed  the  rights  of  the  people 
of  Egypt  by  giving  them  up  to  a  Mul- 
tiple Control,  and  now  they  found  them- 
selves bound  to  submit  to  such  a  humi- 
liation as  no  Great  Power  had  endured 
for  many  years.  He  could  have  imagined 
what  would  have  happened  if  France 
had  treated  this  country  in  the  life  of 
Lord  Palmerston  as  she  had  treated  it 
now.  And  now  he  would  make  a  few 
observations  upon  a  subject  which  was 
attracting  universal  interest  at  this 
moment.  It  was  evident,  from  the 
statement  of  the  Government  to-night, 
that  they  had  grasped  at  what  they 
considered  a  settlement  of  the  Afghan 
Question,  which  was  extremely  dis- 
creditable and  humiliating  to  this  coun- 
try, and  which  practically  meant  the 
surrender  of  all  that  they  had  been  con- 
tending for  during  the  last  eight  months ; 
and  he  should  be  very  much  surprised 
if  it  did  not  lead  to  further  compro- 
mises and  concessions,  without  even  in 
a  minor  degree  contributing  to  the 
security  of  India,  which  it  was  the  evi- 
dent intention  of  Bussia  to  wrench  from 
our  grasp.    The  statement  of  the  Prime 
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Minister  showed  that  the  Government 
had  decided  to  put  up  with  the  afiEront 
offered  to  the    Mission  of   8ir    Peter 
Lumsden,  whose  work  had  been  taken 
from  him  to  be  carried  on  by  the  feeble 
Cabinet  in  London,  who  did  not  even 
know  the  meaning  of  the  arrangement 
into   which   they    had    entered.     That 
Mission  might  as  well  never  have  gone 
to  Central  Asia,  because  its  strongest 
recommendations   had   been    demised. 
They  had  been  kept  waiting*   for   six 
months  for  their  Bussian  CoUeaf^oes, 
and  now  they  were  told  that  the  deci- 
sion was  to  be  taken  out  of  their  handa. 
He  should  be  very  much  surprised  if 
events  did  not  show  that  the  poeitioa  of 
Penjdeh,  which  had  obtained  unusual 
importance  by  reason   of  the   dispute 
between  the  two  countries,  was  abaa* 
doned  to  Bussia.    Was  there  ever  aa 
instance  before  of  a  Government  being 
unable  to  inform  the  House  of  the  meaa- 
ing  which  they  attached  to  the  reference 
to  which  they  had  agreed?    Bj  th^ 
unwillingness  to  submit  the  action  of 
the  officers  to  trial,  they  were  pntdsg 
Sir  Peter  Lumsden  on  the  same  levd 
as  General  Komaroff,  whose  action  had 
been  described  by  the  Prime  Minister 
as  an  unprovoked  aggression.     The  Go- 
vernment had   not  actually  considered 
the  question  whether  the  word  '*  Sove* 
reign"  included    the    President   of   a 
Bepublic,  as  well  as  a  Sovereign  in  the 
ordinary  sense.     He  hoped  the  arrange- 
ment £d  not  mean  that  the  railway 
should  not  be  completed  to  Candahar. 
There  were  three   points  which  were 
essential  for  a  due  understanding  of  oar 
position  with  regard  to  India  and  the 
Bussian  advance.    The  first  was  that 
the  Bussians  had  made  up  their  minds 
and  intended  to  have  British  India,  if 
they  could  get  it.    That  had  been  the 
aim  of  their   policy  for  many  years. 
There  was  no  other  object  wortiij  cf 
the  immense  efforts  they  had  made  ia 
Central  Asia.    The  corrupt  and  aggres- 
sive Bussian  bureaucracy  looked  upon 
India    in    much    the    same    light    aa 
Blucher  did  upon  London  when  riding 
through   the    streets,    he  exclaimed — 
''Mein    Gott,  what   a  city  to    sack." 
The  second  point  was  that  British  India 
could  only  oe  safeguarded  by  Bnti«h 
courage,  arms,  and  skill,  and  by  kindly 
and   resolute    statesmanship.      British 
India  was  only  to  be  protected  bj  Bri- 
tish pluck  and  British  bayonets,  and  it 
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would  be  the  height  of  folly  to  trust  its 
defence  on  the  Afghan  Army.  Great 
reliance  was  placed  upon,  the  friendship  of 
Afghanistan.  Its  friendship  was,  no 
doubt,  better  than  its  enmity ;  but  the 
Government  which  placed  its  confidence 
in  the  friendship  of  Afghanistan  would 
be  guilty  of  an  act  of  gpross  folly.  At 
any  moment  the  Euler  might  be  bribed 
into  the  support  of  the  Bussian  Power. 
The  third  point  was,  that  both  in  a  mili- 
tary and  political  point  of  view,  it  was 
absolutely  necessary — in  fact,  vital— to 
keep  the  Bussian  Forces  out  of  Herat, 
and,  as  far  as  possible,  from  the  Indian 
Frontier.  Placed  near  the  Indian  Fron- 
tier, Bussia  would  be  a  perpetual  source 
of  annoyance  and  danger  to  India.  She 
would  be  able  to  intrigue  in  India,  and 
however  well  we  had  governed  that 
country,  there  were  within  it  ambitions 
and  dissatisfied  feelings  which  would 
afford  ample  scope  for  Bussian  intrigue. 
If  we  allowed  Bussia  to  obtain  a  secure 
position  on  the  range  of  hills  which  do- 
minated the  Indus,  she  would  be  able 
to  attack  us  whenever  we  were  ham- 
pered by  war.  He  did  not  say  that  our 
line  of  defence  ought  to  be  at  a  g^eat 
distance  from  India ;  but  he  did  say  that 
we  ought  to  prevent  the  Bussians  from 
obtaining  Herat.  Herat  would  be  a 
splendid  base  for  accumulating  Bussian 
Forces  for  attacking  India.  The  Go- 
vernment should  therefore  fortify  Herat 
in  the  strongest  possible  manner,  occupy 
it  with  British  Forces,  and  make  it  a 
strong  outpost  of  the  Indian  advance. 
Then  came  the  great  question  of  the 
possession  of  Oandahar.  There  was  no 
doubt  that  Candahar  should  be  turned 
into  a  fortress  of  the  first  class.  It 
might  be  impossible  just  now  to  place 
an  English  garrison  there;  but,  at  all 
events,  the  Government  were  bound  to 
complete  the  railway  with  the  least  pos- 
sible delay,  and  to  make  such  an  ar- 
rangement with  the  Ameer  that,  in  a 
few  days,  a  large  number  of  troops 
could  be  conveyed  to  Candahar.  They 
had  been  told  that  the  abandonment  of 
that  place  by  Her  Majesty's  Government 
secured  to  us  the  friendship  of  the  Af- 
ghans ;  but  it  was  ridiculous  to  suppose 
so,  for,  to  his  mind,  it  was  the  real  cause 
of  the  present  depressing  war-cloud, 
and  he  would  not  recommend  any  Gt>- 
vemment  to  place  reliance  upon  the 
friendship  of  the  Afghans  in  the  matter 
of  the  defence  of  our  Indian  Empire. 


Had  Her  Majesty's  Government  held 
Candahar,  and  completed  the  railway 
laid  down  by  Lord  Beaconsfield  in  the 
direction  of  that  city,  our  position  there 
would  have  been  so  superior  that  no 
Bussian  Force  would  have  dared  to  ap- 
proach the  Frontier  of  Afghanistan.  The 
abandonment  of  Candahar  was  now  cost- 
ing this  country  millions  of  pounds ;  and 
as  years  went  on  it  would  cost  England 
and  India  millions  and  millions  in  ever- 
increasing  proportion,  unless  we  were 
prepared  to  abandon  the  most  precious 
Dominions  of  the  Crown.  There  was  in 
this  morning's  papers  a  very  suggestive 
and,  to  some  extent,  painful  warning 
from  India.  They  were  told  how  the 
people  of  that  country  were  looking 
with  anxiety  to  the  position  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  and  how  thay  re- 
garded the  question  of  Penjdeh  as  a 
very  important  one,  from  a  military 
point  of  view,  for  the  protection  of  Af- 
ghanistan. In  view  of  what  had  hap- 
pened, the  future  of  Penjdeh,  as  bear- 
ing upon  the  defence  of  India,  was  re- 
garded as  critical.  Bussia,  in  that  part 
of  the  country,  had  committed  a  breach 
of  faith,  had  invaded  Afghanistan,  had 
broken  her  solemn  engagement  of  March 
17,  and  had  attacked  our  allies,  de- 
feated them,  slaughtered  them,  and 
chased  them  from  their  possessions.  All 
this  had  been  done  with  a  motive  so  ob- 
vious that  no  one  but  the  craven  occu- 
pants of  the  Ministerial  Bench  could 
possibly  be  blind  to  it.  Bussia  had  taken 
up  her  present  position  by  fraud  and 
force ;  and  now  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  meanly  accepted  a  miserable 
compromise,  the  meaning  of  which  they 
did  not  know  themselves,  or,  at  all 
events,  could  not  put  into  intelligible 
language.  Now  they  saw  that  the 
Power  which  had  been  advancing  thou- 
sands of  miles,  while  this  country  had 
been  stationary  or  retreating,  had  gained 
her  point,  and  England  had  given  way 
to  Bussia's  military  power.  A  Bussian 
newspaper  spoke  of  the  attack  on  Penj- 
deh as  a  happy  accident  which  would 
neutralize  the  importance  of  the  confer- 
ence between  our  Viceroy  and  the 
Ameer,  and  that  view  would  be  taken 
by  the  people  of  India.  The  facts  worthy 
of  our  attention  were  that  the  Bussians 
were  in  positions  that  dominated  Herat, 
and  which  would  be  a  splendid  base  for 
an  attack  on  India,  and  that  the  Bus- 
sians had  invaded  Afghanistan  and  de- 
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feated  our  allies.    For  the  past  20  years 
England  had  made  no  practical  advance 
in  Asia.     Within  that  period    Eussia 
had  pushed  onwards  hundreds  of  miles 
towards  our  Indian  Frontier  across  the 
Khanates  of  Central  Asia,  and  from  the 
Caspian  Sea  to  Herat.    We  now  stood 
at  the  very  crisis  of  our  fate.     Within 
the  next  12  months  the  future  of  our 
splendid  and  heneficent  Empire  in  the 
East  would  have  been  decided.   The  de- 
cision rested  now  with  the  resolution  of 
our  statesmen  and  the  courage  of  our 
people.    It  was  for  the  English  nation 
and    their  Leaders  now  to  determine 
whether  the  250,000,000  of  their  fellow- 
subjects  in  India,   who    now    enjoyed 
peace,    security,  just   laws,    and   good 
government    under    the    British    flag 
should  continue  to  prosper  and  progress, 
or    be  handed    over  to  the  blighting 
tyranny  and  extortion  of  the  tyrant  of 
Poland,  the  devastator  of  the  Caucasus, 
and  the  butcher  of  the  Turkomans,  to 
the  Euler  of  a  country  which  might  be 
described  as  the  scourge  of  humanity. 
The  British  interests  involved  in  the  re- 
tention   of   India  were  enormous  and 
vital.  An  annual  trade  to  the  amount  of 
over  £100,000,000  depended  upon  it. 
Our  whole  Eastern  commerce  was  at 
stake.     Employment    for   hundreds  of 
thousands     of     energetic    Englishmen 
rested  upon  our  Indian  Empire.    The 
cataclysm,  financial  and  political,  which 
the  loss  of  India  would  cause  to  this 
country  was  too  appalling  for  contem- 
plation.   It  would  involve  ruin  to  thou- 
sands of  families;  it  would  mean  the 
reduction  of  our  wage- fund  by  at  least 
one-fourth.    That  was  not  a  prospect 
which  Englishmen  could  regard  with 
equanimity.    It  would  be  worth  under- 
taking   almost    any   sacrifice  and  any 
effort  to  safeguard  our  precious  Indian 
Empire.    As  he  had  said,  there    was 
only  one  way  in  which  India  could  be 
protected,  and  that  was  by  British  bayo- 
nets in  sufficient  force,  backed  up  and 
directed  by  vigilant  and  resolute  states- 
manship.   Do  not  let  the  Government 
be  led  away  by  the  desire  to  patch  up 
an  arrangement,  in  view  of  a  General 
Election,  to  agree  to  such  a  surrender  as 
had  been  indicated  that  evening. 

Mb.  TEEVELYAN  said,  that  the 
noble  Lord  who  commenced  the  debate 
(Lord  Eandolph  Churchill)  in  his  speech 
protested  against  the  Prime  Minister 
having  deprecated  the  Vote  of  Credit  as 
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being  a  somewhat  doubtful  and  qneft- 
tionable  occasion  for  entering  upon  the 
general  policy  of  the  Gt> vemment.  He 
(Mr.  Trevelyan)  was  bound  to  say  that 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord,  interestiiig 
though  it  was,  did  not  disprove  the 
dictum  of  the  Prime  Minister,  and  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just 
sat  down  (Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett)  con- 
firmed that  dictum.  If  those  two 
speeches  were  directed  to  a  practical 
issue,  their  object  must  be  opposition  to 
the  Yote  of  Credit ;  and  yet,  if  that  was 
the  noble  Lord's  object,  why  did  he  lay- 
before  the  House,  in  such  stirring*  tenna» 
the  extraordinary  danger  of  tmstiDg 
Bussia  and  the  extremely  unprincipled 
character  of  [Russian  proceedings  ?  for, 
if  all  that  was  true,  was  it  the  object  ci 
the  noble  Lord  to  say  this  was  not  the 
time  for  asking  for  an  exceptional  Yote 
to  strengthen  the  naval  and  mUitaiy 
preparations  of  the  country  ?  If  the 
noble  Lord  seriously  meant  that  RussiA 
was  a  nation  with  which  this  countzy 
ought  not  to  treat  then  he  (Mr.  Tre- 
velyan) deliberately  took  issue,  and  said 
that  was  not  the  sort  of  language  which 
ought  to  be  used.  There  were  such  ad- 
jectives as  ''  black  *'  and  such  nouns  as 
''  falsehood  ;  "  and  the  noble  Lord  tidked 
of  Bussia  as  the  enemy  of  our  country, 
and  of  a  series  of  pled^s  readO  j  grroi 
and  deliberately  broken.  The  noble 
Lord  used  words  the  only  result  of  which 
must  be  to  inflame  the  feelings  of  twT> 
nations  which,  in  the  interests  of  this 
country,  in  the  interests  of  Europe,  and 
in  the  interest  of  the  civilized  and  un- 
civilized world,  it  would  only  be  too 
well  if  they  now  could  meet  together  on 
honourable  terms.  The  noble  Lord  en- 
tered into  an  account  of  the  short- 
comings of  Eussia ;  but  he  would  only 
follow  him  in  respect  of  the  Corre- 
spondence between  Prince  Gortschakoff 
and  Lord  Clarendon  ;  and  he  said  that 
Correspondence  contained  pledges  which 
Eussia  had  broken  by  its  recent  conduct. 
The  essence  of  the  Correspondence  be- 
tween Lord  Clarendon  and  Prince  Gort- 
schakofi^,  to  which  the  noble  Lord  al- 
luded, consisted  in  the  general  descrip- 
tion of  a  Frontier  by  the  British  Govern- 
ment. That  Frontier  was  undoubtedly 
a  Frontier  which,  in  a  general  way,  this 
English  and  Indian  Govemment  bad 
had  in  their  minds  for  a  long  time,  and 
equally  certain  was  it  that  it  was  a 
I  frontier  which  the  Kussian  Government 
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Had  in  their  minds  in  a  general  T^aj. 
But  it  "was  also  equally  certain  that  the 
Hussian  Government  had  never  had  in 
their  minds  any  accurate  definition  of 
the  Frontier ;  and  the  advantage  of  the 
present  situation,  to  be  weighed  against 
its  many  disadvantages,  was  that  there 
was  a  golden  opportunity  of  settling 
that  question  once  for  all,  and  the  Frontier 
separating  the  two  countries  once  de- 
fined would  place  England  and  Bussia 
in  such  a  position  that  neither  country 
could,  by  a  square  yard,  transgress  those 
boundaries  without  committing  a  wrong 
against  the  other  in  the  face  of  the 
world.  If  there  was  anyone  who  ought 
to  subscribe  to  that  doctrine  of  his  it 
was  the  noble  Lord,  because  the  noble 
Lord  told  them  he  was  not  prepared  to 
Bay  that  they  were  engaged  m  a  worthy 
quarrel,  if  they  were  to  fight  over  a  few 
miles  of  barren  desert,  or  over  the 
question  of  which  of  two  barbarian 
Chieftains  (meaning  by  that  the  Czar  of 
Bussia  or  the  Ameer  of  Afghanistan) 
was  right  in  the  course  which  his  Oenerals 
had  taken  in  an  obscure  affray.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere),  referring  to  the  delimita- 
tion of  Afghanistan,  took  exception  to 
the  fact  of  their  undertaking  to  guarantee 
the  whole  of  that  country  to  Abdur- 
rahman Khan.  The  hon.  Member  said 
that  from  that  guarantee  Herat  should 
be  specially  excepted;  but  he  (Mr. 
Trevelyan)  maintained  against  the  hon. 
Member's  criticism  that  they  were  abso- 
lutely bound  to  guarantee  Herat,  just 
as  they  were  bound  to  guarantee  the 
rest  of  Afghanistan.  At  the  moment 
when  they  entered  into  the  guarantee, 
Afghanistan  was,  as  a  State,  in  great  dis- 
tress. There  was  a  rival  to  the  Ameer, 
and  he  was  in  possession  of  Herat ;  but 
none  the  less  was  Herat  a  portion  of  the 
old  country,  so  to  speak,  of  Afghanistan ; 
and  it  was  quite  plain  that  the  Ameer 
would  have  a  very  serious  cause  of 
complaint  against  them  if,  when  his 
affairs  were  settled  and  he  claimed  the 
advantage  of  their  guarantee  of  Af- 
ghanistan, they  refused  to  include  in 
it  Herat.  The  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton spoke  of  the  Afghans  as  being 
turbulent  and  unreliable;  and  that 
raised  the  real  question  of  whether  or 
not  they  were  at  that  moment  at  issue 
merely  as  to  some  few  miles  of  barren 
desert.  He  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  said  they 
wer«  at  issue  on  a  mudb  larger  ques- 


tion— namely,  whether  England  and 
Russia  in  Asia  were  to  be  co-terminous, 
or  whether  they  were  to  have  another 
country  between  them.  He  could  quite 
understand  the  argument  that  it  might 
be  better  that  the  two  countries  should 
be  co-terminous,  putting  aside  the  diffi- 
culties of  arriving  at  that  state  of  things  ; 
but  if  they  were  not  to  be  so,  and  were 
to  have  another  country  between  them, 
what  sort  of  a  country  would  they  like  to 
have?  Would  they  like  to  have  an 
unwarlike  country  with  fertile  plains — 
a  country  the  diplomatically  intriguing 
Natives  of  which  were  always  anxious 
to  be  dragged  in  the  wake  of  some  larger 
Power;  or  would  they  rather  have  a 
country  the  Natives  of  which,  as  the 
hon.  Member  said,  were  turbulent  and 
unreliable,  but  to  be  relied  upon  only 
in  this — that  they  always  hated  and 
attacked  the  invader  for  the  time  being  ? 
The  latter  was  the  peculiar  character  of 
the  Afghans,  and  that  was  the  reason 
why,  if  they  were  to  act,  as  the  phrase 
was,  as  a  buffer  between  two  such 
Powers  as  England  and  Bussia,  as  in 
the  old  days  the  high-spirited  Swiss  acted 
as  a  buffer  bet  ween  the  House  of  Austria 
and  the  House  of  France — that  was  the 
reason  why,  in  order  to  preserve  the 
»tatu9  quo,  it  was  desirable  to  make  such 
diplomatic  efforts  as  the  Government 
were  making,  and  why  the  House  should 
be  asked  to  back  up  those  efforts  by 
rapidly  passing  the  Vote  of  Credit  in 
the  confidence  which  he  believed  the 
House  felt  that  it  would  be  rightly  used. 
The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Wood- 
stock went  into  an  interesting  account  of 
the  advances  of  Bussia  in  Central  Asia ; 
and  in  listening  to  that  account  he  (Mr. 
Trevelyan)  was  rather  anxious  to  know 
what  deduction  the  noble  Lord  would 
draw  from  it.  If  he  drew  from  it  the 
deduction  that  the  Liberal  Government 
before  the  present  one,  that  the  Con- 
servative Government  which  intervened, 
or  that  the  Liberal  Government  now  in 
power  ought  to  have  gone  to  war  with 
Kussia  in  Central  Asia,  or  for  Central 
Asia,  he  entirely  differed  from  him.  It 
was  after  the  Bussian  advances  which 
the  noble  Lord  had  described  that  Lord 
Salisbury  made  use  of  the  memorable 
expression  as  to  reading  history  with 
the  help  of  large  maps;  and  it  was 
after  the  most  important  of  those  ad- 
vances that  Lord  Beaconsfield,  during 
the  existence  of  his  Ministry,  said  that 
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he  was  not  of  that  school  which  viewed 
the  advances  of  Bussia  in  Central  Asia 
as  some  people  did ;  that  Asia  was  large 
enough  for  the  working  out  of  the  des- 
tinies both  of  England  and  of  Bussia ; 
that,  so  far  from  looking  with  alarm 
upon  it,  he  did  not  see  why  Bussia  should 
not  conquer  Tartary  as  England  had 
conquered  India,  and  that  he  only 
wished  that  the  people  of  Tartary 
would  gain  as  much  advantage  from 
being  conquered  by  Bussia  as  the 
people  of  India  had  gained  from  being 
conquered  by  this  country.  That  was 
spoken  long  after  the  advance  upon 
Khokhand.  Those  words  of  Lord  Bea- 
consfield  were,  he  believed,  words  of 
high  wisdom ;  and  if  the.  English  Qt)- 
vernment  had  listened  to  the  well-meant 
but  frightfully  dangerous  advice  that 
was  offered  to  it,  the  calamities  in  which 
they,  would  have  been  involved  would, 
he  believed,  have  been  far  greater  than 
any  that  had  ever  befallen  the  nation. 
The  noble  Lord  had  spoken  of  his  visit 
to  India  and  of  his  interest  in  that 
country.  He  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  himself 
boasted  the  same  interest  in  India  as  the 
noble  Lord  felt.  He  hardly  ever,  in- 
deed, had  India  out  of  his  mind ;  and  if 
they  lost  India  he  did  not  know  that  he 
should  much  care  to  be  an  Englishman. 
But  if  there  was  one  prospect  more  than 
another  that  filled  him  with  dread  and 
horror,  it  would  be  that  they  should 
advance  a  British  and  Native  Army 
from  the  Frontier  of  India  into  Tur- 
kestan, 1,200  miles;  to  advance  it  from 
those  circumstances  in  which  it  could 
fight  with  military  advantage  into  a 
country  into  which  Bussia  could  bring 
many  more  troops  than  we  could  do ; 
because  then,  if  disasters  happened,  a 
temptation  might  be  offered  to  every- 
thing that  was  hostile  to  our  power  in 
India  that  could  not  be  resisted,  and, 
instead  of  defending  India,  we  should 
run  the  greatest  risk  of  losing  it.  The 
noble  Lord  did  not  approve  of  the  man- 
ner in  which  the  Q-ovemment  endea- 
voured to  check  Bussia  and  to  protect 
India,  and  the  noble  Lord  himself  men- 
tioned three  means  of  doing  that.  The 
first  means  that  he  named  was  alliances. 
Well,  they  had  got  the  only  ally  who 
was  of  value  on  the  spot.  They  had  the 
alliance  of  Afghanistan,  and  he  could 
not  see  that  it  became  an  hon.  Member 
sitting  on  the  Benches  opposite  to  charge 
them  with  having  neglected  the  allianoe 
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of  Afghanistan,  because,  although  ke 
(Mr.  Trevelyan)  did  not  wish  to  make 
that  a  Party  debate,  he  mast  Femiad 
hon.  G-entlemen  opposite  that  the  prin- 
cipal objection   entertained,  ri^htlj  or 
wrongly,  by  their  opponents   to    their 
policy  in  Afghanistan  was  that  it  aHra- 
ated  the  Afghans  as  allies.     The  hca. 
Member  for  Eye  (Mr.  Ashmead-Bait- 
lett)  talked  of  the  fatal  abandonment  af 
Candahar;    but  where,  he  should  like 
to  know,  would  they  be  at  this  moment 
if  they  had  not  left  Candahar  ?     They 
would  have  had  an  immense   line  of 
communication  to  keep  open,  and  tbey 
would  have  had  on  the  flank  of  thai 
line,  constantly  making  irruptions  agaiut 
it,  the  most  formidable  guerilla  enony 
that  they  could  find,  he  soppoeed,  ia 
Asia.     For  what  was  the  character  of 
guerilla  forces?     They  might  not  be 
very  formidable  in  pitched  battles ;  1ml 
they  were  men  who,  after  months  sad 
years  of  fighting,  still  continned 
ing  on  warfare  when  their   foes 
tired.     With  regard  to  the  Coloniee,  the 
noble  Lord  had  said  that  we  should  oon- 
oiliate  them  ;  but  if  he  (Mr.  TrerelyaB) 
were  to  admit  that  they  were  guilty  of 
all  the  shortcomings  with  which  hem. 
Members    opposite  charged    thera,   ks 
would  only  exaggerate  the  loyalty  of 
those  Oolonies  who  had  declared  that 
not  only  upon  their  own  shores,  bat 
wherever  the  flag  of  England  wared  and 
the  interests  of  this  country  were  eoii- 
cemed,  they  would  stand  by  na  to  ths 
last  man.     The  third  method  which  ^ 
noble  Lord  had  mentioned  for  defeatiog 
Bussian  aggression  had  been  that  w 
should  also  conciliate  India.     Althoagk 
he  had  been  very  glad  to  hear  thoss 
sentiments  expressed  by  the  noble  Lord, 
he  thought  the  picture  he  had  griveii  of 
the  feeling  in  India  was  ill-timed  and 
entirely  overdrawn.     He  did  not  believa 
that  the  Indian  Army  or  the  Indiaa 
Princes  were  specially  discontented  now. 
On  the  contrary,  he  believed  that  duriag 
the  last  four  years  more  had  been  done 
to  conciliate  Native  feeling  in  India  thaa 
had,  perhaps,  been  done  in  anj  eiffhl» 
or  10,  or  12  years  preceding;    and  if 
hon.  Members  would   read  the  reteat 
accounts  of  the  loyalty  of  Nativo  feel- 
ing, they  would  have  to  allow  that  it 
must  be  a  most  singular  policy  which, 
whilst  unsound  in  itself,  had  ptodooed 
such  satisfactory  results.      It  was  ail 
Yerj  well  for  the  hon.  Member  for  1^ 
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to  speak  as  lie  had  done;  they  knew 
pretty  well  what  he  meant,  and  they  knew 
pretty  well  what  the  noble  Lord  meant ; 
but  what  he  wanted  to  know  was  this — 
what  did  hon.  and  right  hon.  Members 
opposite  mean  to  do  on  this  oocasion  ? 
He  had  listened  with  great  interest  to 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lincolnshire  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope),  and  he 
Had  been  much  struck  by  one  sentence 
in  which  the  hon.  Member  had  said  that 
the  first  time  the  British  Government 
Had  shown  symptoms  of  resolution  the 
Russian  Government  had  shown  symp- 
toms of  concession.  That  he  interpreted 
to  mean  that  as  soon  as  the  Hussian  Go- 
yernment  had  seen  on  Monday  last  that 
this  country  was  united,  and  that  no 
Party  spirit  entered  into  their  feelings 
on  this  question,  that  they  were  one 
nation  and  one  Parliament,  that  then 
they  had  known  that  the  time  had  come 
to  make  up  their  minds,  and  that  there 
was  a  more  satisfactory  temper  existing 
among  them  than  some  people  in  this 
country  had  feared.  At  that  critical  mo- 
xnent  were  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  now 
going  to  undo  that  good  work?  The 
Hon.  Member  had  said  that  the  people 
of  Central  Asia  did  not  understand  this 
delay  on  the  part  of  the  Government. 
He  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  thought  that  the 
people  of  Central  Asia  and  of  Central 
flurope  too,  and  of  all  the  capitals  of 
Europe,  would  not  understand  the  delay 
in  carrying  the  later  stages  of  this  Vote, 
on  which  there  had  been  so  great  an 
unanimity  at  an  earlier  stage.  The  hon. 
Member  had  spoken  of  putting  gallant 
officers  on  their  trial.  He  comd  not 
think  that  the  hon.  Member  referred  to 
Sir  Peter  Lumsden.  Si r  Peter  Lumsden 
Had  not  been  in  command  of  the  Afghan 
Forces.  What  the  hon.  Member  meant 
was,  that  the  matter  was  between  the 
two  Governments,  and  not  that  it  was 
between  the  servant  of  one  Government 
and  the  servant  of  the  other.  In  using 
those  words,  the  hon.  Member  had  not 
the  slightest  intention  of  conveying  any 
reflection  upon  those  officers  who  were 
at  this  moment  with  the  Delimitation 
Commission.  ['*  Hear,  hear !  '*]  He  was 
glad  that  the  hon.  Member  accepted  that 
interpretation.  What  was  the  meaning 
of  arbitration?  It  meant  that  people 
arbitrated  instead  of  going  to  war ;  that 
arbitration  stood  in  place  of  that  which 
was  litigation  between  nations.  As  to 
the  question  who  was  to  enforce  the 


result  of  this  arbitration,  he  took  it  that 
when  two  nations  agreed  to  refer  a 
question  to  arbitration,  it  meant  that 
they  were  prepared  to  put  that  in  the 
place  of  a  more  barbarous  and  fierce 
mode  of  settling  the  difficulty.  He 
thought  that  he  had  gone  through  all 
the  practical  arguments  which  had  been 
brought  before  them  that  night,  and  he 
would  conclude  by  referring  to  the 
closing  words  of  the  noble  Lord  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire.  The 
noble  Lord  had  said  that  they  were  to 
keep  two  things  in  memory;  one  was 
the  previous  actions  and  the  probable 
policy  of  Bussia,  and  the  other  was  the 
welfare  of  India.  The  Government  un- 
doubtedly felt  at  this  critical  moment 
that  in  what  was  going  on  now  they  had 
to  take  into  consideration  the  fact  of 
Bussia  being  a  formidable  and  advancing 
Power  in  Asia ;  and  most  assuredly  in 
what  they  were  doing  now  they  should 
be  acting  not  only  in  the  interests  of 
this  country,  but  perhaps  even  more — 
trying  to  do  their  best  for  India.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  had 
wound  up  by  saying  that  the  only  way 
by  which  they  could  protect  the  interests 
of  this  great  country  and  of  India  was 
by  adopting  a  firm  resolution  and  taking 
up  a  definite  policy.  They  had  been 
told  that  they  had  adopted  a  different 
policy  in  1878.  He  should  not  make 
any  unbecoming  allusion  to  the  policy 
of  this  country  in  1878  ;  but  it  must  be 
remembered  that  in  1878,  to  a  very 
great  extent,  they  on  that  side  differed 
from  the  objects  of  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite, and  they  had  explained  in  their 
speeches  at  the  time  how  they  differed. 
But  he  was  certain  that  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  did  not  differ  from  the 
present  Government  in  their  object, 
which  was  this.  There  was  a  very  grave 
crisis  on  the  Indian  Frontier.  Two 
armies  were  close  to  eacH  other.  The 
peace  of  the  Frontier  was  very  seriously 
threatened,  and  if  the  peace  of  the 
Frontier  were  broken  the  peace  of  very 
much  more  than  the  Afghan  Frontier 
would  be  in  very  great  danger.  The 
object  of  the  Government  was  to  bring 
that  state  of  things  to  an  end  at  the 
moment,  and  to  establish  there  a  certain 
defined  line  which  neither  could  pass 
without  knowing  that  in  passing  it  they 
were  doing  wrong,  not  only  in  the  face 
of  his  immediate  neighbour,  but  in  the 
eyes  of  the  whole  wond.    That  Frontier 
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liad  not  yet  been  defined  and  laid  down 
in  such  a  manner  that  it  could  not  be 
mistaken ;  but  under  Frovidence  lie 
trusted  and  believed  that  if  this  nation 
were  firm  and  cool  and  conciliatory — ^but 
not  more  conciliatory  than  it  was  firm — 
that  result  would  be  produced,  and 
would  be  of  the  greatest  benefit  to 
India.  He  trusted  and  believed  that 
the  result  of  such  a  settlement  would  be 
in  every  way  satisfactory. 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUE  said,  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  had  congratulated 
himself  on  having  replied  to  all  the  argu- 
ments advanced  from  the  other  side  of 
the  House,  either  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Ran- 
dolph Churchill),  or  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  E.  Stan- 
hope). He  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  did 
not  think  that  those  who  had  been  in  the 
House  during  those  speeches  would  join 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  his  congra- 
tulations. The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  dilated  upon  the  weakness  of  the 
noble  Lord's  military  strategy ;  whereas 
the  noble  Lord  had  not  said  a  word  with 
respect  to  military  matters.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that  he  would 
not  follow  the  noble  Lord  through  his 
account  of  the  Russian  advances  for  the 
last  25  years,  with  one  exception — 
namely,  the  arrangement  between  Prince 
Gortschakoff  and  Lord  Granville  in  1873 
— and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
actually  asked  the  House  to  believe  that 
the  arrangement  then  come  to  as  to  the 
borders  of  Afghanistan  was  not  a  definite 
one;  but  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
took  the  trouble  to  refer  to  Lord  Gran- 
ville's letter,  he  would  see  that  Lord 
Granville  had  in  the  most  elaborate 
manner  fixed  the  Frontier.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  dilated  upon  the 
merits  of  Afghanistan  as  a  most  im- 
portant buffer  between  England  and 
Russia,  and  had  compared  its  position 
to  that  which  Switzerland  once  occupied 
between  France  and  Austria.  But  he 
appeared  to  forget  that  Switzerland  was 
an  independent  State  in  which  neither 
France  nor  Austria  had  any  rights  of  in- 
terference, or  any  share  in  the  direction 
of  its  foreign  policy.  But  was  that  the 
position  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
wanted  Afghanistan  to  occupy  between 
England  and  Russia  ?  Did  he  desire  that 
England  should  have  no  more  rights  in 
directing  the  foreignpolicy  of  Afghanistan 
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than  Russia  ?  If  that  were  his  desire, 
he  could  only  say  two  things — firstly, 
that  he  had  abandoned  absolutely  the 
position  taken  up  by  every  other  Go- 
vernment on  this  question,  ^whether 
Liberal  or  Conservative ;  and,  secondly, 
that  such  an  Afghanistan,  so  far  from 
being  a  buffer  between  England  and 
Russia,  would  be  a  standing  ihenaoe  to 
our  Indian  Provinces.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  informed  them  that  a  war 
with  Russia  in  Asia  could  scarcely  be  suc- 
cessfully conducted,  so  that  it  appeared 
that  they  were  to  understand  that  his  Go- 
vernment were  coming  down  to  the  House 
and  asking  them  to  entrust  them  with 
£11,000,000,  telling  them  at  the  same 
time  that,  if  those  £11,000,000  were  to 
be  used  for  war,  that  war  must  end  in 
disaster.  Of  that  sum  they  were  now 
asked  to  vote  together  about  £6,500,000 
for  war  preparations  and  £4,500,000  for 
the  Soudan.  Those  £4,500,000  were  ab- 
solutely wasted;  not  a  single  result  of 
any  sort  or  kind  or  description  woold 
remain  from  that  part  of  the  expenditure^ 
except  the  butchery  of  a  certain  number 
of  Arabs  and  the  loss  of  a  certain  num- 
ber of  English  lives.  However  ready 
they  might  be  to  grant  the  money  for 
war  preparations  without  objections,  it 
was  impossible  to  allow  Supplies  for  the 
Soudan  to  be  taken  without  serece 
criticism.  He  should,  therefore,  bare 
thought  that  it  would  have  been  to  Ute 
interest  of  Her  Majesty's  Gk>Temment 
to  do  what  the  Conservative  Party  asked 
them  to  do,  and  divide  the  Vote  into 
two,  for  they  must  be  aware  that  if  they 
lumped  together  Supplies  demanded  for 
such  very  different  objects  they  would 
inevitably  force  upon  the  world  the  con- 
viction  that  in  the  policy  which  this 
money  was  to  further  the  GK>Temme&t 
were  not  supported  by  a  unanimous 
Parliament.  He  trusted  that  these  ne- 
gotiations and  this  expenditure  wouldead 
in  a  settled  and  durable  peace  —  a 
peace  settled  on  such  terms  that  it 
would  not  be  in  the  power  of  any  un- 
scrupulous Russian  Government,  if  un- 
scrupulous Russian  Governments  existed, 
or  any  undisciplined  and  disobedient 
Russian  Commanders,  if  such  existed, 
to  disturb,  when  it  suited  them,  the 
tranquillity  of  India  and  of  Europe,  and 
compel  whatever  Government  might  be 
in  power  to  come  down  to  the  House  of 
Commons  and  ask  this  country  suddenly 
I  to  impose  great  sacrifices  upon  itself.  That 
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was  the  kind  of  peace  which  they  asked 
to  be  established;  and  he  wanted  to 
know  whether  the  peace,  the  outlines  of 
which  had  been  sketched  out  to  them  by 
the  Ooyemment,  was  or  was  not  likely 
to  be  a  peace  of  that  kind  ?    He  had  no 
desire  to  say  hard  words  about  Eussia. 
It  might  be  all  his  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Randolph  Churchill)  had  said  it  was,  or, 
on  the  other  hand,  it  might  be  all  the 
Prime  Minister  haid  said  it  was  in  1876. 
Whether  Eussia  were  honest  or  dishonest, 
the  fact  came  out  clearly  and  obviously 
that,  whatever  the  motive  or  the  cause 
might  be,  there  was  no  more  certain 
fiign  of  an  approaching  Eussian  advance 
than  a  formal  announcement  by  the  Eus- 
sian Government  that  no  advance  was 
intended.    There  was  a  curious  corre- 
spondence between  the  policy  of  Eng- 
land and  the   policy  of  Eussia  ;    they 
appeared    exactly    to  fit  in  with  one 
another;  because,  whereas  the  plan  of 
the  Eussian  Oovernment  was    always 
to  make  a  declaration  which  they  pro- 
ceeded to  break,  the  plan  of  the  English 
Oovernment  was  to    make  a    demand 
which  they  proceeded  to  withdraw    The 
permanent  peace  which  those  on  his  side 
of  the  House  desired  must  be  made  more 
difficult  by  anything  in  the  nature  of  a 
surrender.     Whether  the  battle-ground 
that  now   presented  itself  was  a  good 
one  or  not,  it  was  the  one  deliberately 
chosen  by  the  Government,  and  it  was 
to  that  battle-gpround  the  Indians  would 
look  ;  and  if  the  Government  now  made 
any  settlement  which  resulted  in  any 
district  which  they  claimed  as  belonging 
to  Afghanistan  being  given  up  to  Eussia, 
they  would  undoubtedly  suffer  in  the 
eyes  of  all  India,  of  all  Afghanistan, 
and  of  all  Europe  for  the  loss  of  prestige 
which  followed  a  gpreat  diplomatic  defeat. 
He   feared  that,  in  the   announcement 
made  with  respect  to  Eussia  and  Af- 
ghanistan, the  Government  had  added, 
or  were  about  to  add,  one  more  to  the 
many  dishonourable  retreats  which  they 
had  forced  upon  the  country  during  the 
past  few  years.    Cheap  dishonour  might 
be  tolerable;  but  he  could  not  believe 
that  the  country  would  find  tolerable  a 
dishonour  which  cost  £11,000,000.    The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down    reproached  the  Opposition    for 
their  action  that  night ;  because,  he  said, 
it  destroyed  that  appearance  of  unani- 
mity which  the  action  of  the  preceding 
Monday  had  produced.     In  defending 

VOL.  COXCVII.    [third  sbbibs.] 


the  honour  of  the  country  he  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  believed  they  would  be  one 
House  and  one  nation ;  and  if  that 
night  were  a  contrast  to  the  last  occasion 
on  which  the  Vote  was  discussed,  it  was 
because,  on  the  last  occasion,  they 
thought  the  Government  had,  for  once, 
adopted  a  dignified  and  decided  policy, 
and  were  about,  for  once,  to  shake  them- 
selves free  from  their  old  habits  and  in- 
veterate traditions.  If  that  night  they 
were  bound  to  divide  the  House  it 
was  because  the  results  of  the  cross- 
examination  to  which  Ministers  were 
subjected  at  Question  time  was  such  as 
to  convince  them  that  in  those  expecta- 
tions they  had  been  deceived,  and  that 
they  could  no  longer  entrust  to  the 
occupants  of  the  Treasury  Bench  the 
honour  of  this  country  or  the  safety  of 
the  Indian  Empire. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  The  evening  is 
now  fast  advancing,  and  I  think  it  may 
be  for  the  convenience  of  the  House  that 
we  should  know  what  is  to  be  the  end 
and  what  is  to  be  the  upshot  of  this  de- 
bate here.  No  declaration  has  been 
made  of  opposition  to  the  Vote  that  is 
before  us;  at  the  same  time,  nothing 
has  been  said  which  would  justify  me 
in  concluding  that  there  should  be  no 
such  opposition.  The  debate  has  been 
one  of  a  somewhat  unusual  character, 
not  sought  by  us — I  may  say  not  ex- 
pected by  us.  The  time  for  debating  a 
subject  of  this  kind,  the  time  for  bring- 
ing to  trial  the  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
ment— if  so  much  as  a  show  of  im- 
partiality is  to  be  preserved — is  when 
the  information  bearing  upon  the  case  is 
before  the  House.  But  Gentlemen  like 
my  hon.  Friend  who  has  just  sat  down 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  feel  no  difficulties 
whatever  from  the  absence  of  informa- 
tion. Their  course  is  so  easy  in  al- 
leging that  upon  every  occasion  the  Go- 
vernment has  been  wrong,  and  that 
upon  this  occasion  it  is  wrong  again, 
that,  of  course,  to  persons  whose  mental 
proclivities  are  thus  directed,  and  who 
can  arrive  at  their  conclusions  and 
give  their  verdict  without  the  evidence, 
there  is  an  immense  satisfaction  in  get- 
ting rid  of  all  the  difficulties  which  the 
examination  of  the  evidence  involves  in 
being  free  from  all  the  responsibilities 
under  which  Ministers  lie,  and  in  having 
one  planned  formula,  described  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down, 
of  universal  condemnation  of  what  has 
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been  done  by  the  Government.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  differs  entirely  from  the 
estimate  which  I  certainly  had  formed 
of  the  speech  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lan- 
caster (Mr.  Treyelyan).  For  my  own 
part,  I  am  perfectly  satisfied  with  the 
manner  in  which  my  right  hon.  Friend 
answered  the  arguments  of  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill) 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincoln- 
shire (Mr.  E.  Stanhope).  The  angry 
attempt  which  the  hon.  Member  who 
has  just  sat  down  has  made  to  impeach 
the  sufficiency  of  that  speech  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  has  totally  failed,  because 
the  only  point  he  made  was  to  ascribe 
to  my  right  hon.  Friend  an  argument 
which  he  had  never  used.  The  hon. 
Member  said  that  my  right  hon.  Friend's 
contention  was  this — that  whatever  dip- 
lomatic agreements  were  forced  upon  us 
by  Bussia  we  must  accept ;  and  why  ? 
Because  he  said  my  right  hon.  Friend 
had  stated  that  to  march  an  English 
Army  500  or  600  miles  beyond  the 
Indian  Frontier  would  be  disastrous. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  nowhere  said  that 
the  British  means  of  action  were  con- 
fined to  a  mode  of  proceeding  so  extreme, 
and  he  did  not  give  the  smallest  colour 
to  the  argument  imputed  to  him  by  the 
hon.  Member.  Why  does  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber say  that  the  Government  have  aban- 
doned the  grounds  upon  which  they 
were  proceeding  on  Monday  last,  when 
he  says,  by  a  wonderful  exercise  of 
charity,  he  did  stretch  his  understand- 
ing to  the  belief  that  for  once  we  might 
have  been  right  ?  It  is  not  for  me  to 
enter  upon  that  question,  because  I 
should  be  doing  wrong  if  I  attempted 
to  make  a  mere  verbal  explanation  pass 
current  in  this  House  as   a   sufficient 

found  for  our  action.  For  the  present 
will  only  say  that  there  is  not  the 
smallest  evidence,  either  in  the  posses- 
sion of  the  hon.  Gentleman  or  of  the 
House,  of  our  having  altered  our  minds 
in  one  single  particular  since  the  Go- 
vernment, in  my  unworthy  person,  ad- 
dressed the  House  on  Monday  last,  when 
the  hon.  Gentleman  says  he  believed 
that  for  once  we  might  have  been  right. 
I  hope  we  are  still  in  a  position  to  de- 
serve the  approval  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man. The  hon.  Gentleman  says  that 
what  he  wants  is  to  have  a  final  and 
permanent  peace,  and  he  is  not  prepared 
to  be  content  with  us  unless  we  give  him 

Mr,  Gladstone 


a  final  and  permanent  peace.  Hiose  «e 
rather  hard  terms.  I  never  heard,  ib 
politics,  any  mode  by  which,  whea  t 
diplomatic  difference  arisee,  it  is  poi- 
sible  absolutely  to  guarantee  p^mftseot 
peace,  except  when  one  of  the  Parties  ii 
strong  enough  not  only  to  anbdue,  bit 
to  annihilate  the  other.  What  he  m; 
fairly  expect  from  the  Gt>veniinent,  aid 
what  I  think  the  GK>veniznent  have 
laboured  for,  and  not  without  effect,  ii 
that  we  should  adopt  the  beet  mens 
which,  humanly  speaking,  are  in  the pover 
of  statesmen  to  adopt  towards  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  final  and  permanent  peace. 
What  are  we  doing?  We  are  endea- 
vouring to  obtain,  and  I  trust  we  skaO 
obtain — although  I  do  not  think  tkat 
the  speeches  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite and  of  those  who  sit  near  kin 
will  help  us  much  to  obtain — X  taut  wt 
shall,  notwithstanding  those  speechei. 
obtain  the  delimitation  of  an  unaerstood 
and  definite  Frontier..  The  hon.  Gen^ 
man  says  that  there  is  a  Frontier  already. 
There  is  no  Frontier  definite  in  this  tmm 
—  in  the  only  sense  worth  having  — 
namely,  that  it  has  been  traced  oat  npoa 
the  ground,  so  that  consequently  yoa 
are  in  a  condition  to  say — "  By  ptfT*?g 
beyond  that  Frontier  you  hare  brokea 
the  convenant."  It  is  perfectly  trae  that 
in  a  despatch  of  my  noble  Fnend  {^Eazl 
Granville),  dated  some  considerable  tiiM 
back,  certain  Provinces  are  mentioBed, 
which  Provinces  are  assigned  territorially 
to  a  particular  jurisdiction.  Bat  thoM 
Provinces  in  Central  Asia,  what  aie 
they  ?  Why,  Sir,  the  Central  part  of 
Asia,  not  more  than  one  generation  af«. 
was  totally  imknown  to  the  maaa  cf 
mankind,  and  even  to  geographers ;  aad 
even  now,  when  we  speak  of  Provinesf 
in  Central  Asia,  we  do  not  speak  of  thea 
as  we  would  of  any  countiy  in  £aropa, 
or  even  Provinces  in  India.  You  muC 
have  absolute  delimitation. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  There  is  ia 
the  despatch  of  Lord  OranviUe  ahadlato 
delimitation. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  entirely  joia 
issue  with  the  hon.  Gentleman.  When 
are  the  terms  ?  

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  perah 
me  I  will  read  them.  I  can  only  do  it 
by  the  courtesy  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. There  is  the  absolate  delioiitatioB 
of  the  Frontier  of  Afghanistan  whidi  I 
did  not  like  to  trouble  the  Hooae  witk 
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this  afternoon.  There  are  four  para- 
gpraphs  in  the  despatch  of  Earl  G-ran- 
ville  to  Lord  Augustus  Lof  tus. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  What  is  the 
date? 

LoED  EANDOLPH  CHUEOHILL: 
The  date  is  October  17th,  1872.  That 
despatch  states — 

"  For  your  Excellency's  more  complete  in- 
f  oraiation  I  state  the  territories  and  boundaries 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  consider  as 
fully  belonging  to  the  Ameer  of  Cabul,  viz.: — 
n.)  Badak&an,  with  its    independent  district 
Wakban,  from  the  Sarikal  (Woods  Lake)  on 
the  east  to  the  junction  of  the  Kokcha  river 
with   the    OxQS    (or   Penjdeh),   forming   the 
northern  boundary  of  this  Afghan  province 
throughout   its    entire  extent.     (2.)    Afghan 
Turkestan,  comprising  the  districts  of  Eunduz, 
Khulm,  and  fialkh,  tho  northern  boundary  of 
which  would  be  the  line  of  the  Oxus  from  the 
junction  of  the  Kokcha  river  to  the  post  of  the 
Khoiah  Saleh,  inclusive,  on  the  high  road  from 
Bokhara  to  Balkh.    Nothing  to  be  claimed  by 
the  Afghan  Ameer  on  the  left  bank  of  the  Oxus 
below  Khojah  Saleh.  (3.)  The  internal  districts 
of  Aksha,  Seripool,  Maimenat,  Shippexjan,  and 
Andkoi,  the  latter  of  which  would  be  the  ex- 
treme Afghan  frontier  possession  to  the  north- 
west, the  desert  beyona  belonging  to  indepen- 
dent tribes  of  Turcomans.     (4.)  The  we^em 
Afghan  frontier  between  the  dependencies  of 
Herat  and  those  of  the  Persian  province  of 
Khorassan  is  well  known,  and  need  not  here  be 
defined." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  am  obliged  to 
the  noble  Lord  for  saving  me  the  trouble 
of  inflicting  upon  the  House  the  four 
paragraphs  he  had  just  read.  It  is  those 
four  paragraphs  that  I  mean .     I  put  out 
of  view  the  first  and  the  second  para- 
graphs.    [An  hon.  Member  :  Oh,  oh !] 
Does  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  in- 
terrupted me  know  anything  of  the  sub- 
ject?   The  first  and  second  paragraphs 
have  reference  to  parts  of  the  country 
which  are  not  now  in  question.    That, 
I  suppose,  is  a  reason  for  putting  them 
out  of  view.    What  does  the    fourth 
paragraph    say?     That   the    Western 
Afghan  Frontier  is  to  be  between  the 
Dependencies  of  Herat  and  those  of  the 
Persian  Province  of  Khorassan.   Where 
is  the  delimitation  of  the  Dependencies  of 
Herat,  and  who  knows  what  are  the  De- 
pendencies of  the  Province  of  Khorassan  ? 
What  is  the  authoritative  document  to 
which  reference  can  be  made,  when  you  are 
about  to  call  another  Power  to  account, 
and  perhaps  to  subject  it  to  war,  for  not 
having  fulfilled  its  obligation?    Then, 
the  third  paragraph  which  the    noble 
Lord  read  has  reference  to  the  internal 
districts  of  Aksha,  Seripool,  Maimenat, 


Shipperjan,  and  Andkoi,  whereas  my 
argument  had  been  that  the  districts 
were  mentioned  in  the  engagements, 
but  that  the  mention  of  those  districts 
was  perfectly  insufficient,  because  of 
those  districts  no  legal,  no  historical, 
no  conventional  definition  exists.  There- 
fore, I  go  back  to  my  point,  and  I  say 
that  there  is  nownoFrontierof  a  definite 
character  with  regard  to  which  one 
Power  can  bring  another  Power  to  ac- 
count, and,  bringing  it  to  account,  can 
require  and  exact  of  it  the  performance 
of  a  binding  engagement.  1  think  that 
it  is  a  part  of  the  wisdom  of  the  states- 
man to  endeavour  to  substitute  a  defi- 
nite and  carefully-traced  Frontier  for 
those  vague  and  practically  unintelligible 
statements,  which  are  referable  to  no 
historical  and  no  legal  standard. 

Sir  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF :  It 
is  Lord  Ghranville's  own  despatch. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :   Certainly ;  and 
what  was  Lord  Granville  engaged  in  ? 
He  was  engaged  in  a  preliminary  pro- 
cess in  connection  with  a  most  useful  and 
important    policy — namely,    to    obtain 
from  Eussia,  where  formerly  there  was 
no    acknowledgment    whatever,    those 
general  acknowledgments  which,  in  the 
absence    of    anything    more    definite, 
would,  at  least,  afford  a  general  indica- 
tion of  the  views  of  that  Power.    It  ap- 
pears to  me  that  that  is  an  ample  justi- 
fication  of  Lord  Granville's  despatch, 
and  at  the  same  time  a  perfect  proof 
that  it  had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with 
the  question  now  before  us,  and  does 
not,  in  the  slightest  degree,  disprove  the 
necessity  of  what  we  are  now   about. 
What  is  the  doctrine  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Hertford  (Mr. 
A.   J.   Balfour),  who  has  come  down 
here  to  instruct  us  in  so  high  a  tone 
and  from  so  lofty  a  position  ?   The  hon. 
Gentleman  says  there  was  a  Frontier  al- 
ready   established    from    Sarakhs    to 
Khojah  Saleh,  and  that  we  ought  to 
have  adhered  to  it,  and  to  have  com- 
pelled the  Eussians  to  adhere  to  it,  and 
that  if  the  Eussians  had  refused  to  ad- 
here to  that  Frontier,  we  ought  to  have 
held  ourselves  justified  in  resorting  to 
nseasures  of  force.    That  is  the  doctrine 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Hertford. 
Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  No. 
Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  distinctly  heard 
the  hon.  Member  say  that  there  was  a 
Frontier  to  which  we  ought  to  have  ad- 
hered exactly.    If   I  have  not  stated 
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accurately  the  Frontier  which  he  meant, 
let  the  hon.  Member  correct  my  state- 
ment. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BAETLETT  :  The 
Boundary  Commission. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  was  not  re- 
ferring to  the  hon.  Member.  We  are 
not  always  bound  to  speak  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Eye  (Mr.  Ashmead-Bart- 
lett).  There  are  a  great  many  occasions 
— perhaps,  even  to  satiety — when  we 
are ;  but  at  some  times  I  may,  I  hope, 
claim  the  right  of  referring  to  another 
speaker.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Hertford  distinctly  referred 
to  another  Frontier,  and  charged  it  upon 
us  that  we  were  abandoning  territory 
which  was  secured  to  Afghanistan,  if 
we  had  that  Frontier.  It  was  the  foun- 
dation of  his  whole  indictment  against 
the  Government.  It  was  this  abandon- 
ment of  territory  already  secured  to  us 
which  he  said  would  be  fatal  to  us  in 
our  predominance  in  India,  and  to  our 
character  and  reputation  generally — if, 
indeed,  we  had  any  left,  for,  in  the 
view  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  what  re- 
mains of  our  character  and  reputation 
is  hardly  worth  considering.  Now,  Sir, 
I  want  to  know  whether  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  really  serious  ?  He  has  got 
this  Frontier  of  his  own,  and  he  says — 
''  You  are  not  justified  in  agreeing,  on 
any  terms,  to  any  Frontier  short  of  that." 
I  believe  I  am  representing  the  hon. 
Gentleman  accurately. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  What  I  said 
was  that  we  should  entirely  lose  prestige 
in  India  by  giving  up  land  which  we 
foolishly  or  not  focwishly — I  did  not  say 
which — had  undoubtedly  claimed  for 
Afghanistan. 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  Then  what  does 
the  hon.  Member  recommend?  Does 
he  recommend  us  to  give  it  up,  or  does 
he  not  ?  His  speech  was  perfectly  dis- 
tinct, and  it  was  to  the  etfect  that  we 
should  not  give  it  up. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  should  not 
give  it  up  by  arbitration. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Then  let  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  if  he  likes,  make  a 
Motion,  impugning  our  proposal  refer- 
ring to  aroitration  what  the  Russian 
Government  have  agreed  to  refer  to 
arbitration,  and  we  will  meet  him  on 
that  ground.  He  has  been  encouraging 
us  strongly  in  his  speech  to  adhere  to 
his  supposititious  Frontier.  Well,  Sir,  it 
is  useless  to  ask  whether  that  Frontier 
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was  wisely  claimed  or  not.  What  tiM 
hon.  Member  insisted  upon  is  that  the 
effect  of  not  adhering  to  it  will  be 
ruinous. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Very  aenonf. 

Mr.   GLADSTONE :    Only   very  m- 
rious  ?    We  were  to  lose  our  chancier 
in  India— and  I  go  a  great  way  with 
him  in  thinking  that  the  maintenaaee 
of  our  repute  in  India  is  a  gpreat  strength, 
though  I  think  that  justice  and  equity 
are  the  instruments  by  which  we  should 
maintain  it ;  but  what  I  want  to  point 
out  is  this — the  unwisdom,  if    I    may 
venture  to  say  so,  of  my  hon.  Friend  in 
determining  to  settle  all  this  qaestioii, 
spurred  on  by  his  animosity  against  the 
Government,   in    the    absence    of    the 
Papers  which  will  give  him   informa* 
tion.  Observe  what  he  has  recommended. 
He  recommends  that  we  should  adhere 
to  this  advanced  Frontier  in  all  mrcam- 
stances.     Suppose  he  were  to  find  that 
the  Ameer  of  Afghanistan  himself  was 
not  in  favour  of  adhering  to  it.     Then  I 
understand  my  hon.  Friend  to  hold  that 
it  is  the  duty  of  this  country,  if  need  be 
by  force — by  policy  in  the  first  instaneey 
but  if  need  be  by  force — to  claim  for 
Afghanistan  that  which,  on  the  suppo- 
sition I  have  made — ^I  am  arguing  en- 
tirely upon  an  hypothesis — [Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour:  Hear,  hear!] — I  am  propos- 
ing to  bring  the  hypothesis  to  a  test  of 
facts  when  the  Papers  are  prodaoedf 
whereas  my  hon.  Friend's  contention  is 
that  you  ought  to  decide  the  matter 
without  knowing  anything  about    ths 
facts.     His  contention  is  that  we  art 
bound  to  claim  for  Afghanistan  a  terri- 
tory even  though  the  Ameer  might  not 
claim  it,  even  though  he  might,  by  the 
hypothesis,  desire  to  be  rid  of  it     Can 
the  hon.  Member  be  serious  in  thinViwg 
that  upon  a  basis  such  as  that  the  people 
of  this  country  would  condemn  the  Go- 
vernment ?    Sir,  I  am  afraid  that  I  shall 
not  carry  the  assent  of  my  hon.  Friend 
to  another  proposition  I  am  about  to 
make.    I  have  said  that  it  appeared  to 
me  that  we  were  bound  to  labour  for  a 
stable  and  permanent  peace  by  the  es- 
tablishment, as  one  means  of  peace,  of 
a  definite  and  solemn  covenant  as  to  a 
Frontier  capable  of  being  traced  and 
defined,  which  does  not  now  exist.     I 
do  not  appear  to  have  the  assent  of  my 
hon.  Friend  to  that.    There  is  another 
argument  we  ought  to  bear  in  mind« 
and  to  which  I  am  afraid  I  shall  not 
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have  his  assent  either;  and  it  is  that  we 
can  only  secure  a  definite  and  solid 
peace  by  the  establishment  of  good  re- 
lations with  Afghanistan,  by  respecting 
their  independence,  and  the  independ- 
ence of  the  country,  by  consulting  their 
feelings,  and  by  observing  towards 
them  the  strictest  relations  of  honour. 
This  is  the  purpose  which  we  have 
borne  in  mind,  and  shall  bear  in 
mind,  and  which  we  think,  in  all 
the  difficulties  of  the  case,  to  be  a 
capital  instrument  towards  procuring  a 
definite  and  sound  peace.  With  regard 
to  the  previous  speeches  of  this  evening, 
I  am  quite  content  to  fall  back  upon  the 
speech  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster ; 
and,  therefore,  I  shall  not  refer  to  some 
points  which  I  confess  appear  to  me  to 
be  extremely  difficult  points  in  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Woodstock  (Lord  Eandolph 
Churchill).  What  I  wish  to  do  at  the 
present  moment  is  this — to  point  out  to 
the  House  that,  in  our  judgment,  if  they 
will  allow  me  to  say  so,  it  would  be  a 
wise  course  if  they  will  be  disposed  to  go 
forward  and  sanction  to-night  the  Vote 
for  which  we  asked  on  Monday  last. 
[  CrieB  o/  **  No !  "]  I  respectfully  claim  it 
as  my  right  and  my  duty  to  point  out 
why  it  appears  to  me  that  that  course 
ought  to  be  taken.  I  may  observe  that 
until  this  Vote  is  reported  we  have  not 
obtained  the  authority  of  the  House  of 
Commons  to  spend  the  money  which  it 
embraces.  The  Vote  of  the  Committee 
is  only '  a  preliminary  proceeding.  I 
cannot  say  how  much  I  was  gratified  by 
the  imanimity  and  rapidity  with  which 
it  was  gpranted.  I  did  not  entirely  ex- 
pect what  has  happened  this  evening; 
but,  at  any  rate,  in  addressing  the  ma- 
jority of  the  House  I  must  observe  that 
in  order  to  make  the  proceeding  regular, 
and  to  enable  us  to  spend  this  large  sum 
of  money,  it  is  absolutely  necessary  that 
the  House  should  fi^ive  its  sanction  to 
the  Vote  of  Credit  which  has  been  passed. 
We  have  no  title,  so  far  as  my  recollec- 
tion goes — and  I  do  not  expect  to  be 
contradicted — to  spend  any  part  of  the 
Vote  of  Credit  until  it  has  been  reported 
to  the  House.  This  is  the  Vote  which 
we  were  to  have  disposed  of  on  Thurs- 
day night,  had  not  circumstances,  en- 
tirely accidental,  |  prevented  us  from 
reaching  this  discussion  on  that  evening. 
With  respect  to  the  policy  of  the  Go- 


vernment, I  cannot  imagine  the  House 
to  be  so  weak  as  to  suppose  that  I  should 
gain  any  advantage  by  attempting  to 
flinch  from  a  discussion  of  that  policy ; 
but  I  do  put  it  confidently  to  the  House, 
whatever  the  Vote  may  be,  that  though 
strong  opinions  may  be  pronounced  and 
strong  feeling  manifested,  no  real  pro- 
gress can  be  made  until  the  course  of 
these  negotiations  is  before  them,  to- 
gether with  their  results.  But  I  will 
venture  to  say  this — as  such  severe  con- 
demnation has  been  so  unhesitatingly 
pronounced — that  I  entertain  the  most 
undoubted  assurance  that  when  our  case 
is  before  the  country,  and  when  the 
authentic  Papers  are  produced,  the  opi- 
nion of  the  country  will  be  that  we  have 
faithfully  discharged  our  duties  as  Mi- 
nisters of  the  Crown,  bound  to  study  the 
honour  and  interests  of  the  nation. 
That  is  my  anticipation.  I  am  speaking 
only  for  myself.  With  regard  to  some 
of  the  sentences  of  reprobation  which 
have  been  pronouncea  upon  us  this 
evening,  the  state  of  the  case  with  re- 
gard to  the  Vote  is,  I  admit,  in  some 
respects,  peculiar.  It  has  no  effect  until 
it  is  reported,  and  until  we  obtain  the 
sanction  of  the  House  to  spend  a  portion 
— I  am  afraid  a  large  portion — of  the 
money  expressed  in  it.  We  asked  for 
this  Vote  at  a  time  when  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case  were  in  a  certain  de- 
gree, menacing  in  themselves.  We 
stated  that  there  was  a  case  for  pre- 
paration. That  was  the  basis  upon 
which  our  application  for  the  Vote  was 
founded.  These  preparations  were  pro- 
ceedings on  both  sides.  That  is  a  matter 
of  notoriety.  I  am  not  aware  that,  so 
far  as  Bussia  is  concerned,  any  change 
has  taken  place,  nor  should  I  think  that 
we  were  in  the  slightest  degree  entitled 
to  expect  that  a  change  should  have 
taken  place  at  this  moment.  The  fact 
is,  that  you  cannot  depend  upon  the  first 
favourable  turns  in  a  negotiation  which 
has  many  stages,  and  in  regard  to  which 
it  would  be  presumptuous  to  argue  that 
because  it  is  not  now  in  a  dangerous 
state  it  can  never  be  in  a  dangerous 
state  again.  As  men  of  sense,  at  the 
first  turning  of  a  favourable  character 
opening  out  the  first  piercing  rays  of 
light  into  the  gloom,  you  will  not  intro- 
duce fundamental  alterations  into  your 
preparations.  But  perhaps  it  will  be 
said — "  What  is  the  position  of  the 
House?'*      The  noble  Lord,  has  said 


1579 


Supply —  Vote 


{COMMONS} 


of  Credit. 


IMO 


that  a  Vote  of  this  kind  is,  in  the  highest 
sense,  a  Vote  of  Confidence.  In  part  I 
agree  with  him,  and  in  part  I  differ 
from  him.  It  appears  to  me  that  in  a 
great  many  cases  there  may  he  vital 
differences  in  the  politics  of  the  Govern- 
ment ;  there  may  be  a  Government  to 
which  you  would  entirely  decline  to  give 
your  confidence  on  general  grounds,  yet, 
in  another  respect,  you  would  not  hesi- 
tate to  give  them  a  Vote  when  it  was 
demanded  on  grounds  connected  with 
the  safety  and  honour  of  the  country. 
Therefore,  I  would  say  to  the  noble 
Lord  that  he  is  not  called  upon,  in  being 
asked  to  give  this  Vote,  to  express  his 
confidence  in  the  Government.  It  is  im- 
possible to  conceive  a  case  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  this  country  being  prepared 
to  ac'quiesce  in  the  task  of  putting  aside 
that  Vote,  and  prepared,  at  the  same 
time,  to  carry  on  the  government  of  the 
country.  Do  not  let  it  be  supposed  for 
a  moment  that  I  hold  the  absurd  opinion 
that  because  the  House  has  voted  this 
sum  in  Committee,  and  I  hope  will  pro- 
ceed to  ratify  it  by  sanctioning  it  in  the 
House,  that  I  hold  the  House  to  have 
thereby  given  an  unconditional  right  to 
the  Government  to  spend  the  money. 
Very  far  from  it;  it  is  a  conditional 
Vote.  It  is  a  Vote  upon  the  supposition 
that  it  shall  be  found  necessary  for  the 
discharge  of  engagements;  but  as  re- 
gards everything  prospective,  it  is  meant 
to  be  a  Vote  conditional  on  the  neces- 
sities of  the  case.  Whatever  Vote  we 
may  obtain  from  the  House  of  Commons, 
we  remain  bound  to  render  a  strict 
account  to  the  House  of  Commons  when 
the  House  chooses  to  exact  it;  and 
whatever  we  spend  prospectively  under 
this  Vote,  so  far,  I  mean,  as  the  special 
preparations  are  concerned,  we  shall  be 
bound  to  show  cause  for  it,  or  be  liable 
to  censure  if  we  fail  to  show  cause.  It 
is  part  of  that  high  stewardship  which 
belongs  to  an  Executive  Government, 
and  which  sometimes  may  be  reposed  in 
feeble  or  unworthy  hands,  but  which,  at 
the  same  time,  you  cannot  separate  from 
the  function  and  the  work  and  the  very 
existence  of  an  Executive  Government. 
Unless  you  can  get  rid  of  it,  and  are 
prepared  to  put  another  Gt>vernment  in 
its  place,  there  is  no  course  so  foolish  as 
to  cripple  and  discredit  it  in  the  case  of  a 
Vote  of  this  kind ;  because,  in  doing  so, 
you  cripple  and  discredit  the  country. 
Observe;  I  carefully  separate  the  case 

Mr.  Gladstone 


where  you  object  to  the  Vote  on  prii- 
ciple.    If  you  object  to  the  Vote  on  piii- 
ciple,  you   are  not   onlj  warranted  a 
opposing  it,  but  you  are  bound  to  oppoM 
it  to  the  length  of  displacing  the  Go> 
vemment,  and  undertaking  the  reapos- 
sibility  of  governing  the  coimtiy.   Of 
course,  should  events  continue  to  run  i 
favourable  course,  it  would  be  oor  dntj 
to  study  what  we  can    do  to  save  ^ 
resources  which  the  House  has  so  geae- 
rously,  in  Committee,  proposed  to  place 
at  our  disposal.    We  cannot  think  thit 
the  moment  for  resolving^  on  a  momeB- 
tons  change  of  ,that  kind  has  alreidj 
arrived,  nor  can  that  moment  be  judged 
of,  in  the  first  instance,  by  the  House  ol 
Commons.      That  judgment-  most  of 
necessity,  from  the  nature  of  the  esie, 
be  allowed  to  devolve  on  the  Execntife 
Government.    I  trust,  Sir,  that  we  tbifl 
receive  the  Vote  sensible  of  the  gntitf 
of  that  charge.    I  am  bound  to  say  thit 
in  my  judgment,   any  appearance  of 
hesitation  on  the  part  of  this  House  to 
sanction    the  Vote  of   the   Committee 
would  be  a  very  serious  public  evil  I 
do  not  undertake  to  say  how  far  thit 
evil  might  reach.    I  wish  to  speak  a 
the  language  of  moderation,  and  I  lej 
in  that  language  it  would  be  a  verj 
serious  public  evil.    I  do  not  object  ii 
the  slightest  degree,  to  those  sweepieg 
condemnations  of  the  Government  whiek 
we  have  heard  to-night.     I  regard  tliea 
as  a  matter  of  course.    Perhaps  I  am  toe 
much  disposed  to  regard  them  as  cos* 
monplace,    and  almost  as  truisms.   I 
confess  that  is  the  aspect  in  which  thej 
sometimes  come  before  me;  but,  bov- 
ever  well  reasoned  they  may  be  on  tioi 
or  on  any  other  occasion,  I  shall  not  seek 
to  evade  them.     I  am  speaking  simphf 
of  the  action  of  the  House  in  the  ci^ 
cumstances  of  the  moment,  when,  hap- 
pily, there  has  been  a  turn  towards  * 
favourable  issue  in  the  grave  negotia- 
tions now  going  on  between  the  two 
countries.    I  entreat  the  House  not  to 
derogate  from  the  effect  of  what  tbe 
Committee    has    already    wisely   ^ 
patriotically  done.     It  will  lose  nothiai 
by  persevering  in  that  course;  w^  j 
must  say  I  think  even  opponents  wooU 
admit  that  if,  with  transactions  of  iu^ 
difficulty  and  anxiety  on  hand,  ve  caa- 
not  be  trusted  with  this  authority  noder 
the  responsibility  of  the  future  ja^ 
ment   of  Parliament,    the   sooner  tbe 
House  takes  another  step  and  rdeasf* 
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VLB  from  all  responsibility  the  better.  I 
haye  not  the  smallest  objection  to  the 
raising  of  that  question.  It  is  a  ques- 
tion that  has  been  raised  pretty  freely 
of  late,  about  as  often  in  the  present 
Parliament  as  in  all  the  Parliaments,  11 
in  number,  antecedent  to  it  in  which  I 
have  had  the  honour  of  sitting.  I  do 
not  object  to  lengthening  the  goodly 
catalogue  of  those  indictments.  By  all 
means  let  it  be  done ;  but  let  it  be  done 
with  knowledge ;  let  it  be  done  in  cir- 
cumstances which  would,  as  any  adverse 
or  hesitating  step  to-night  undoubtedly 
would,  be  a  serious  injury  to  national 
and  Imperial  interests. 

Mr.  GIBSON :  I  hope  everyone  who 
takes  part  in  this  discussion  will  remem- 
ber the  gravity  of  the  crisis  in  which 
the  country  is  involved,  and  that  the 
Prime  Minister  called  upon  us  to  do 
nothing    at    this    time    which    would 
cripple  or  discredit    the    Government. 
But  the  right  of  hon.  Members  on  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House,  and,  in- 
deea,  of  all  sections  of  the  House,  is 
plainly  this — to  watch  earnestly  and  see 
that  in  every  step  and  stage  of  the  diffi- 
culty with  which  the  country  is  involved 
the  Government  itself  does  nothing  to 
cripple  or  discredit  the  country.     It  is 
our  bounden  duty  carefully  to  ask  for  ex- 
planations, carefullv  to  seek  for  infor- 
mation, and  carefully,  by  every  method 
in  our  power — by  speech,  by  question, 
by  suggestion — ^to  elicit  whether  the  Go- 
vernment themselves  realize  exactly  what 
it  is  that  they  are  doing.     The  Prime 
Minister  has  given  us  not  too  much 
credit — ^not  more  than  fair  and  sufficient 
credit — ^for  the  way  in  which  we  met  his 
proposal  on  Monday  last.    Silently,  with 
rapidity  and  with  unanimity,  wo  gave 
him  all  he  asked    to    strengthen    his 
hands  in  the  difficult  crisis  in  which 
the  country  was  placed.    We  did  that 
because  we    knew  it    was  right,    and 
because   we   thought  his  language  on 
that  occasion  was  not  unworthy  of  a 
Minister  of  a  great  country.    But  con- 
trast that  with   the  position  to-night. 
We  had  a  statement,  of  which  the  Prime 
Minister  read  every  word,  thereby  giving 
increased  significance  to  it  from  the  fact 
that  he  read  it.  What  was  the  character 
of  that  statement  ?    I  pass  no  final  judg- 
ment on  it  now.     The  crisis  is  too  im- 
portant, the  matter  too  urgent ;  the  cir- 
oumstanoes  require  too  deliberate  action 
on  the  part  of  those  who  are  about  to 


arrive  at  a  responsible  decision  upon  it 
to  express  any  final  opinion  upon  it 
now ;  but  I  do  draw  attention  to  the 
fact  that  the  Prime  Minister  felt  it  was  so 
grave  that  he  plainly  balanced  every 
word,  and  considered  every  emphasis, 
in  which  he  announced  it  to  the  House ; 
and    the    right  hon.    Gentleman    had 
hardly  sat  down  when  more  Questions 
were  asked  in  reference  to  it  than  were 
ever  asked  in  regard  to  a  statement  like 
it.   Why  was  that  ?  When,  on  Monday, 
we  were  asked  for  this  Vote,  without 
question  or   hesitation    we   voted  the 
money.    To-night  we  had  to  hesitate. 
To-night  we  had  to  ask  Questions,  be- 
cause it  was  plain  to  the  minds  of  l^ose 
of  us  most  anxious  loyally  to  strengthen 
the  hands  of  the  Government  in  this 
crisis,  that  there  was  matter  for  gprave 
doubt  as  to  whether  the  Government 
had  themselves  realized  what  they  were 
doing.     Have  the  doubts  excited  by  the 
statement  of  the  Prime  Minister  been 
removed  by  the  speeches  of  to-night? 
Unquestionably  they  have    not.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  made,  as  he  al- 
ways does,  an  interesting  speech  in  reply 
to  the  speeches  delivered  in  the  course  of 
the    debate;    but  he  did  not  utter  a 
syllable  to  elucidate  the  meaning  of  the 
Government  intention  or  plan.    And  so 
it  was  with  the  speech  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister.    The  Prime  Minister  got   into 
discussions  and  explanations  with  my 
noble  Friend  (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill) 
as  to  what  was  said  in  the  past.  But  as  to 
what  the  Government  intend  now,  as  to 
their  present  arrangements  with  Eussia, 
or  what  they  think  tiieir  present  arrange- 
ments with  Bussia  are,  we  are  just  as 
much  in  the  dark  as  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  made  his    first    statement. 
Now,  we  are  told  that  we  can  see  the 
first  piercing  rays  of  light,  and  we  are 
told  that  the  Government  intend  to  refer 
the  whole  matter  to  arbitration. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  This  is  the  in- 
convenience  of  hon.  Gentlemen  not  wait- 
ing to  see  the  Papers.  I  said  that  in 
regard  to  the  delimitation  of  the  Frontier 
it  was  not  for  me  to  anticipate  what  the 
result  would  be. 

Mr.  GIBSON :  But  we  are  asked  to 
pass  the  Vote  of  Credit  to-night,  in  the 
absence  of  the  Papers,  and  without 
waiting  for  the  Papers,  and  we  are 
asked  to  do  that  upon  the  assumption  that 
the  Prime  Minister  has  made  a  state- 
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ment  so  full  and  complete  as  to  obviate 
the  necessity  for  the  productioji  of 
Papers.  T'^No,  no!"]  Therefore,  I 
am  entitled  to  say  that  the  statement  of 
the  Prime  Minister  is  one  which  calls 
for  an  earnest  and  an  attentive  exami- 
natioc  before  the  House  founds  upon  it 
a  judgment  as  to  the  action  it  will  take 
on  the  Vote  now  submitted  to  it.  "We 
are  told  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancas- 
ter (Mr.  Trevelyan)  that  we  should  adopt 
this  Vote  without  delay.  The  Prime 
Minister  told  us  to  pass  it  without  ques- 
tion; the  (Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster  told  us  that  we  should  pass  it 
with  full  confidence.  We  did  so  on 
Monday,  because  the  Gk>vemment  treated 
the  House  to  a  statement  and  a  method 
of  utterance  we  thought  not  unworthy 
of  it ;  but  to-night  the  Government  have 
spoken  in  a  way  open  to  such  question, 
and  doubt,  and  hesitation,  that  we  can- 
not proceed  with  that  rapidity  and  con- 
fidence which  we  are  asked  to  display. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancas- 
ter has  asked  a  most  extraordinary  ques- 
tion. He  says — **  Where  should  we  be 
if  we  had  not  left  Candahar?"  I  will 
not  go  into  that  question  now ;  I  have 
no  wish  to  raise  a  fresh  ^debate  and  to 
wander  into  other  points.  I  answer 
simply  that  we  should  have  been  in 
Candahar  if  we  had  not  left  it,  and  we 
should  then  be  a  great  deal  stronger 
in  dealing  with  this  question  than  we 
are  now.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
proceeded  to  say  that  this  was  a  golden 
opportunity  of  settling  matters  once  for 
ail.  But  where  does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  find  anything  that  can  lead 
the  House  to  the  conclusion  that  this  is 
such  a  golden  opportunity?  Is  there 
anything  in  the  history  of  this  question, 
or  in  the  words  of  the  Prime  Minister, 
that  shows  us  that  this  is  a  golden  op* 
portunityfor  settling  these  matters  once 
for  all?  The  circumstances  are  grave 
and  momentous.  Everyone  on  this  side 
of  the  House  desires  to  see  a  peaceful 
solution.  We,  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
are  desirous  that  there  should  be  a 
peaceful  solution,  without  the  expendi- 
ture of  money  or  of  blood,  but  with  the 
maintenance  of  the  honour  of  the  coun- 
try. The  Prime  Minister  spoke  of  a 
stable  and  permanent  peace.  I  adopt 
those  words.  We  would  all  desire  that. 
It  is  because  we  are  left  in  a  state  of 
doubt  aud  anxiety  on  all  these  essential 
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points  that  we  ask  for  further  in^co'* 
mation.    I  do  not  know  what  other  Mi* 
nister  of  the  Crown  will  speak  next ; 
but  I  should  like  to  put  a  few  plaia 
questions  which  have  much  disturbed 
our  minds  in  the  course  of  this  discus- 
sion, but  which  are  not  conceived  in  a 
spirit  or  desire  to  put  the  Government 
in  a  difficulty.     We  are  told — and  the 
Prime  Minister  used  the  words  twice,  to 
show    how    significant    he    considered 
them — that  the  Government  **have  re- 
ferred " — and  it  is  the  only  thing  thej 
have  referred  —  *'any   difference  that 
may  be  found  to  exist  as  to  the  interpre- 
tation of  the  agreement  of  the  16th  of 
March."    I  want  to  know  what  is  the 
meaning  of  that  ?    It  is  the  one  thing 
that  is  to  be  referred.  When  the  Prime 
Minister  was  asked  the  question  again 
as  to  what  it  was  exactly  that  was  to  be 
referred,  for  fear  he  might  be  mistaken 
he  himself  picked  out  the  words  to  read 
again  to  the  House;  and,  therefore^  the 
only    solitary    thing    referred    at    this 
anxious  time  is   "any  difference  thai 
may  be  found  to  exist  as  to  the  interpre- 
tation of  the  agreement  of  the  16th  of 
March."  What  is  the  meaning  of  that  f 
What  is  the  meaning  of    the   sacred 
compact?    What  is  the  interpretation 
of  the  agreement  that  was  made  between 
England  and  Eussia  ?    This  is  the  one 
thing  to  be  referred  to  arbitration.    But 
is  there    any   reason    to    believe  that 
Bussia  herself  feels  the  smallest  paitide 
of  uncertainty  as  to  the  meaning  of  that 
agreement?    I  have  read  the  previous 
speech  of  the  Prime  Minister  on  the 
subject  since  this  debate  opened.  There 
is  not  a  word  in  that  speech  of  the  Prime 
Minister  which  displays  the  least  doubt 
as  to  the  interpretation  to  be  put  on  the 
sacred  covenant.     Then,  what  is  it  that 
is  to  be  referred  ?    The  Prime  Minist^ , 
on    Monday,    indicated    some    circnm- 
stances  that  might  be  in  dispute  in  a 
very  different  method,  and  with  appa- 
rently a  very  different  object,  hot  never 
suggested  that  there  was  any  dispute 
as  to  the  meaning  of  the  agreement.  He 
used  these  words — 

«  We  thought  it  our  duty  ...  to  tslra  it  ^~ 
that  is,  the  covenant — *'  aa  conceived  in  h«ttoar 
and  good  faith.** 

There  was  no  question,  therefore,  as  to 
what  the  conditions  of  the  covenant 
were,  but  simply  whether  it  was  con* 
ceived  in  honour  and  good  faith.  The 
right  hon.  Oentleman  proceeded — 
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"  It  was  one  of  the  most  sacred  covenants 
ever  made  between  two  great  nations  .  .  .  and 
that  if  unhappily  a  deviation  occurred  there 
would  be  a  generous  rivalry  between  the  two 
Powers  to  search  it  .  .  .  and  to  exhibit  to  the 
world  how  that  deviation  had  come  about.'* 

That  shows  that  there  was  no  dispute 
whatever  on  Monday  last,  or  a  vestige 
of  doubt  in  the  mind  of  the  Government, 
as  to  the  meaning  of  the  sacred  cove- 
nant ;  and  the  only  point  was  that,  if  a 
deviation  occurred,  how  that  deviation 
was  to  be  set  right  and  put  straight? 
The  Prime  Minister  said  further  on 
Monday — 

*'  All  I  say  is  this — that  that  wof  ul  engage- 
ment of  the  30th  of  March  distinctly  showed 
that  one  party  or  both  had,  either  through  ill- 
will  or  through  unfortunate  mishap,  faued  to 
fulfil  the  oun£tions  of  the  engagement." 

There  is  no  question  there  as  to  what 
the  conditions  of  the  covenant  were,  or 
any  uncertainty  as  to  its  meaning.  The 
only  question  is  whether  either  or  both 
parties,  through  ill-will  or  mishap,  had 
failed  to  fulfil  the  conditions  of  the 
covenant.  Then,  I  ask,  what  is  it,  in  the 
name  of  common  sense,  the  Government 
think  they  have  referred  to  arbitration 
that  was  in  doubt  ?  I  ha^e  shown  that 
up  to  the  very  moment  at  which  I  am 
speaking  there  was  nothing  in  the  Mi- 
nisterial statements  which  threw  one 
shadow  of  doubt  as  to  the  mean- 
ing or  interpretation  of  the  agree- 
ment entered  into,  and  yet  that  is  the 
only  thing  that  the  Government  have 
referred  to  arbitration.  The  informa- 
tion for  which  I  ask,  and  which  I  am 
entitled  to  ask,  is  of  the  first  importance. 
It  underlies  the  whole  question  ;  and,  I 
ask,  is  there  anything  else  to  be  in- 
ferred, or  has  there  been  a  mistake  or  a 
slip,  or  is  there  anything  which  the 
Prime  Minister  has  insu&ciently  ex- 
pressed? Is  there  anything  that  Mi- 
nisters desire  to  supplement  ?  I  desire 
to  point  out  that  neither  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister, speaking  at  gpreat  length  just 
now,  nor  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lantaster — 
a  perfect  master  of  English — ^has  sup- 
plemented in  any  way  the  matter  to  be 
referred  to  arbitration.  Are  we  to  sup- 
pose that  the  arbitrator,  when  found,  is 
to  decide  whether  a  breach  of  the  cove- 
nant by  one  or  both  parties  has  been  com- 
mitted ?  Is  that  the  matter  intended  to 
be  referred  for  his  judgment  ?  That  is 
a  plain  question.  Is  it  merely  intended 
to  state  what  the  agreement  was ;  is  it 
intended  to  go  into  the  breach  of  it ;  and, 


if  so,  is  it  intended  that  he  should  state 
who  is  answerable  for  such  breach  ? 
Then  I  come  to  the  further  words  of  the 
Prime  Minister,  which  are  very  remark- 
able in  this  connection.  He  says — **  We 
do  not  wish  to  see  gallant  officers  on 
either  side  put  on  their  trial."  I  do  not 
pretend  to  say  what  officers  are  meant ; 
but  I  suppose  the  Government  meant 
something  when  these  words  were  put 
into  the  statement  of  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter. I  wish  to  ask  whether  the  breach 
of  the  covenant  is  to  be  inquired  into ; 
and  if  inquired  into,  is  any  power  to  be 
given  to  the  arbitrator  to  fix  the  blame 
direct,  or  to  suggest  reparation  ?  That, 
I  think,  is  a  reasonable  element  in  the 
discussion  of  the  question ;  and,  so  far, 
we  have  received  no  reply  to  it.  I  have 
directed  attention  to  the  narrowness,  in- 
completeness, and  utter  uselessness  of 
the  reference,  and  I  think  I  am  entitled 
to  a  plain  answer.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Ohancellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster  said  that  England  was  pledged 
to  guarantee  Herat  and  the  whole  of 
Afghanistan  to  the  Ameer.  Let  me  test 
this  by  another  question.  As  far  as  we 
know,  by  the  theory  of  the  facts,  the 
Government  theory  of  Afghanistan  is 
that  Penjdeh  is  a  portion  of  Afghan- 
istan. Is  it  in  support  of  that  theory 
that  the  Government  have  agreed  to 
refer  the  question  to  arbitration.  Is 
that  the  form  of  guarantee  to  the  Ameer 
that  finds  favour  with  Her  Majesty's 
Government?  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man says  we  are  bound  to  guarantee 
Afghanistan  to  the  Ameer.  Is  that 
satisfied  by  referring  piecemeal,  as  Eus- 
sia  advances,  the  question  of  the  Ameer's 
property  in  any  part  of  his  dominions  ? 
There  is  another  matter  I  should  like  to 
clear  up.  We  all  know,  through  the 
usual  source  of  public  information,  that 
the  Government  have  several  methods 
and  several  opportunities  of  stating  their 
views.  We  have  been  favoured  to-night 
with  the  statement  read  by  the  Prime 
Minister ;  but  another  of  his  Colleagues 
(Earl  Granville)  in  *'  another  place  "  has 
made  a  statement  of  an  apparently  dif- 
ferent character,  and  presenting  a  mean- 
ing which  certainly  requires  further 
elucidation.  It  is  said,  with  regard  to 
Eussia,  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  agreed  with  Bussia  to  submit  the 
Penjdeh  incident  to  full  investigation. 
That  is  not  the  statement  made  here.  It 
IS  an  in6nite]y  wider  statement  than 
that  made  here,  and  I  have  a  right  to 
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aek  if  that  statement  is  correct,  and  if 
not,  in  what  particular  it  is  incorrect? 
Also,  which  of  the  Ministers  is  going  to 
clear  it  up,  and  to  what  extent  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Probably  the 
light  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  does 
not  remember  the  words  used,  which  I 
think  were  identical  with  those  used 
*  *  elsewhere  " — that  the  two  Governments 
have  agreed  to  provide  the  means  for  a 
settlement  of  any  difiPerences  between 
them  arising  out  of  the  incident  of  Ak 
Tepe. 

Mr.  GIBSON :  That  is  merely  trans- 
lating  the  same  thing  into  long  Govern- 
ment language.  It  is  very  unfortunate 
that  the  Ministers  representing  the  Go* 
vernment  in  the  different  Houses  have 
explained  the  contention  referred  to 
arbitration  by  selecting  language  not 
identical.  The  statement  ^*  elsewhere  " 
is  certainly  a  wider  statement,  and  it 
might  mean  a  good  deal  more  than  what 
the  Prime  Minister  said;  but,  on  the 
other  hand,  it  might  mean  less,  or  merely 
nothing,  when  subjected  to  the  action  of 
vigorous  criticism.  This  language  was 
used — 

'*  Penjdeh  will,  during  the  negotiations,  re- 
main neutral,  and  the  Russian  Government  has 
stated  its  readiness  to  consider  the  question  of 
removing  its  troops  should  the  Boundary  Com- 
missioners decide  against  them." 

Here  is  a  plain  and  tolerably  distinct 
statement  as  to  which  the  ri^ht  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  this  House,  is  absolutely 
silent.  Well,  the  House  of  Oommons  is 
the  body  that  votes  the  money,  and  it 
has  the  right,  at  all  events,  to  as  full  a 
statement  as  that  made  *' elsewhere," 
as  to  what  the  agreement  entered  into 
with  Eussia  is.  That  statement  of  the 
Bussian  Government  is  open  to  this 
criticism.  According  to  Lord  Granville, 
the  Bussian  Government  would  be  will- 
ing to  consider  the  question  of  removing 
their  troops ;  but  that  is  very  different 
from  saying  that  they  will  be  willing  to 
remove  them  if  the  award  of  the  arbi- 
trator is  against  them.  At  any  rate,  we 
have  a  right  to  have  this  important  mat- 
ter cleared  up.  A  Minister  of  the  Crown 
in  this  House  ought  to  explain  whether 
that  statement  was  made  **  elsewhere," 
what  is  the  foundation  for  that  state- 
ment, and  if  it  was  made,  what  do  the 
Government  now  believe  was  the  agree- 
ment with  Bussia  if  the  award  should 
chance  to  go  against  their  action  at 
PeDJdeh?      I    do   not  propose   to   go 
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into  any  further  discussion.  Mj  object 
in  rising  was  simply  to  ask  questions 
fairly  conceived  to  the  extoit,  as  far  as 
I  could,  of  getting  information  to  dear 
up  doubts  which  very  much  obeeore  <nxr 
minds  at  the  present  moment.  The  Prime 
Minister  has  said  that  we  should  h&Te 
time  to  deliberate  on  this  matter.  I 
think  that  is  not  unreasonable.  I  should 
have  been  glad  if  the  statement  had 
been  presented  in  a  way  that  enabled  ns 
at  once  to  grasp  it,  without  difficoltj 
and  without  doubt,  in  order  to  free  our 
minds  from  anxiety.  We  have  ahowA 
throughout  this  matter  that  we  were  not 
captious,  and  the  Prime  Minister  has 
himself  acknowledged  it  more  than  onoe. 
When  we  do  ask  questions  not  un- 
fairly conceived,  I  think  it  should  be 
taken  that  we  are  animated  by  an  honest 
desire  to  obtain  fuller  information  upon 
the  points  with  respect  to  which  we  in- 
quire. Unquestionably  a  vast  change  has 
taken  place  in  this  question  by  the  state- 
ment to-day.  It  has  been  presented  to 
us  with  an  entirely  different  mouth,  in 
an  entirely  different  tone,  in  an  entirely 
different  form  of  language,  and  I  repeat 
that  I  offer  no  final  judgment  as  to  the 
statement  or  its  bearings.  I  have  asked 
questions ;  I  have  pointed  out  the  dif- 
ferences between  the  statements  made 
here  and  '*  elsewhere ; "  I  have  pointed 
out  how  very  narrow  is  the  reference 
proposed  to  be  made.  I  ask  if  the  Go- 
vernment adhere  to  that  narrow  ref^- 
ence,  or  do  they  really  intend  it  to  have 
a  wider  bearing  ?  I  think  I  am  entitled 
to  an  answer  to  the  questions  which  I 
have  put  to  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment, 
and  that  the  House  is  entitled  to  the 
information.  I  think  the  answer  sboold 
be  sufficient  and  dear,  and  that  when  it 
is  given  we  should  not  be  attacked  for 
having  asked  for  this  information. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HABCOUBT :  I  ahaU 
be  very  happy  to  endeavour  to  answer 
the  questions  which  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Gibeoo'' 
has  asked  as  far  as  lam  able  to  apprehend 
them.  The  first  point  he  asks,  if  I  un- 
derstand him  rightly,  is  whether  any 
other  matters  were  to  be  referred  to 
arbitration  besides  those  mentioned  by 
the  Prime  Minister  at  the  commence- 
ment of  this  discussion  ?  To  that  I  hare 
to  answer  very  distinctly  in  the  negative. 
There  are  no  other  matters  to  be  refened 
to  arbitration,  and  I  think  that  answer 
is  plain  enough. 
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Mr.  GIBSON :  That  is  only  interpre- 
tation. 

Sia  WILLIAM  HAEOOUBT :  My 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  is  a  dis- 
tinguished ornament  of  the  Profession 
to  which  he  helongs;  hut  to-night,  by 
his  extreme  oyer-technicality — I  will  not 
call  it  special  pleading — he  appears  to 
me  toiiave  been  engaged  in  one  of  the 
most  difficult  tasks  of  the  Bar — namely, 
in  endeavouring  to  set  aside  an  award 
before  it  is  made.  I  never  heard  more 
technical  pleas  urged  against  an  arbitra- 
tion, against  the  appointment  of  the 
arbitrator,  against  the  terms  of  the  ar- 
bitration, and  against  the  award.  The 
speech  of  the  ri^^ht  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  contained  admirable  argu- 
ments to  address  to  the  Court  of  Chan- 
cery; but  it  was  hardly  an  admirable 
speech  as  addressed  to  a  Goyemment  in 
a  great  political  crisis.  One  of  the  most 
remarkable  things  which  he  has  charged 
against  the  GK>yernment  was  that  in 
'*  another  place  "  it  had  been  stated  that 
what  was  to  be  referred  to  arbitration 
was  the  incident  at  Penjdeh ;  and  he 
said  that  that  was  a  totally  and  entirely 
different  question  from  that  which  was 
stated  in  this  House  as  the  matter  to  be 
referred.  He  does  not  allow  eyen  the 
possibility  of  the  yariation  of  a  phrase, 
for  I  cannot  suppose  that  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  with  all  his 
study  of  the  question,  can  be  ignorant 
of  the  facts.  I  should  haye  thought 
that  no  one  could  haye  doubted  that  the 
phrases  'Uhe  differences  between  them 
arising  out  of  the  engagement  at  Ak 
Tepe,"  and  ''  the  differences  arising  out 
of  the  incident  at  Penjdeh  "  were  ab- 
solutely identical.  Anyone  who  knows 
the  mere  A  B  0  of  Uie  matter  will 
understand  that  the  two  phrases  mean 
absolutely  one  and  the  same  thing. 
That  is  my  answer  to  the  second  charge 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman. 

Mr.  GIBSON:  The  ** incident"  at 
Penjdeh  was  not  mentioned  by  the 
Prime  Minister  at  all. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAROOURT  :  That 
is  what  I  say.  I  understand  that  the 
incident  at  Penjdeh  was  described  in 
"another  place"  as  the  subject  to  be 
referred  to  arbitration ;  and  I  should 
haye  thought  that  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  and  eyerybody  who 
knew  anything  about  the  question, 
would  haye  understood,  when  the  Prime 
Minister  said  that  what  was  to  be  re- 


ferred to  arbitration  was  the  differences 
between  the  two  Gk>yemments  arising 
out  of  the  engagement  at  Ak  Tepe,  that 
the  phrase  meant  exactly  the  same  thing 
as  ii  he  had  said  '*  the  incident  arising 
out  of  the  engagement  at  Penjdeh." 
Well,  that  is  the  second  point,  as  I  un- 
derstand the  questions  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman.  Then  he  ob- 
jects to  the  statement  in  this  House  not 
haying  been  identical  with  the  state- 
ment made  in  '' another  place."  So  far 
as  that  goes,  I  do  not  know  what  the 
statement  made  in  '*  another  place " 
was ;  but  upon  the  special  point  to  which 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
refers  the  two  statements  were  pre- 
cisely identical.  It  has  been  agpreed, 
said  Lord  GranyiUe,  that  the  district  of 
Penjdeh  shall  be  neutralized  during  the 
negotiations ;  and  the  Russian  Goyem- 
ment haye  intimated  their  willingness  to 
consider  the  propriety  of  the  remoyal  of 
the  Russian  outposts  when  the  Commis* 
sioners  meet.  The  Prime  Minister  also 
stated  that  that  is  the  authentic  state  of 
the  facts ;  and,  as  far  as  I  haye  been  able 
to  carry  the  questions  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  in  my  mind,  I 
think  I  haye  giyen  a  complete  answer  to 
them.  The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman has  entangled  himself  in  his  own 
subtleties,  otherwise  a  yery  elementary 
acquaintance  with  the  subject  would 
haye  shown  him  that  there  was  no  dif- 
ference at  all. 

Mr.  GIBSON :  There  were  two  other 
very  important  questions  which  I  asked 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman — namely, 
whether  the  question  as  to  who  had  yio- 
lated  the  agreement  was  to  be  referred 
to  arbitration,  and  whether  it  would 
be  open  to  the  arbitrator  to  say  what 
should  be  done  with  the  party  in  fault  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  I 
really  did  not  think  that  that  was  a  ques- 
tion seriously  put,  or  I  would  haye  an- 
swered it  before.  Of  course,  as  has 
been  stated  by  my  right  hon.  Friend, 
the  arbitrator  is  to  say  what  is  to  be 
the  result  of  the  arbitration.  I  will  read 
the  passage  again,  for  I  do  not  think  it 
is  possible  to  put  the  matter  more 
clearly — 


« 


Any  differences  that  may  be  found  to  exist 
between  the  two  Cabinets  in  regard  to  the  in- 
terpretation of  the  agreement  of  the  16th  of 
March,  with  a  view  to  the  settlement  of  the 
matter  in  a  mode  consistent  with  the  honour  of 
both  States." 
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Of  course,  the  arbitrator  is  to  state  what 
is  to  be  the  result  of  the  arbitration  con- 
sistently with  the  honour  of  both  States 
— that  is,  whether  either  State  is  to 
make  an  amende  iot  what  has  been  done ; 
and,  if  so,  how  it  is  to  be  made.  It  is 
perfectly  obvious,  from  the  words  used 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend,  that  it  must 
depend  upon  the  decision  of  the  arbi- 
trator. That  is  my  answer  to  the  fur- 
ther question  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman.  Then,  what  is  our 
situation  with  reference  to  the  whole 
question?  [Lord  Ra^ndolph  Churchhx  : 
Hear,  hear !]  I  will  tell  the  noble  Lord. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
says  things  are  very  much  changed  since 
Monday.  [Lord  Randolph  CHimcHiLL : 
Hear,  ;hear!]  Of,  course  they  are 
changed,  and  because  they  are  changed 
the  noble  Lord  gives  expression  to  his 
vexation.  It  will  be  known  to-morrow, 
in  the  country,  what  is  the  cause  of  that 
vexation.  It  will  be  known  from  the 
noble  Lord's  speech,  because  the  noble 
Lord  has  made  a  speech  to-night,  which, 
if  he  had  the  responsibility  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  this  country,  would  be  ab- 
solutely incompatible  with  the  peace  of 
the  world.  He  has  used  language  of 
irritation,  of  provocation,  and  of  insidt 
to  a  great  European  Power.  It  is  the 
change  which  has  taken  place  that  pro- 
vokes the  noble  Lord,  and  makes  him 
cheer  in  that  violent  manner  my  obser- 
vation that  there  has  been  a  great 
change  since  Monday.  Yes,  Sir ;  there 
has  been  a  great  change,  because,  as 
the  Prime  Minister  said,  there  is  a  real 
prospect  of  peace,  and  it  is  to  disturb 
and  to  destroy  that  prospect  of  peace 
that  the  noble  Lord  has  made  that 
speech  to-night.  It  is  not  I,  nor  the 
noble  Lord,  who  will  judge  that  matter. 
It  will  be  judged  to-morrow,  by  the  na- 
tion, who  has  laboured  to  keep  the 
peace  of  the  world,  and  who  has 
laboured,  if  he  can,  to  prevent  that 
peace  being  accomplished.  But,  Sir,  it 
is  not  of  the  noble  Lord  I  will  speak. 
We  have  heard  very  different  language 
and  a  very  different  tone  from  those  who 
are  responsible  for  the  conduct  of  the 
great  Party  which  sits  opposite,  and 
who,  if  this  Vote  of  Credit  is  to  be  re- 
fused or  delayed,  would  be  responsible 
for  the  conduct  of  the  affairs  of  this 
country  hereafter.  And  what,  I  ask — 
are  they  intending — what  is  the  Party 
opposite  intending,  at  this  critical  mo- 

Sir  JFilUam  Harcourt 


ment,  when  upon  the  delay  of  a  single 
Vote  may  depend  whether  these  nego- 
tiations may  result  in  peace   or  war? 
[Oh,  oh !  "]    Yes  ;  the  noble  Ixwd  is 
playing  with  fire  to-night.     It  may  be 
sport  to  him ;  but  it  maynot  be  sport  to 
a  great  many  others.    Therefore,  the 
question  which  the  House  has  to  con- 
sider to-night  is,  whether  they  will,  in 
what  the  Prime  Minister  has  called  the 
first  rays  of  hope  of  a  peaceful  solution, 
take  a  course  which  may  cloud  and  may 
destroy  this  hope,  whether  they  will  in- 
dulge in  any  policy  which  may  involve 
the  great  calamity  of  war,  and  prevent 
the    negotiations  from    resulting  in  a 
peaceful  solution.    Well,  what  is  it  that 
the   Government  announced   to-night? 
[Lord  Eandolph    Ohxtkchhx  :      Sur- 
render!]    I  hope  that  that  remark  of 
the  noble  Lord  will    be  reported  to- 
morrow.     That    is   the    language    by 
which  men,  like  the  noble  Lord,  try  to 
taunt  and  to  irritate  great  nations  into 
war.    You  may  depend  upon  it  that  no 
man  who  has  the  responsibility  of  the 
conduct  of  affairs  would  allow  hifn>^ 
to  be  provoked  by  taunts  of   that  de- 
scription.   What  we  have  proposed  is^ 
that  with  reference  'to  the  unhappy  in- 
cident which  occurred  at  Penjdeb,  there 
shall  be  a  fair  and  honourable  arbitra- 
tion, and  that  has  been  accepted  by  the 
Government  of  Eussia.    That,  I  think, 
is    a    highly    favourable    and     highly 
honourable  result  to  both  nations.     Is  it 
that  which  the  noble  Lord  desires  should 
not  go  on  ?  Is  that  what  the  noble  Lord 
calls  **  surrender  ?  "     [•«  Hear,  hear ! ''] 
The  noble  Lord  assents.    Then  he  de^ 
clares  against  the  reference  of  a  ques- 
tion of  that  kind  to  arbitration.     [Lrnd 
Eandolph  Chxtrohill:     Hear,  hear!"' 
Well,    that    is    the  position  distinctly- 
taken  up  by  the  noble  Lord  and  his 
Friends.     liot  us  have  no  mistake  about 
it.      Then,  what  is  the  other  question 
now  at  issue  ?    That  matter  being  dis* 
posed  of  by  arbitration,  the  Government 
are  prepared  to  go  with  the  Govemm«it 
of  Eussia  into  a  definition  of  the  Frontier 
of  Afghanistan.    Is  that  what  is  objected 
to?    [Lord  Eandolph  Chubchill:    In 
London.]    The  noble  Lord  objects  to  its 
being  done  in  London.      Is  that  the 
point?    [Lord  Eandolph  Churchill: 
Hear,  hear !]    That  is  one  of  the  points 
on  which  the  noble  Lord  is  prepared  to 
go  to  war  rather  than   to  arbitratioii. 
The  point  upon  which  the  noble  Lord  is 
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g^ing  to  have  a  European  quarrel  is 
whether  the  determination  of  the  Fron- 
tier shall  be  made  in  Afghanistan  or  in 
Xiondon.  Well,  Sir,  we  are  not  prepared 
to  ffo  to  war  upon  that  ground.  The 
noble  Lord  may,  if  he  chooses ;  but  I 
hope  he  will  not  have  the  opportunity. 
liOt  us  see  what  are  the  points  mainly 
put  forward  and  clearly  indicated  by 
non.  Members  opposite.  I  now  turn 
from  the  noble  Lord,  who,  happily,  has 
not  the  conduct  of  these  affairs.  The 
question  now  is,  how  is  the  matter  to  be 
dealt  with  ?  That  there  is  a  fair  and 
reasonable  prospect  of  negotiation  which 
Bhall  establish  not  merely  an  honour- 
able peace  for  the  present,  but  a  security 
of  peace  in  the  future,  by  the  delimita- 
tion of  a  clear  and  intelligible  Frontier, 
no  man  can  deny.  I  say  there  is  a  hope 
and  a  prospect  of  peace ;  but  it  is  not 
a  certainty.  It  rests  very  much,  no 
doubt,  with'hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to 
destroy  these  hopes,  and  to  make  that 
certainty  impossible.  They  may  so 
weaken  the  hands  of  the  Government  in 
the  negotiations  as  to  make  the  negotia- 
tions fail ;  but  then  they  must,  in  that 
case,  be  responsible  for  the  consequences 
of  the  failure ;  and  they  must  be  pre- 
pared to  defend  to  the  country  and  to 
Europe  this  position — that  under  no 
circumstances  whatever  will  they  have 
an  arbitration;  that  under  no  circum- 
stances whatever  will  they  enter  into  a 
negotiation  for  the  settlement  of  the 
Frontier.  [An  hon.  Mbmber  :  In  Lon- 
don.] That  is  the  position  hon.  (Gentle- 
men opposite  must  be  prepared  to  adopt. 
An  hon.  Member  says,  ''  In  London." 
I  forgot  to  observe  that  they  will 
have  a  negotiation;  but  under  no  cir- 
cumstances in  London.  These  are  the 
only  points,  so  far  as  I  know,  that  have 
been  challenged ;  but  if  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  are  prepared  to  take  up  that 
position,  what  useful — nay,  what  safe 
purpose,  would  be  answered  by  en- 
deavouring to  postpone  the  considera- 
tion of  this  question  ?  If  you  are  not 
prepared  to  say  that  under  no  circum- 
stances will  you  have  arbitration — that 
under  no  circumstances  will  you  have 
negotiation  in  London — why  should  you 
endeavour,  by  a  dilatory  proceeding,  or 
by  weakening  the  hands  of  the  Govern- 
ment, to  throw  that  negotiation  into 
danger,  and  make  yourselves  responsible 
for  its  jfailure  ?  I  hope  that  these  con- 
siderations will  prevail  with  hon.  Gentle- 


men opposite,  and  that  at  this  very 
critical  moment — at  a  moment  when 
there  is  a  fair  and  reasonable  prospect 
of  a  peaceful  solution  of  this  dangerous 
question — ^no  man,^upon  whatever  side  of 
tiie  House  he  sits,  will  take  upon  him- 
self the  grave  responsibility  of  doing 
anything  which  may  make  that  negotia- 
tion fail. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN:  Sir,  three  Cabinet 
Ministers  have  addressed  the  House  this 
evening,  and  each  of  them  has  referred 
more  or  less  to  the  speech  delivered 
at  the  commencement  of  this  debate 
by  my  noble  Friend  the  Member  for 
Woodstock  (Lord  Bandolph  Churchill), 
In  the  first  two  of  those  speeches  I  do 
not  know  that  there  is  anything  of  which 
any  Member  of  this  House  can  com- 
plain. The  Prime  Minister  referred  to 
the  speech  of  my  noble  Friend ;  but  it 
was  answered  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lan- 
caster (Mr.  Trevelyan)  in  terms  which 
I  think  all  Members  of  the  House  will 
admit  were  of  a  fair  and  legitimate  cha- 
racter. But  we  have  also  been  favoured 
with  one  of  those  remarkable  orations 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment sometimes  springs  upon  the  House 
at  a  moment's  notice;  and  I  ask  the 
House  to  contrast  the  tone  and  character 
of  that  speech  with  the  other  two  Minis- 
terial comments  on  the  statements  of 
my  noble  Friend.  Sir,  I  believe  I  am 
not  guilty  of  an  abuse  of  Parliamentary 
language  when  I  say  that  a  grosser 
series  of  imputations  than  those  which 
the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  addressed  to 
my  noble  Friend  has  seldom  been  heard 
within  these  walls.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  there  has  been  a  great 
change  in  the  situation  within  the  last 
few  days,  and  that  it  is  because  of  that 
change,  and  because  that  change  points 
to  the  possibility  of  peace,  that  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock 
is  filled  with  vexation,  chag^rin,  and  dis- 
appointment ;  and  that,  to  the  best  of 
his  ability  to-night,  from  first  to  last,  he 
has  laboured  to  prevent  the  conclusion 
of  peace  between  England  and  Eussia. 
I  take  upon  myself  to  repudiate  and 
deny  the  gpross  and  unfounded  charges 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman ;  and  I 
think  that,  when  he  made  those  charges, 
he  was  bound  at  least  to  adduce  to  the 
House  something  in  the  nature  of,  or 
which  carried  with  it,  the  shadow  of 
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proof.     What  waa    it  that  my  noble 
Friend  said  in  the  coarse  of  his  speech  ? 
I  heard  the  speech  of  my  noble  Friend 
from  beginning  to  end — a  speech  which 
I  think  increases  the  estimation  in  which 
he  is  already  held  by  hon.  Members  on 
both  sides  of  the  House— and  I  think 
the  right  hon.   Gentleman  must  hare 
felt,   from  the  marked  attention  with 
which  that  speech  was  listened  to,  and 
the  way  in  which  it  was  received  on  all 
sides  of  the  House,  that  the  charges 
directed  against  him  were  totally  un- 
founded.    I  have  not  been  able  to  dis- 
cover anything  in  the  speech  of  my 
noble  Friend  to  justify  what  has  been 
said  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.     It  is 
true  that  my  noble  Friend  charged  the 
Government  with  a  base  and  cowardly 
surrender.     I  confess  that  that  was  also 
my  impression.    If  I  was  wrong  in  my 
impression,  whose  fault  is  it  but  that  of 
the  Government,  who  refused  absolutely 
to  do  that  which  the  Prime  Minister  in- 
vited hon.  Gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the 
House  to  do— namely,  to  see  in  print  the 
statement  which  he  made  to  the  House 
this  evening.     [Mr.  Gladstone  :  I  spoke 
of  the  Papers  that  would  be  presented.] 
I  beg  pardon ;  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
also  invited  us  to  see  the  statement  in 
print.     Of  course,  we  are  most  anxious 
to  see  the  Papers.     I  myself  asked  this 
evening  that  this  statement  might  be 
read  a  second  time,  and  it  was  so  read  ; 
but,  not  withstanding  that,  I  am  not  sure 
that  I  was  able  to  completely  grasp  its 
meaning  and  effect.     And  I  can  hardly 
conceive  it  possible  that  any  other  Go- 
vernment but  this  would  have  taken  the 
course  they  have  taken  in  refusing  to 
accede  to  the  moderate,  reasonable,  and 
temperate  proposal  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the   Member  for   Lynn  Begis 
(Mr.   Bourke)  that  the  Vote  of  Credit 
should  be  postponed  until,  at  any  rate, 
we  had  had  an  opportunity  of  seeing  the 
exact  terms  and  language  of  that  state- 
ment.    But  the  GK>vemm^it  have  re- 
fused.     And  why?      The    right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of   State  for 
the  Home  Department  tells  us  that  the 
delay  of  a  single  night  would  make  the 
whole  difference  between  peace  and  war. 
But,  Sir,  I  thought  we  were  engaged  in 
negotiations.    Are  we,  or  are  we  not  ? 
I  suppose  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  not  deny  that  we  are  engaged  in 
negotiations;  and  in  order  to   remove 
the  alarm  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
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man  feels  I  will  quote  a  great 
rity — the  Prime  Minister.  In  1878  tk« 
Prime  Minister,  in  objecting  to  tka 
Vote  of  Credit  of  that  year,  said — 

''It  is  really  an  attempt  to  nawociate  mam 
with  negotiation.  Now,  permit  me  to  mj  that 
such  an  attempt,  by  whomsoeyer  made,  is  ladl- 
cally  bad."--(3  Eansard,  [237]  »47.) 

I  do  not  altogether  accept  the  doctnae 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  either  upon 
that  or  upon  a  great  many  other  mn 
jects ;  but  I  suppose  that  the  Seeretaiy 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  doa^ 
And,  if  so,  what  becomes  of  his  ooatca- 
tion  that  when  we  are,  as  at  the  pre-> 
sent  time,  engaged  in  'negotiaticHis,  the 
delay  of    a  single  moment  may  make 
the  whole  difference  between  peace  and 
war  ?    Sir,  I  only  rose  in  order  to  repd 
the    gross    and   unwarrantable    attack 
made  upon  my  noble   Friend   by  tbe 
right  hon.  (Gentleman.      And  I   mnM 
express  the  opinion  which  is  eertaialy 
entertained  on  these  Benches,  whatever 
it  may  be  in  other  parts  of  the  Hooae, 
that  nothing  could  be  farther  from  the 
intention  or  desire  of  the  noble  Lotd 
than  the  course  which  the  right  boa. 
Gentleman  has  imputed  to  him.     Bat  I 
should  like  to  state,  if  I  may  do  ao  wi& 
the  permission  of  the  HooBey  what  we 
on  these  Benches  desire.     In  the  fint 
place,  we  want  further  inf onnatioa  apoa 
the*whole  of  this  question  than  we  hare 
yet  received.    It  is  all  very  well  to  ap> 
peal  to  us  to  have  confidence  in  the  Go- 
vernment ;   but  how  is  it  poeaifale  vt 
should  have  confidence  in  a   Goven- 
ment    whose    career,    during    the  five 
years  they  have    been   in    Office,  w 
know    only   too    well?    I   do   not  r^ 
collect  any  occasion,  in  connection  witk 
their  foreign  policy,  on  which  we  havi 
not  had  to  complain  that  that  policy  hai 
lowered  the  character  of  the  oountrv. 
and  had  been  humiliatiDg  to  the  perns 
of  England.    Surrender  after  rmnoanti 
has  been  made  in  all  parte  of  the  worid ; 
and  I  ask  what  guarantee  have  we  thtt 
this  Government  is  not  ready  again  to 
purchase  a  patehed-up  peace  on  this 
occasion — it  may  be  to  save  their  otb 
credit  before  the  General  Eieetioa — aad 
to  leave  this  question  open  and  moi% 
aggravated  than  ever  to  be  dealt  witk 
by  their  successors,  upon  whom  they  tie 
certain  to  try  to  oast  the  whole  bias* 
for  what  has  happened,  or  what  may 
hereafter  happen  ?  Beyond  theasnomea- 
ment  on  the  part  of  the  GoT«WBefit» 
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wbioh  I  admit  was  twice  read  to  the 
House,  we  have  had  no  information,  and 
certainly  that  announcement  was  accom- 
panied   with    very    small    assurances. 
U  nder  the  circumstances,  I  do  not  think 
it  would  be  unreasonable  on  the  part  of 
hon.   Gentlemen    on    this  side  of  the 
House  to  ask  the  Government  to  assent 
to  the  adjournment  of  the  debate,  in 
order  that  we  may  have  the  opportunity 
of  seeing  in  black  and  white,  and  care- 
fully considering,  the  statement  made  to 
the  House  at  an  eariier  period  of  the 
evening,  before  we  are  compelled  to  come 
to  a  decision  on  the  present  Besolution. 
We  do  not,  as  I  said  on  a  former  occa- 
sion, desire  to  do  anything  whatever  to 
withhold  from  the  Gt>vemment  Supplies. 
Whatever  demands  they  make  for  the 
purposes  of  the  country  will  receive  our 
support.    From  the  commencement  of 
these  proceedings,  we  have  endeavoured 
to  impress  upon  the  Government  the 
necessity  of  dividing  this  Vote  under  two 
heads.    I  have  never  wavered  from  that 
view  of  the  case,  and  I  am  more  than 
ever  confirmed  in  it  now ;  because  if  the 
prospects  of  peace,  as  we  hope  they  are, 
and  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment will  not  deny,  are  so  much 
better  than  they  were  a  few  days  ago, 
there  is  great  reason  for  hoping  that  the 
Vote  may  not  in  the  end  be  required. 
In  that  case,  it  only  remains  for  us  to 
consider  the  question  as  to  the  money 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister  told  us  was  likely  to  be 
used  in  the  Soudan.    That  is  a  question 
on   which,    on    account  of   the  many 
changes  on  the  part  of  the  Government, 
I  have  always  maintained  there  is  a 
great  deal  to  be  said.    There  are  two 
questions  which  I  should  like  to  put  to 
the  Government  to-night.    The  Govern- 
ment told  us  that  the  £4,500,000  asked 
for  the  Soudan  might  be  available  for 
other  purposes;  but  that,  in  the  first 
place,  they  asked  for  it  as  being  likely  to 
DC  spent  in  the  Soudan.  My  first  question 
then  is,  what  are  those  objects  in  the  Sou- 
dan for  which  the  Government  thought 
it  likely  that  this  money  might  be  roent  ? 
And  my  second  question  is  this — li  it  is 
to  be  available  for  other  purposes,  what 
is  to  become  of  those  objects  for  which, 
in  the  first  instance,  it  was  thought  that 
the  money  would  probably  be  required  ? 
Now,  upon  that,  up  to  the  present  mo- 
ment^ we  have  not  had  one  single  wetd 


of  explanation  from  the  Government.  I 
may  on  another  occasion  go  at  length 
into  that  question ;  but  I  do  not  know 
that  it  would  be  of  much  use  to  do  so 
now  at  this  hour  of  the  night,  nor  do  I 
know  that  any  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment would  give  the  desired  informa- 
tion, and  therefore  I  ask  the  Govern- 
ment to  assent  to  the  Motion  which  I 
now  beg  to  move,  that  the  debate  be  now 
adjourned. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
^{Mr.  Chaplin.) 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  it  is  auite 
unnecessary  for  me,  after  what  has  been 
stated  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment and  myself,  to  say  more  than  a 
single  word.  The  hon.  Member  oppo- 
site (Mr.  Chaplin)  must  have  anti- 
cipated that  it  would  be  entirely  impos- 
sible for  us  to  accede  to  the  Motion  for 
Adjournment.  After  the  Vote  obtained 
last  Monday,  we  have  no  power  to  spend 
the  money  legally  and  regularly,  and  we 
ask  now  for  the  Vote  which  is  necessary, 
in  order  that  we  may  be  so  empowered. 
I  could  understand  a  Motion  to  cnallenge 
the  policy  of  the  Government  on  this 
point ;  but  as  to  this  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment, we  look  upon  it  as  being  cal- 
culated to  produce  the  most  injurious 
effects  in  this  and  other  countries,  as 
tending  to  show  that  Parliament  is 
doubting  and  uncertain,  and  we  must, 
therefore,  having  regard  to  the  whole 
of  the  circumstances,  resist  it  to  the  best 
of  our  ability. 

Sir  ST AFFOED  NOETHOOTE  :  Sir, 
I  should  be  very  much  surprised  indeed 
if  any  person,  either  abroad  or  at  home, 
on  reading  the  proceeding^  of  to-night, 
were  disposed  to  think  that  a  Motion  for 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate  on  the 
question  before  the  House  showed  un- 
certainty in  the  mind  of  Parliament  as  to 
supporting  the  Government  in  measures 
necessary  to  be  taken  for  meeting  a 
national  emergency.  But  I  must  remind 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  this  large 
Vote  of  £11,000,000  was  brought  for- 
ward  last  week  with  as  little  explana- 
tion as  might  have  been  expended  on  it 
had  it  been  for  the  sum  of  £50,000  only. 
The  riffht  hon.  Gentleman  made  hardly 
any  allusion  to  that  portion  of  the  Vote 
which  is  intended  for  the  Service  in  the 
Soudan,  except  to  say  that  it  was  a  large 
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part  of  his  policy  that  the  Expedition 
in  the  Soudan  should  be  made  available 
for  any  part  of  the  Empire.  With 
regard  to  other  matters — the  special 
preparations  we  were  asked  to  make — 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  rested  his  case 
almost  entirely  upon  the  single  incident 
of  Fenjdeh ;  and  on  that  he  made  a  most 
impassioned  and  eloquent  appeal  to  the 
House,  on  the  strength  of  which  the 
House,  without  a  single  word  of  objec- 
tion, voted  the  money  asked  for.  Well, 
Sir,  has  there  been  the  slightest  change 
in  the  disposition  of  the  House  since 
then  ?  If  there  has  been,  it  is  only  due 
to  the  uncertainty  with  which  we  have 
listened  to  the  explanations  that  have 
been  given  to  us  tins  evening.  We  are 
told  that  there  is  a  great  and  important 
change  in  the  situation.  We  think  we 
are  bound,  considering  the  gravity  of  the 
matter ;  considering  that  it  is  one  not  for 
the  present  momenl^  but  for  all  time — at 
all  events,  for  the  future  of  this  Empire 
and  for  great  national  interests — to  ask 
for  time  fully  to  consider  and  examine 
the  proposals  made.  Some  of  our 
Friends  on  this  side  have  endeavoured, 
by  putting  Questions  to  Ministers,  to  ob- 
tain a  clearer  view  of  the  situation ;  but 
I  can  only  say  honestly  for  myself,  and 
many  of  us  on  these  Benches,  that  we 
think  we  ought  to  have  an  opportunity 
of  considering  these  matters  calmly,  as 
they  will  appear  when  we  read  them 
over,  and  when  we  can  compare  them 
with  the  statements  made  in  '^  another 
place,"  and  that  we  cannot  go  satisfac- 
torily to  a  division  until  we  have  had 
that  opportunity.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  said  just  now  that 
my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr. 
Gibson)  was  putting  questions  like  a 
special  pleader  in  the  Court  of  Chancery; 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  might 
remember  that  my  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  was  dilating  upon  an  incident  of 
great  importance,  upon  which  several 
constructions  might  be  put  at  a  critical 
moment ;  and  it  is  of  the  greatest  im- 
portance that  we  should  see  that  this 
very  leading  document,  or  whatever  it 
may  be  called,  is  so  drawn  up  as  to  ex- 
clude doubts  upon  points  on  which  it  is 
very  undesirable  that  there  should  exist 
any  doubts,  and  to  make  clear  what  it  is 
important  should  be  made  clear.  On 
the  question  of  the  Soudan,  which  is  a 
large  integral  part  of  the  Vote,  I  ob- 

Sir  Stafford  North<^ote 


serve  that  not  one  word  has  been  said, 
and  we  think  it  is  essential  that  we 
should  have  some  information  as  to  what 
the  Government  intend  to  do  in  this 
matter.  They  are  asking  for  £4,500,000 
for  the  Service  in  the  Soudan,  in  a 
manner  which  their  recent  mode  of  pro- 
ceeding may  altogether  alter,  and  it  is 
only  reasonable  that  we  Bhonld  have 
some  explanation  on  that  part  of  tbe 
business.  But  I  say  also  in  regard  to 
the  special  preparations,  the  oircom- 
stances  in  wluch  we  stand,  and  the  great 
importance  of  preventing  mistakee  h^ne- 
after,  render  it  very  desirable  that  we 
should  have  a  fair  opportunity  g:iTen  for 

consideration.  

Thb  Mabquess  op  HARTINGTON  : 
Sir,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite  (^ 
Stafford  Northcote)  complains  that  he 
has  not  received  from  the  Gk>Temment 
sufficient  explanation  on  the  mattos 
under  discussion  ;  and  I  scaroelj  think 
that  we  have  received  from  the  right  hoa. 
Baronet  sufficient  explanation  of  the 
position  which  he  and  Friends  appareotlj 
intend  to  take  on  the  Motion  made  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire 
(Mr.  Chaplin).  Are  they  taking  up  this 
position — that  they  refuse  a  Vote  for  Sap- 
plies  which  we  have  asked  for  the  safety, 
the  honour,  and  the  protection  of  the 
interests  of  the  Empire  until  they  have 
had  an  opportunity  of  discussing  the 
policy  whidi  has  led  to  the  neceeaitj  of 
those  Supplies  being  asked  for  ?  Why, 
Sir,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  and  lus 
Friends  profess  not  to  be  satisfied  with 
the  statement  which  has  been  made  with 
respect  to  the  arbitration  betweoi  the 
Gt>vemment  of  Great  Britain  and  the 
Government  of  Bussia.  But  that  arbt* 
tration  is  only  an  incident  in  the  long 
course  of  negotiations  led  up  to  bj 
others ;  and  I  feel  it  is  absolutelj  im- 
possible for  the  House  to  give  a  judg- 
ment on  our  conduct  in  proposing  or 
assenting  to  that  arbitration  until  it  has 
before  it  not  only  an  explanation  as 
regards  the  agreement  itself,  but  also  as 
to  the  precise  nature  of  the  facts  and 
negotiations  which  have  led  up  to  it.  I 
do  not  suppose  that  the  Party  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  opposite  are  going  to 
be  satisfied  with  the  discussion  as  far  as 
it  has  proceeded,  but  that  they  reeerre 
to  themselves  full  power  to  disease  our 
conduct  during  the  whole  course  of  these 
negotiations :  that  they  will  reeerre  to 
themselves  the  power  to  discuss  the  arhi- 


1601 


Sitpply —  Vote 


{May  4,  1885  [ 


of  Credit, 


1602 


tration  and  the  result  that  may  be  ar- 
rived at.   But  I  do  not  suppose  it  will  be 
to  the  advantage  of  the  country  to  dis- 
cuss our  conduct  in  these  respects  until 
they  have  the  Papers  before  them.   Are 
we  to  understand  that  the  attitude  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  is  that  they  are 
going  to  withhold  the  Supplies  necessary 
for  the  Public  Service  until  they  have 
had  an  opportunity  of  ascertaining  all 
these  points?    Sir,  in  my  opinion  that 
would  be  a  course  most  disastrous  and 
most  unfortunate  to  the  Public  Service. 
We  have  told  you,  this  evening,  that  we 
believed  an  honourable  settlement  was 
possible,  and,  as  we  believe,  the  pros- 
pect of  an  honourable  settlement  of  this 
question  is  now  brighter  than  it  was 
some  time  ago.    But  we  have  not  told 
you,  and  we  have  not  ventured  to  tell 
you,  that  all  the  questions  at  issue  be- 
tween the  Government  of  this  country 
and  the  Eussian  Government  are  settled, 
and  the  House  knows  very  well  that  in 
the  unfortunate  event  of  such  a  settle- 
ment not  being  reached,  the  Forces  of 
Bossia  are  in  a  position  in  which  they 
may  menace,  if  they  do  not  menace  at 
the  present  moment,  positions  considered 
equally  on  both  sides  of  the  House  to  be 
of  great  importance  to  our  Indian  Em- 
pire.   Well,   are  we  going  to  be  told 
that,  because  a  portion  of  the  House 
may  feel  some  doubt  as  to  our  conduct 
in  one  part  of  our  negotiations,  they  are 
going  suddenly  and  immediately  to  give 
a  vote  the  effect  of  which,  if  successful, 
would  be  to  suspend  the  preparations 
which  we  have  considered  it  necessary  to 
make  ?    I  can  say,  as  one  of  the  Minis- 
ters charged  with  the  measures  which 
may  be  necessary  to  be  taken  under  this 
Vote  of  Credit,  that  such  a  course  as  is 
proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  would  be  one  of  the  gravest 
inconvenience  to  the  Public  Service.  The 
House  is  perfectly  well  aware  that  pre- 
parations have  been  g^ing  on,  and  are 
going  on  at  this  moment,  both  under  my 
direction  and  under  the  direction  of  my 
noble  Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty.   These  preparations  are  being 
made  in  full  confidence  that  Parliament 
will  sanction  the  expenditure  that  is  ne- 
cessary for  them.    These  expectations 
were  justified  by  the  conduct  of  the 
House  on  this  day  last  week.    But  if 
we  are  to  be  told  now  that  the  House  is 
going  to  suspend  its  judgment  on  this 
vote,  to  postpone  its  consideration  until 
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it  is  satisfied  on  all  the  questions  that  have 
arisen  as  to  the  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  this  country,  then  my  noble 
Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
and  myseH  will  be  placed  in  a  most  diffi- 
cult and  embarrassing  position,  and  a 
position  that  will  certainly  not  be  condu- 
cive to  the  good  of  the  public.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  Op- 
position has  spoken  of  his  opinion  as  to 
the  policy  of  the  Government  in  the 
Soudan.  Well,  Sir,  if  the  difficulties  in 
regard  to  our  policy  in  the  Soudan  per- 
plex the  mind  of  the  Opposition,  I  think 
it  is  to  be  regretted  that  attention  was 
not  called  earlier  in  the  debate  to  that 
part  of  the  question,  and  that  it  was  left 
to  half-past  12  to  put  forward  the  state- 
ment that  they  want  more  information. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  has  said  that  we 
shall  not  shrink  from  any  examination 
which  may  be  thought  necessary,  either 
in  regard  to  the  Soudan  or  the  Bussian 
negotiations.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man likes  to  bring  forward  a  Vote  of 
Censure  on  the  policy  of  the  Government 
in  the  Soudan,  or  in  regard  to  the 
HuBsian  negotiaticfns,  we  shall  not  shrink 
from  meeting  it;  but  the  proposition 
which  we  have  urged  is  this — that  the 
Vote  of  Credit  did  not  afford  a  conve- 
nient opportunity,  in  the  interests  of  the 
country,  to  discuss  the  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment, but  that  that  is  a  subject  to 
be  treated  entirely  and  distinctly  apart 
from  the  Vote  of  Credit.  It  is  to  the 
interest  of  the  country,  and  not  of  the 
Government  alone,  that  no  backward- 
ness should  be  shown  in  providing  the 
Supplies  that  are  considered  necessary 
for  the  Public  Service  in  certain  eventu- 
alities 

Sir'e.  ASSHETON  CEOSS:  The 
noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington)  must  have  been  quite  certain, 
from  the  manner  in  which  the  prelimi- 
nary stage  of  this  Vote  was  given — 
namely,  without  the  slightest  discussion 
— that  the  proposals  of  the  Government 
are  not  likely  to  be  interfered  with  in 
the  long  run.  [^Laughter,']  Well,  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  prefers 
any  other  words,  I  am  willing  to  use 
them ;  but  it  seems  to  me  that  the  Go- 
vernment should  gather,  from  the  una- 
nimity displayed  the  other  night,  that 
there  is  no  desire  to  embarrass  the  Go- 
vernment in  this  matter,  and  that  there 
is  not  likely  to  be  any  opposition  to  the 
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actual  Vote  itself.  What  we  desire  is 
that  we  should  have  an  opportunity  of 
fully  disoussinf^  the  question  in  its  new 
aspect.  The  Prime  Minister  seems  to 
have  forgotten  what  took  place  on  a 
similar  occasion  to  this  some  years  ago, 
when  he  and  his  Friends  did  not  hesi- 
tate to  delay  the  House  four  or  five 
nights  on  the  discussion  of  a  Vote  of 
Credit.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
stated  that  not  a  farthing  of  this  money 
will  be  expended  until  this  Vote  has 
been  agreed  to— until  the  Besolution 
has  been  passed ;  and  upon  that  ground 
he  presses  the  House  to  vote  the  money 
without  delay.  What  we  should  like  to 
ask  the  Government,  however,  is  whe- 
ther a  great  deal  of  this  money  has  not 
been  already  spent  ?  The  speech  of  the 
noble  Marquess  who  preceded  me,  who 
spoke  for  himself  and  for  his  noble 
Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
must,  I  think,  convince  every  person  in 
the  House  that  a  very  large  sum  of  this 
money  we  are  asked  to  vote  has  been 
already  expended,  and  very  properly  ex* 
ponded,  in  making  preparations.  There- 
fore, the  threat  of  the  Prime  Minister, 
that  not  a  single  farthing  of  this  money 
could  be  spent  until  we  had  passed  the 
Vote  to-night,  is  utterly  worthless  and 
should  not  have  been  made.  I  say  that 
after  the  statement  of  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter as  to  this  arrangement  that  has  been 
entered  into  with  Bussia,  we  have  a 
right  to  ask  to  be  allowed  to  see  the 
statement  which  the  Prime  Minister  has 
made  to-night  in  print,  so  that  on  future 
evenings  we  may  be  able  to  ask  further 
Questions.  The  subject  is  one  of  the 
most  vital  importance  to  the  country. 
The  Prime  Minister  may  rest  assured 
that  no  one  can  feel  that  more  than  we 
do  ourselves.  [Laughter,  \  Hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  may  laugh  at  that  state- 
ment ;  but  it  is  only  right  that  we  should 
have  a  full  opportimity  for  discussion. 
No  unnecessary  delay  will  be  attempted 
on  our  part  in  order  to  delay  the  Vote. 
I  repeat  that  we  have  a  perfect  right  to 
see  this  statement  in  print,  and  to  discuss 
it,  because  it  may  be  quite  necessary  to 
ask  further  Questions  when  we  have  had 
time  to  consider  what  has  been  laid  be- 
fore us. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down 
(Sir  H.  Assheton  Cross)  had  said  that 
he  was  quite  sure  there  would  be  no  very 
great  opposition  to  the  proposals  of  Her 

Sir  R,  Aeiheton  Cross 


Majesty's  Government  in  the  long 
and  he  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  could  not  hdp 
thinking  that  ''the  long  run"  was  a 
very  happy  description  of  the  operatiami 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  thronghoKt 
this  affair.  However,  he  need  not  sav 
that  it  was  not  to  enter  upon  the  Maib 
Question  that  he  had  risen,  nor  as  aa 
opponent  even  to  the  policy  which  H«r 
Majesty's  Government  had  sketched  this 
evening.  He  was,  however,  in  favour 
of  the  adjournment  of  this  debate: 
amongst  other  reasons,  he  could  not  hmx 
think  that  on  a  question  of  such  im- 
portance there  ought  to  be  due  ooa- 
sideration  for  the  opinions  of  the  £fr- 
presentatives  of  Ireland,  and  he  was  not 
aware  that  any  opportunity  had  besi 
given  to  those  Bepresentatives  to  speak 
upon  this  matter.  He  agreed  that, 
from  an  English  point  of  view,  very  ooa- 
siderable  harm  might  be  done  by  tk» 
appearance  of  dissension  being  evideoeed 
by  a  division  on  the  present  oocaakm. 
Let  Her  Majesty's  Government  consider 
that  this  debate  was  perfectly  certain  to 
be  adjourned.  What  was  the  good  of 
provoking  an  appearance  of  di 


on  this  question  r  If  this  debate 
adjourned  in  consequence  of  the  stzoag 
expression  of  opinion  from  the  Oppon- 
tion  side  of  the  House— if  it  was  ad- 
journed without  any  formal  and  regular 
opposition  on  the  part  of  the  Ministaml 
Party — there  would  be  no  particiikr 
attention  paid  to  the  opposition  whidt 
had  taken  place,  and  certainly  no  intar- 
pretation  abroad  would  be  given  to  it  of 
a  character  calculated  to  weaken  tbt 
hands  of  Her  Majesty's  GoTemmsa: 
still  further.  Then  what  was  the  good 
of  pushing  the  opposition  to  an  actoal 
division?  Of  course,  they  knew  thai 
Her  Majesty's  GK>vemment  would  havv 
a  numerical  majority.  The  Ministcnd 
majority  would  support  them,  and  oah- 
a  small  minority  would  vote  in  favov 
of  adjournment ;  but  it  was  t^emr  tbat 
the  adjournment  would  take  place,  be- 
cause there  was  a  sufficient  number  of 
Members  in  the  House  perfectly  deter- 
mined to  have  an  opportunity  of  diaeuw- 
ing  the  matter.  He  spoke  upon  this 
subject  in  no  factious  spirit — [^  Anyi" 
— even  though  his  observation  appeared 
to  have  the  effect  of  restoring  the  Secre> 
tary  of  State  for  the  Home  I>epartiiMBt 
to  his  wonted  equanimity.  He  trusted 
that  if  there  was  any  more  Bosineas  to 
be  done  to-night  they  mi^it  be  allowed 
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to  go  to  it  without  being  dragged 
through  the  useless  and  troublesome 
formality  of  a  vote  in  the  Lobby,  which 
could  have  no  effect  upon  foreign  na- 
tions, except  to  expose  the  fact  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  were  opposed  by 
a  considerable  section  in  the  House.  A 
more  unnecessary  act  on  the  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  Qovemment  he  could  not  con- 
ceive. As  he  had  said  before,  he  did 
not  speak  on  this  question  as  an  expo- 
nent of  compromise  or  breathing  time, 
or  whatever  else  they  might  like  to  call 
it.  He  believed  that  there  were  strong 
grounds  for  the  policy  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  indicated;  but  whilst 
entertaining  that  belief,  he  was  just  as 
strongly  opposed  to  any  summary  closing 
of  this  debate  as  any  other  hon.  Member 
could  be. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :—Ajea  114 ;  Noes 
181 :  Majority  67.— (Div.  List,  No.  152.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Babon  henry  DE  WORMS:  I 
beg  to  move  that  the  House  do  now  ad- 
journ. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{Baron  Henry  De  TForme.) 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH :  I 
venture  even  now  to  make  an  appeal  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  I  would 
really  ask  them  to  consider  the  position 
into  which  they  are  forcing  us  in  this 
matter.  We  have  no  desire  in  any  way 
to  stop  the  Supplies  that  may  be  neces- 
sary to  secure  the  honour  and  the  in- 
terest of  the  country — ^we  showed  that 
to  the  fullest  extent  when  this  Vote  was 
discussed  in  Committee.  We  understood 
at  that  time  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had,  through  the  Prime  Minister, 
deliberately  announced  a  certain  policy ; 
we  approved  of  that  policy,  and  we 
granted  Supplies  without  discussion. 
This  evening  we  have  had  other  state- 
ments. I  do  not  say  whether  they  are 
different  or  not ;  but  to  us  they  bear  a 
very  different  complexion  indeed.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir 
William  Harcourt)  has  found  great 
fault  with,  I  think,  my  noble  Friend  the 
Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill),  who  spoke  of  what  had  been 
said  to  us  to-night  as  a  policy  of  sur- 
render. Well,  Sir,  I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther it  is  a  policy  of  surrender  or  not ; 


but  this  I  do  know  that  it  looked  to  us 
to  be  very  like  it,  and  what  we  desire  in 
asking  for  the  postponement  of  this  Vote 
is  that  we  may  have,  at  least,  one  more 
occasion  of  debating  this  question  with 
fuller  knowledge  as  to  what  the  policy 
of  the  Government  really  is.  I  do  not, 
of  course,  want  to  go  into  that  question 
now  ;  but  it  would  appear  from  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment that  the  whole  circumstances  that 
occurred  at  Penjdeh  are  to  be  referred 
to  arbitration.  Well,  Sir,  what  were 
those  circumstances  ?  They  were  an 
unprovoked  aggression  upon  our  pro- 
tected Ally  the  Ameer  of  Afghanistan. 
Has  the  Ameer,  on  whom  the  aggression 
was  made 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  I  must  remind  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  that  he  is  not  entitled 
to  go  into  the  general  question. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH :  I 
merely  desired  to  ask,  Sir,  whether  the 
Ameer  had  consented  to  arbitration? 
But  I  will  not  pursue  the  subject.  Hon. 
Members  opposite  appear  very  anxious 
to  prevent  any  further  discussion  of  the 
matter;  and  that,  I  think,  is  an  addi- 
tional reason  why  we  should  press  on 
the  Government  our  demand  for  a  fur- 
ther opportunity  of  discussion,  a  demand 
which  is  very  moderate  indeed  when 
compared  with  the  five  nights  the  Liberal 
Opposition  exactedf  rom  us,  under  similar 
circumstances,  in  1878.  I  do  not  want 
to  trespass  the  limits  which  you,  Mr. 
Speaker,  have  assigned  to  me ;  but  I  do 
protest  against  our  being  told  that  this 
debate  cannot  be  adjourned,  because  it 
will  interfere  with  the  spending  of  the 
money  which  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  asked  for.  All  that  we  ask  is  that 
the  chance  of  further  debate  shall  not 
be  postponed  until — probably  weeks 
hence — the  whole  Correspondence  is 
presented  to  Parliament.  We  wish  a 
delay  of  a  few  days,  that  we  may 
consider  what  has  passed  to-night,  that 
the  country  may  consider  what  has 
been  said,  that  we  may  endeavour  to 
elicit  some  further  information  upon  the 
policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in 
Afghanistan,  and  that  we  may  discuss 
and  consider  the  bearings  of  their  policy 
in  the  Soudan,  which  can  now  hardly 
be  called  a  policy  of  action.  We  wish 
an  opportunity  of  discussing  the  Vote  of 
£4,500,000  for  the  Soudan,  which  we 
have  not  yet  had,  because  we  voluntarily 
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abstained,  on  the  statement  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  from  bringing  the  subject  be- 
fore the  House.  I  must  say  that  if  Her 
Majesty's  Qovernment  refuse  us  this  op- 
portunity, they  will  take  upon  them- 
selves the  responsibility  of  refusing  that 
which  is  the  undoubted  right  of  an 
Opposition. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  We  have  not 
been  slow  to  inform  the  House  that  we 
did  not  refuse  the  adjournment  and  ask 
the  House  to  proceed  at  once  to  a  deci- 
sion, except  under  a  deep  sense  of  a 
solemn  public  duty,  and  of  the  injury 
which  would  probably  result  to  the  great 
interests  committed  to  our  charge  were 
an  adjournment  granted,  and  were  the 
appearance  of  hesitation  on  the  part  of 
Parliament,  which  it  would  carry  with 
it,  to  be  manifested.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  might  have  deemed  us  exceed- 
ingly wrong  in  taking  up  that  position  ; 
but  he  surely  must  have  seen  that, 
having  taken  it  up,  it  was  impossible  for 
us  to  recede  from  it.  We  cannot.  Sir, 
and  we  will  not,  place  upon  ourselves 
the  responsibility  of  incurring  risks  of 
that  kind.  Now,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man says — ''On  Monday  last  you  pre- 
sented to  us  your  policy ;  we  were  satis- 
fied, and  we  voted  the  money ;  but 
to-night  you  have  presented  a  policy 
with  regaord  to  which  we  are  not  satis- 
fied, and,  therefore,  must  have  time  to 
consider  it."  Sir,  we  have  never  pre- 
sented to  the  House  our  policy.  We 
have  never  professed  to  be  able  to  place 
in  the  hands  of  the  House  the  materials 
upon  which  alone  it  can  satisfactorily  or 
honourably  to  itself  judge  the  conduct 
of  the  Government.  On  Monday  night 
last,  I  expressly  stated  that  I  should  say 
nothing  except  to  go  over  the  facts 
which  I  believed  were  notorious  to  the 
public  at  large ;  and,  therefore,  do  not 
let  it  be  supposed  that  it  is  a  question  of 
the  presentation,  sufELcient  or  insufELcient, 
of  our  policy.  We  have  never  professed 
to  do  it ;  we  cannot  do  it  until  the  trans- 
actions are  completed.  In  that  we  are 
acting  on  a  principle  universally  recog- 
nized. The  mischief  of  repeated  divi- 
sions of  this  kind  is  a  very  grave  and 
serious  mischief.  We,  the  Government 
of  the  Queen,  under  our  responsibility, 
tell  the  House  of  Commons  that  the  con- 
sequences of  opposition  to  this  Vote, 
even  under  the  form  of  moving  the  ad- 
journment, which  implies  hesitation  to 
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the  Vote,  will  be  to  imperil  Impenal  i 
terests.  Under  those  circumstancea,  w« 
have  no  choice  but  to  persevere  in  sab- 
mitting  to  the  House  the  confirmaliaft 
of  that  opinion  which  has  already,  I 
regret  to  say,  been  voted  by  a  largt 
majority. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCX)TE:  Tkt 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  'M'l^ift**^ 
says  that  if  there  is  any  hesitation  in 
this  matter  it  will  look  like  hesitatioa 
on  the  part  of  Parliament.     I  wish  to 
say  that  that  would  be  a  wrong  and  £dse 
impression.   All  we  ask  for  is  that  mot* 
time  should  be  given  to   consider  the 
new  statements  made  to-day.     The  Go- 
vernment have  waited  for  a  week  sinea 
the  day  on  which  they  received    the 
assent  of  the  House  to  their  original 
proposal.     The  feeling  of  the  House 
then  shown  was  that  of  desiring  heartily 
to  support  the  Government,  and  to  give 
such  votes  as  were  required  of  it.    That 
feeling,  I  believe,  has  not  changed ;  but 
we  know  that  important  measures  have 
been  taken  lately;  we  have   been  in- 
formed, to  a  certain  extent,  by  the  Go- 
vernment of  what  those  measores  are, 
and  we  are  anxious  in  conseqnenoe  to 
know  what  their  real  character  is,  in 
order  that  we  may  take  care  to  see  that 
the  House  and  the  country  are  not  com- 
mitted to  that  which  may  be  dangerous 
in  the  future.    But  what  is  the  answer 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  gives  ? 
He  says — **  We  have  never  declared  onr 
policy.''    If  the  right  hon.  Gentlemsa 
has  not  declared  his  policnr»  and  daias 
not  to  be  bound  to  tell  us  his  policy,  ha 
should  not  have  told  us  so  mook  as  h« 
has  done.    Last  week,  he  made  a  state- 
ment as  to  what  his  wants  were  and  sa 
to  the  ground   on  which  he  was  |»t»- 
ceeding;    and  now  he  comes  forwaid 
to  tell  us  of  the  negotiations  which  art 
proceeding  and  which  he  hopes  to  com- 
plete and  so  place  the  matter  npoa  a 
somewhat  dififerent  ground  on  which  it 
stood  last  week.    We  have  no  wish  to 
oppose  the  policy  of  the  Government,  ii 
we  can  understand  it ;  but  we  wish  to 
have  a  clear  understanding  as  to  it,  and 
for  that  purpose  we  ask  for  more  time 
and  further  opportunity  of  disoossion. 
I  do  not  think  it  is  reasonable  that  this 
request  should  be  refused;  but,  whether 
they  refuse  it  or  not,  they  must  not  mis- 
represent us  as  opposing  the  grant  of 
money  which  is  asked  for,  because  thai 
is  not  the  case. 
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Lord  EANDOLPH  OHUECHILL  : 
I  only  want  to  make  one  remark  before 
the  House  goes  to  a  division.  The 
Prime  Minister  intends  to  persevere, 
and  I  gather  from  the  words  which  have 
just  faUen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  North  Devon  (Sir 
Stafford  Northcote)  that  so  do  we.  We 
shall  see  whether  any  majority  is  suffi- 
cient to  override  the  legitimate  wishes  of 
114  Members  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
Now,  I  will  give  to  the  House  a  basis  on 
which  we  can  act,  a  basis  which  I  defy 
any  Member  of  the  Government  to  say 
one  word  against.  In  1878,  the  noble 
Marquess  the  present  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington) 
was  Leader  of  the  Liberal  Opposition, 
and  he  resisted  the  Vote  of  Credit,  and  he 
resisted  it  on  the  very  ground  on  which 
the  Prime  Minister  has  just  furnished 
to  the  House.  The  Prime  Minister 
said  the  Government  had  declared  no 
policy  to  the  House.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  I  think  they  have ;  but  that  is  what 
he  says.  Now,  the  noble  Marquess, 
speaking  on  the  Vote  of  Credit  in  1878, 
said — 

'*  It  was  a  great  and  important  principle  that 
whenever  a  Government  has  appealed  to  Par- 
liament for  a  Vote  of  Credit  or  for  Supplies 
beyond  the  ordinary  Estimates  of  the  year,  it 
has  been  in  order  to  support  some  policy  which 
has  been  formed  and  declared." 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided :  - 
Noes  169:  Majority  58. 
No.  158.) 

Mb.  SIDNEY  HEEBERT  said,  he 
had  hoped  that  some  Member  of  the 
Qovernmeot  would  have  himself  moved 
the  adjournment,  after  the  result  of  the 
last  division.  He  felt  it  his  duty,  under 
the  circumstances,  to  move  the  adjourn* 
ment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— (JTr.  Sidney  Herbert,) 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  I  think  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  have  voted  with  the  mi- 
nority cannot  understand  the  position  in 
which  we  are  placed.  *  They  hold  that  it 
is  their  duty  to  ascertain,  test,  and  prove 
the  policy  of  the  Government  before 
they  can  vote  this  money.  It  is  impos- 
sible, as  I  have  told  them,  for  us  to  lay 
our  case  before  them  until  we  are  able 
to  bring  the  Correspondence  itself  to 
such  a  condition  that  Papers  can  be  pre- 
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sented.  Those  Papers  will  be  our  case. 
There  is  nothing  that  can  be  said  in  an- 
swer to  questions  to-day  that  can  pos- 
sibly place  the  case  properly  before  you. 
Our  case  is  upon  the  whole  transaction 
and  the  whole  Correspondence,  and  our 
conduct  is  according  to  precedent.  I, 
of  course,  except  cases  where  a  number 
of  Gentlemen  are  opposed  to  the  Go- 
vernment and  its  whole  policy  or  princi- 
ple, like  thecase'of  1878.  The  rule  is 
that  these  demands  are  met  by  the 
House  and  granted  by  the  House.  As 
I  have  shown  by  a  reference  to  the  case 
of  1870,  the  trial  of  the  conduct  of  the 
Government  is  taken  apart  from  these 
Votes,  which  are  deemed  to  be  necessary 
in  order  to  show  both  to  the  country  and 
to  foreign  nations  what  are  the  inten- 
tions of  the  Government. 

Sib  STAFFOED  NORTHCOTE: 
I  do  not  know  what  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman means  when  he  speaks  about  op- 
posing the  Vote  on  principle.  Whether 
you  call  the  question  now  raised  a  ques- 
tion of  principle  ^or  not,!  it  is,  at  all 
events,  a  question  of  high  policy,  be- 
cause it  is  a  question  of  the  steps  to  be 
taken  to  secure  the  safety  of  our  Indian 
Empire.  It  is  on  that  ground  I  want 
to  know  what  the  Government  are 
pledging  us  to  do  by  this  matter  of 
grant.  It  is  because  we  recognize  the 
very  great  importance  of  the  question 
that  we  desire  to  have  time  to  point  out 
some  of  the  difficulties  and  dangers  we 
see  or  think  we  see  in  the  course  the 
Government  are  pursuing,  and  we  hope 
to  take  this  opportunity  of  doing  so. 
We  only  ask  an  adjournment  for  a  very 
short  time — two  days  will  be  sufficient 
to  give  us  the  opportunity. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  I  may  explain 
that  we  cannot  place  our  case  before  the 
House  either  to-night  or  in  a  couple  of 
days. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  I  must  re- 
spectfuUy  point  out  two  considerations 
to  the  Prime  Minister.  He  says  that  if 
it  were  possible  to  present  the  Papers, 
the  Government  would  consider  the  pro- 
priety of  our  request  for  time.  [Mr. 
Gladstone  dissented.]  Well,  I  will  not 
insist  on  that.  The  Prime  Minister 
said  to-night  that  he  thought  he  heard 
something  fall  from  me;  I  thought  I 
heard  something  fall  from  him ;  but,  of 
course,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  de- 
nies it,  I  will  not  press  the  matter  fur- 
ther.   Only  two  arguments  have  been 
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urged  against  delay.  One  was  that  the 
money  ought  to  be  spent,  and  could  not 
be  spent  until  the  Vote  was  passed.  But 
the  noble  Marquess  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  has  told  the  House  that 
it  has  already  been  spent.  Therefore 
that  argument  can  no  longer  be  used. 
The  other  argument  was  that  the  hands 
of  the  Government  would  be  weakened 
in  the  negotiations  with  Bussia  by  the 
want  of  unanimity  shown  by  the  House. 
I  think  I  can  show  the  House  how 
weak  and  fallacious  that  argument  is — 
that  Bussia  will  raise  her  demands  be- 
cause she  thinks  that  we  are  disunited. 
In  what  are  we  disunited  ?  We 
are  disunited  because  it  is  thought 
that  the  Goyemment  are  giving  too 
much  to  Bussia.  If  there  were  a  large 
minority  who  were  practically  Bussian 
in  policy,  as  the  Opposition  were  in  the 
last  Parliament,  I  could  understand  that 
the  expression  of  that  Bussian  policy 
would  weaken  the  hands  of  the  Go- 
vernment. But  the  Opposition  are  now 
strengthening  the  hands  of  the  Govern- 
ment, because  the  Government  could 
say  to  Bussia — "  We  cannot  concede 
this  or  that  point  for  if  we  do  the 
unanimity  we  command  in  the  House  of 
Commons  will  be  destroyed."  So  far 
from  weakening  the  hands  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  these  negotiations,  I  main- 
tain that  it  would  absolutely  strengthen 
them. 

Mb.  HEALY:  I  wish  very  respect- 
fully to  take  the  liberty  of  pointing  out 
to  the  Opposition  that  they  are  scarcely 
going  the  right  way  of  winning  their 
demand  from  the  Government.  What 
I  would  do,  is  not  to  take  so  many 
divisions.  I  consider  it  a  great  ad- 
vantage to  an  Opposition  when  they 
are  able  to  debate  a  Motion  for  the  ad- 
journment of  the  House,  or  of  the  de- 
bate, and  then,  in  spite  of  the  New 
Bules,  to  discuss  the  Main  Question. 
That  is  an  undoubted  advantage  to  the 
Opposition,  which  my  Friends  on  these 
Benches  never  have.  I  would  suggest 
that  the  Opposition  should  follow  the 
course  which  has  been  successfully  pur- 
sued below  the  Gangway,  and  that  they 
should  debate  this  question  until  the 
Government  supporters  have  dropped 
away ;  and  then,  at  4  or  5  o'clock  in  the 
morning,  they  should  take  a  division, 
and  not  till  then. 

SiE  WILLIAM  HABCOUBT:  I 
must  congratulate  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
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posite  upon  the  advice  they  haTe 
ceived  from  a  proficient  in  the  art  of 
adjournment,  and  from  so  faithful  aa 
ally  in  the  campaign.  But  there  was 
one  remark  made  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Hertford  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  whi^ 
was  not  elucidated  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr. 
Healy).  The  hon.  Member  for  Hertford 
said  that  the  Opposition,  in  the  course 
they  were  taking,  were  strengthening 
the  hands  of  the  Government  in  thor 
negotiations  with  Bussia,  and  that  the 
Opposition  were  carrying  on  the  cam- 
paign to-night  because  they  objected  to 
the  Government  yielding  too  much  to 
Bussia.  [Mr.  A.  J.  Bai^fotjb:  I  aaid 
I  feared  it  was  so.]  I  should  like  to 
know  whether  the  contingent  led  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Monaghan 
is  actuated  exactly  by  the  same  motiTo, 
and  whether  the  two  sections  led  by  tho 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Memb^  for 
North  Devon  (Sir  Staflford  Northcoto) 
and  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Monaghan,  acting  in  concert,  are  at  one 
in  their  foreign  policy,  by  which  the 
hon.  Member  says  they  will  be  able  to 
strengthen  the  hands  of  the  Government 
in  the  negotiations  ?  [  CrUi  of  *•  Order ! "] 
I  apologue  to  the  House  for  leaving  the 
question  of  adjournment ;  but  I  thou^tt 
I  was  entitled  to  say  what  I  have  im 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Hertford, 
as  I  am  anxious  to  know  the  exact 
views  of  hon.  Members  who  are  sup- 
porting this  adjournment. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNEBS:  I  think 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  not  serionalj 
anxious  to  terminate  this  discussion,  for 
by  the  remarks  he  has  made  he  hat 
done  much  to  prolong  it  for  the  next 
few  hours.  His  speech  was  a  deliberate 
challenge  to  Irish  Members  h^ow  the 
Gangway  to  get  up  in  their  places  and 
say  whether  they  agree  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  upon  this  matter ;  uid 
this  is  the  way  in  which  responsible 
Ministers  of  the  Crown,  at  this  hour  of 
the  morning,  waste  the  precious  hours 
and  moments  of  the  Session.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  has  chal* 
leng^  the  Irish  Members,  who  are 
never — to  use  a  common  phrase — as  a 
rule  very  backward  in  coming  forward 
to  attack  Her  Majesty's  Ministers.  We 
have  heard  no  substantial  reason  what* 
ever,  why  the  reasonable  proposal  now 
made    should    not   be    accepted.     The 
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Prime  Minister  went  too  far  when  lie 
said  we  were  challenging  the  whole  of 
the  Ministerial  policy.  We  have  done 
nothing  of  the  kind.  What  we  have 
said  is  that  the  statement  of  the  Prime 
Minister  was  of  so  startling  and  so  mys- 
terious a  character  that  it  requires  fur- 
ther elucidation  than  that  which  it  has 
received  during  this  debate.  For  that 
reason,  and  that  reason  alone,  we  ask 
for  the  adjournment,  and  I  sincerely 
trust  that  the  Government  will  consent 
to  grant  it. 

Me.  ASHMEAD-BAETLETT  said, 
that  references  had  been  made  to 
what  took  place  in  1878  during  the 
course  of  the  discussion,  and  he  had 
since  examined  the  report  of  the  de- 
bate in  that  year  on  the  Vote  of  Cre- 
dit. He  found  that  the  Liberal  Party 
on  the  occasion  referred  to,  led  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  then  on  the 
Treasury  Bench,  occupied  in  the  first 
reading  of  the  Vote  of  Credit  five  nights, 
that  the  Prime  Minister  made  a  speech 
which  covered  14  pages  of  Baneard,  and 
that  there  was  a  further  debate  on  the 
second  reading  on  the  Vote  of  Credit 
which  also  took  up  a  considerable  length 
of  time.  The  Prime  Minister  made  use 
of  one  or  two  sentences  in  the  course  of 
the  debate  which,  with  the  permission 
of  the  House,  he  would  like  to  quote. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  opposing 
the  Vote  of  Credit,  and  he  said — 

**  It  is  asked  for  purposes  in  the  dark,  for 
purposes  in  the  air,  for  purposes  which  are  still 
behind  the  screen.** 

Then  there  followed  this  remarkable 
addition,  that — 

"We  have  heard  from  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment that  probably  the  bulk  of  the  Vote 
will  not  be  wanted,  and  that  the  real  object  is 
to  make  us  strong  in  the  Council  to  be  held." 

He  might  go  on  ad  infinitum ;  but  he 
would  simply  remind  Ministers  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  that  side  of  the  House — 
the  present  Opposition — ^had  passed  the 
Vote  of  Credit  last  Monday  without  a 
single  criticism.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  waited  a  whole  week  before 
they  brought  forward  the  Report  of 
the  Vote,  and  that  evening  they  con- 
fused the  House  with  a  statement  so 
extraordinary  and  inexplicable  that  it 
would  seem  that  they  did  not'  know  their 
own  meaning.  Hon.  Gentlemen  on  that 
side  of  the  House  now  asked  that  the 
debate  should  be  adjourned  for  two 
nights  in  order  that  they  might  be  in  a 


position  to  know  the  meaning  and  bear- 
ing of  the  momentous  step  to  which  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  committed 
the  Empire.  That  was  neither  an  extra- 
ordinary proposal  nor  an  extravagant 
demand.  They  merely  asked  for  an  ex- 
tension of  time,  and  the  plea  that  it  was 
essential  to  the  interests  of  the  Empire 
that  the  Vote  should  be  passed  to-night 
was  utterly  absurd.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington),  as  his 
hon.  Friend  near  him  had  pointed  out, 
had  demolished  that  argument.  The 
money  was  being  spent,  and  he  chal- 
lenged any  hon.  Member  to  get  up  and 
say  that  the  adjournment  of  the  debate 
would  in  any  way  affect  that.  He  trusted 
the  Opposition  would  stand  firm,  and 
would  not  be  intimidated  by  the  hectoring 
manner  just  now  adopted  by  the  Prime 
Minister. 

Mr.  D.  DAVIES  said,  he  hoped  the 
Government  would  persevere  and  take 
the  Vote  that  night,  and  he  trusted  that 
the  Opposition  would  think  better  of 
the  matter  and  allow  the  Vote  to  pass. 
In  his  opinion,  if  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  erred  at  all,  they  had  done  so 
in  giving  too  much  information  to  the 
House.  He  was  convinced  that  if  the 
debate  were  adjourned  some  mischief 
would  result  from  it,  and  therefore  he 
hoped  the  Government  would  stand  by 
what  they  said  and  carry  the  Vote  if 
they  kept  the  House  all  night. 

Colonel  KING-HAEMAN  said,  to  a 
certain  extent  he  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  spoken  (Mr.  D. 
Davies),  that  perhaps  the  GoTemment 
had  given  too  much  information.  The 
complaint  of  the  Opposition  was  that 
the  Government  had  a  week  ago  given 
information  of  a  certain  character,  and 
that  to-night  they  had  stated  something 
altogether  different.  Under  the  circum- 
stances hon.  Gentlemen  on  those  Benches 
wanted  time  to  reconcile  the  two  state- 
ments— ^tbat  was  to  say,  the  statement 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister  when  the  Vote  of  Credit 
was  introduced  and  taken,  and  the  state- 
ment made  that  evening.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  told  them  that  it  was  the 
invariable  practice  for  Votes  of  this  na- 
ture to  be  passed  without  discussion; 
but  he  had  not  given  the  House  any 
precedent  for  two  entirely  different 
statements  being  made  by  the  Govern- 
ment on  the  same  Vote.    He  believed 
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He  was  stating  the  views  of  almost  every 
hon.  Member  on  those  Benches  when  he 
said  they  had  no  intention  of  opposing 
the  Vote  of  Credit. 

Me.  p.  a.  MUNTZ  said,  there  was 
one  remark  which  had  fallen  from  the 
Prime  Minister  with  which  he  believed 
the  majority  of  hon.  Members  on  that 
side  of  the  House  would  be  satisfied — it 
was  that  hesitation  on  the  part  of  the 
House  might  have  a  very  injurious 
effect.  He  was  quite  sure  that  hon. 
Members  would  appreciate  the  force  of 
those  words,  because  the  many  failures 
on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  been  clearly  due  to  hesitation 
and  timidity.  The  policy  submitted  to 
the  House  on  Monday  last  was  alto- 
gether at  variance  with  the  Ministerial 
statement  of  to-day.  The  Vote  had  been 
taken  for  the  purpose  of  compelling  the 
Bussian  Government  to  carry  out  their 
engagements  entered  into  in  1873,  and 
also  on  the  17th  of  last  March.  But  the 
House  was  now  asked  to  enter  upon 
negotiations. 

Me.  SPEAKEE  :  I  would  remind  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  the  Question  before 
the  House  is  not  the  Main  Question,  but 
the  Question,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now 
adjourned,"  and  to  that,  according  to 
the  Eules  of  the  House,  the  debate  has 
to  be  confined. 

Me.  p.  a.  MUNTZ  said,  he,  of  course, 
bowed  to  the  ruling  of  Mr.  Speaker. 
He  was  giving  reasons  why  the  Oppo- 
sition were  entitled  to  consideration  at 
the  hands  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
in  respect  of  the  Motion  for  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  from  an  in- 
dividual point  of  view  he  should  de- 
scribe the  Prime  Minister  in  this  debate 
as  having  shown  kimself  to  be  very 
firm,  and  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
very  obstinate.  There  was  a  large  num- 
ber of  hon.  Members  on  both  Benches, 
and  as  the  debate  seemed  likely  to  con- 
tinue for  some  time,  he  had  to  make  the 
practical  suggestion  that  it  was  impos- 
sible  for  a  long  debate  to  be  sustained 
in  the  absence  of  proper  Commissariat 
arrangements  in  the  Lobby.  He  wished, 
therefore,  that  Mr.  Speaker  would  give 
directions  that  the  Supper  Eoom  should 
be  kept  open,  as  was  usual  in  similar 
oases. 

Me.  BITCHIE  said,  he  would  ask 
the  Government  whether  they  thought 
that  wrangling  over  the  question  of  the 
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adjournment  of  the  debate  was  likeij  to 
strengthen  their  hands  ?  The  right  boa. 
Gentleman  could  not  but  feel  that,  to  mj 
the  least  of  it,  there  was  a  strong  arg«- 
ment  in  favour  of  the  Opposition  having 
some  furthei  time  for  discussing  this 
question — namely,  that  so  far  from  then 
being  any  idea  of  weakening  the  hands 
of  the  Government,  the  object  they  had 
in  view  was,  if  possible,  to  strengthea 
them.  He  suggested  to  the  right  hoa. 
Gentleman  to  consider  whether  it  would 
not  be  possible  to  end  this  wrangle^  and 
make  arrangements  to  renew  the  debate 
at  4  o^clook  to-morrow.  No  doubt,  the 
Government  would  not  necessarily  havt 
precedence  to-morrow ;  but  he  thooglit 
it  could  be  hardly  doubted  that  no  oaa 
would  intervene  to  prevent  the  diseos- 
sion  being  continued  at  the  time  named 
and  brought  to  a  conclusion.  He  trusted 
the  Government  would  remove  the  ne- 
cessity for  further  discussion  of  the  Mo- 
tion for  Adjournment,  which  oonld  byae 
possibility  strengthen  their  hands. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  106  ;  Nosi 
164 :  Majority  68.— (Div.  List,  No.  15i.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  BEODEIOK  said,  that  aflw  tbe 
strong  feeling  shown  by  the  Members  ol 
the  Opposition  in  the  three  divisions  ia 
which  the  Government  had  had  a  de- 
creasing majority,  and  the  Opposition  a 
corresponding  increase  in  the  namb^'of 
those  who  supported  the  Motion  for  tbs 
adjournment  of  the  debate,  it  was  ab- 
solutely necessary  for  the  convenienet 
of  the  House  that  the  Prime  Minist« 
should  know  that  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
those  Benches  were  prepared  to  pnrsao 
the  course  they  had  taken  to  the  end. 
He  sincerely  hoped  that  the  stroggls 
would  not  be  prolonged,  seeing  that  it 
could  have  but  one  effect — namely,  that 
of  damaging  the  country  still  farther  ia 
the  estimation  of  foreign  countries,  and 
of  still  further  discrediting  the  already 
damaged  reputation  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  this  matter.  For  kit 
own  part,  he  must  say  that  theMembot 
of  the  Opposition  who  had  sat  eileat 
there  and  had  heard  the  discussion  hid 
not  heard  one  word  from  their  side  of  iht 
House  indicative  of  a  desire  to  act  con- 
trary to  the  wish  of  the  Government  in 
regard  to  the  actual  Vote  in  Supply.  Tlic> 
contentions  they  had  put  forward  had 
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met  with  no  reply  from  the  Goyemment 
except  that  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Prime  Minister,  to  which  he  (Mr. 
Brodrick)  yentured  to  suggest  that  a 
sufficient  answer  had  been  made  by  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Hertford 
TMr.  A.  J.  Balfour).  He  hoped  that  no 
further  division  would  be  taken ;  and  he 
would  put  before  the  Prime  Minister  the 
fact  that  at  that  hour  of  the  morning 
this  controyersy  could  only  end  in  the 
Goyemment  being  obliged  ultimately  to 
g^ye  way,  in  addition  to  the  fact  that  the 
late  Sitting  would  be  chronicled  and 
commented  upon  in  eyery  paper  in  the 
country. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{Mr,  Brodrieh,) 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  do  not  think  it 
is  much  to  the  credit  of  the  House  or  of 
anyone  else  to  follow  the  example  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Brodrick) 
in  expressing  the  great  pain  he  feels  on 
the  present  occasion.  We  also,  and  no 
doubt  many  others,  feel  great  pain ;  but 
I  do  not  know  that  it  advances  the  case 
to  allege  it.  The  hon.  Member  says  that 
the  argument  I  used  about  giving  a  re- 
gular authority  to  the  Government  to 
spend  money  was  entirely  disposed  of  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Hertford  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour).  It  is  true  that,  in  antici- 
pation of  the  judgment  of  Parliament, 
before  the  question  has  been  put  to  Par- 
liament, it  is  frequently  the  duty  of  the 
Government  in  urgent  circumstances  to 
give  orders;  but  giving  orders  is  not 
spending  money.  {Cries  of  ** Oh,  oh  !  " 
and  laughter,']  I  believe  that  I  am  right 
in  saying  that  no  payment  has  been 
made  by  the  Government  under  the  cir- 
cumstances in  regard  to  which  this  Vote 
is  now  asked  for.  I  believe  there  is  no 
doubt  about  that.  It  is  quite  a  dififerent 
thing  to  proceed  in  anticipation  of  the 
Vote  of  the  House,  and  where  no  oppor- 
tunity has  occurred  to  the  House  to  give 
the  Vote,  and  to  proceed  with  money 
already  voted.  ["Question!"]  I  am 
coming  to  my  point.  Well,  then,  my 
duty  is  not  merely  to  express  my  pain 
on  this  occasion,  for  that  would  make  no 
one  very  much  wiser ;  but  my  duty  is  to 
see  whether  there  is  any  mode  by  which 
the  essential  part  of  the  views  enter- 
tained by  both  sides  of  the  House  can 
be  met.  Now,  I  understand — ^I  have 
heard  it  from  many  speakers — that  there 


is  no  intention  to  oppose  this  Vote. 
[Lord  Handolph  Chubohill  :  There  is 
no  pledge.]  But  the  general  tone  of  the 
debate  has  shown  a  disposition  on  the 
part  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  pass 
the  Vote — they  say  they  do  not  wish  to 
oppose  it.  Well,  what  I  propose  is  this. 
Let  us  have  the  Vote,  as  you  do  not 
wish  to  oppose  it,  and  let  us  give  you  an 
early  opportunity  for  discussion,  which 
can  be  done  in  one  of  two  ways.  Which 
of  these  alternatives  we  should  adopt  I 
will  not  now  discuss.  One  way  will  be 
to  put  the  Order  for  Supply  on  the  Paper 
for  Thursday  as  the  second  Order.  In 
that  case,  there  will  be  an  opportunity  of 
raising  a  debate  on  this  subject  before 
going  into  Committee  of  Supply.  That 
is  one  method  by  which  the  object  de- 
sired could  be  attained.  The  other 
method — if  there  is  no  technical  objec- 
tion to  it,  and  I  should  like  to  have  a  few 
hours  to  consider  it — would  be  still  more 
regular  and  appropriate — namely,  that 
we  should  immediately  obtain  the  Vote, 
which  would  enable  us  to  bring  in  a 
Consolidated  Fund  Bill,  and  upon  a 
stage  of  that  Bill  on  Thursday  the  dis- 
cussion could  be  had.  I  believe  that, 
undoubtedly,  in  one  of  these  two  ways 
each  side  can  attain  its  object.  We  shall 
get  our  Vote — a  Vote  which  is  essential  to 
us,  and  which  we  require  in  the  public 
interest — and  you  will  have  your  discus- 
sion, which  is  the  thing  you  want.  We 
cannot  produce  our  case  until  we  are  in 
a  position  to  lay  the  Papers  before  the 
House,  which  we  will  do  at  the  earliest 
possible  moment.  If  you  think  the 
public  interest  demands  further  discus- 
sion, that  can  be  had  on  the  first  day 
upon  which  it  is  possible  for  us  to  comply 
with  the  request. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister has  quite  accurately  expressed,  I 
think,  the  general  feeling  on  this  side  of 
the  House.  We  do  not  desire  to  ob- 
struct the  Vote.  We  only  desire  to 
have  an  early  opportunity  of  taking 
notice  of  and  of  discussing  the  important 
communication  made  to  us  at  the  begin- 
ning of  the  evening.  As  matters  for- 
merly stood,  it  seemed  to  us  that  our 
only  chance  of  discussing  the  matter 
was  on  this  Vote.  The  proposal  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  however,  has 
materially  altered  the  aspect  of  afiPairs, 
and  I  should  think  his  offer  is  one  that 
can  well  be  accepted. 
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Mr.  GLADSTONE :  If  the  discussion 
is  to  take  place  in  Supply,  it  must  not 
be  the  first  Order. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHUECHrLL : 
I  understand  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  say  that  he  will  give  an  opportunity 
for  this  discussion  on  Thursday  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Yes.  if  we  can 
manage  it.  I  am  not  positive.  I  do 
not  know  that  we  can. 

Mr.  RAIKES  :  It  seems  to  me  that 
the  matter  can  be  easily  arranged  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  put  down 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  as  the 
first  Order  for  Thursday.  I  presume 
that  a  Consolidated  Fund  Bill  cannot  be 
brought  in  in  relation  to  this  Vote  until 
the  money  has  been  obtained  in  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means.  I  would 
suggest  that  we  should  have  an  under- 
standing before  the  debate  concludes  to- 
night that  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means  should  be  the  first  Order  on 
Thursday.  There  can  be  no  difficulty 
in  fixing  it,  and  the  discussion  could 
then  take  place  at  once. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  We  bind  our- 
selves  to  find  an  opportunity  on  Thurs- 
day. 

Mr.  RAIKES  :  What  I  want  to  say 
is  that  any  proposition  to  bring  this 
matter  on  as  a  second  Order  on  Thurs- 
day would  be  extremely  inconvenient  to 
the  House.  What  we  have  been  con- 
tending for,  and  what  I  venture  to  re- 
peat to  the  Prime  Minister  with  all 
consideration,  because  I  have  no  wish 
to  embarrass  him  in  this  matter,  is  the 
importance  of  having  this  discussion 
upon  the  first  Order  on  Thursday. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  It  wiU  be  so 
substantially,  as  it  will  be  easy  to  put 
down  as  first  Order  a  subject  which 
will  not  occupy  any  length  of  time. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  :  I  shall  be  happy 
to  withdraw  the  Motion. 

Mr.  speaker  :  Is  it  your  pleasure 
that  this  Motion  be  withdrawn  ? 

Mr.  0*D0NNELL  said,  he  wished  to 
speak  on  that  subject.  He  had  under- 
stood that  there  was  a  serious  opposition 
on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Opposition 
to  the  Vote  being  passed  to-night.  It 
seemed,  however,  that  after  all  the 
solemn  declarations  they  had  heard  to 
the  effect  that  it  was  a  matter  of  prin- 
ciple that  the  Vote  of  Credit  should  be 
discussed,  and  that  the  policy  of  the 
Government  should  be  explcdned  before 
this  money  was  granted,  the  Opposition 


would  be  satisfied  with  a  Motion  for 
talk's  sake  on  Thursday  next.  He  ocm- 
fessed  that  it  seemed  to  him  that  the 
Front  Opposition  Bench  had  been 
trifling  with  the  House.  He  had  lis- 
tened with  great  attention  to  the  gene- 
ral arguments  which  had  been  brought 
forward,  and  which  seemed  to  have 
completely  changed  the  minds  of  the 
Opposition ;  and  he  confessed  that, 
beyond  the  valuable  and  novel  financial 
maxim  that  giving  orders  was  not  spend- 
ing money,  he  was  utterly  nnable  to  dis- 
cover a  single  new  light  thrown  by  the 
Premier  upon  the  subject.  As  he  (Mr. 
O'Donnell)  was  a  man  of  limited  income, 
he  only  wished  that  the  trading  olasaes 
in  general  would  accept  this  finan<»al 
maxim  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  Of 
course,  deserted  as  the  Constitutional 
Opposition  had  been  by  Her  Majeety's 
regular  Opposition  on  tiie  present  occa- 
sion, the  only  course  he  could  take  wonld 
be  to  object  to  the  withdrawal  of  the 
Motion.  It  was  very  possible  that  the 
Irish  Parliamentary  Party  would  bare 
something  to  say  on  the  subject;  but 
once  more  he  must  protest  moststronglj 
against  all  this  discussion  taking  place 
to-night,  and  this  picture  of  British 
disunion  being  held  up  toBussia,  merelj 
for  the  purpose  of  bringing  forward  a 
^^talkee-talkee"  Motion  on  Thursdaj 
next. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  1 30 ;  Noes 
20:  Majority  llO.—(Div.  List,  No.  155.^ 

beoistbatiox  of  voters  (ireuun)^ 
[remttneratiok  of  officebs]. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Heeokedf  That  it  is  expedient  to  authoriBe  the 
payment,  out  of  moneys  to  be  prorided  by  Par* 
liament,  of  remuneration  of  the  Offic«n  em- 
ployed in  carrying  into  effect  the  proTitiooa  of 
any  Act  of  the  present  Session  for  the  Begiatn- 
tion  of  Voters  in  Ireland. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  Three  o'clodu 
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HOUSE    OP    LORDS, 
Tuetday^  5th  May^  1885. 


MINUTES.]— Sblbct  Committeb  —  lUport  — 
Westminster  Hall  Restoration  [No.  99]. 

Public  Bills — Txrst  J^^a^/in^—Barristera  Ad- 
mission (Ireland)  *  (100) ;  Metropolitan 
Streets  Act  (1867)  Extension  •  (101);  Sea 
Fisheries  (Scotland)  Amendment*  (102). 

Third  Reading — Water  Companies  (Regulation 
of  Powers)  •  (87),  and  j?flM«rf. 

CENTRAL  ASIA—RUSSIA  AND  AFGHAN- 

ISTAN— THE  NEGOTIATIONS. 

QUESTION. 

Earl  DE  LA  WARE :  I  wish  to  ask 
the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  a  Question  of  which 
I  have  given  him  private  Notice — ^Whe- 
ther the  proposal  of  Her  Majesty's 
Qovemment  with  regard  to  the  Afghan 
Frontier  question  is  to  be  understood  as 
one  of  mediation  or  of  arbitration — that 
is,  whether  it  is  one  inviting  the  good 
offices  of  a  friendly  Power,  or  one 
placing  the  question  at  issue  in  the 
hands  of  an  irresponsible  umpire,  whose 
decision  would  be  final  ? 

Earl  GRANVILLE :  My  Lords,  there 
are  one  or  two  Peers  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House  who,  I  think,  have  not 
not  such  a  strong  conviction  as  I  have 
that  no  one  is  capable  of  putting  Ques- 
tions with  greater  authority  or  clear- 
ness than  the  noble  Marquess  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition. 

The  Marquess  op  SALISBURY :  I 
entirely  disagree  with  you. 

Earl  GRANVILLE :  Therefore,  I  do 
not  think  it  necessary,  when  the  noble 
Marquess  has  put  a  Question  one  day, 
that  some  of  his  Friends  should  come 
to  the  rescue  with  another  Question  on 
the  following  day.  To  make  it  clear, 
at  the  same  time  I  must  say  that  I 
have  nothing  to  add  to  what  I  stated 
yesterday  ;  but  as  there  is  in  the  Ques- 
tion of  the  noble  Earl  something  in  the 
nature  of  censure  upon  what  has  been 
done,  I  should  like  to  say  that  what  has 
been  done  appears  to  me  a  very  simple 
and  honourable  proceeding  on  the  part 
of  the  States  concerned.  In  private  life 
I  can  conceive  nothing  better  than  that 
if  two  individuals  have  pressing  matters 
of  great  practical  importance  to  them- 


selves, and  supposing  that  a  very  dis- 
agreeable and  regrettable  incident  has 
occurred  which,  to  a  certain  degree, 
affects  their  honour,  and  on  which  they 
make  counter  statements  and  conten- 
tions— I  think  your  Lordships  will  agree 
with  me  that  it  would  be  better  to  refer 
that  question  to  the  judgment  of  some 
friend  in  whom  they  may  have  perfect 
confidence  to  enable  the  matter  to  be 
closed  with  honour  to  both  sides.  That 
appears  to  me  to  be  exactly  what  has 
been  done  in  this  case.  The  two  nations 
were  discussing  a  question  of  great  im- 
portance— namely,  the  delimitations  of 
the  Frontier  of  Afghanistan — and  a  re- 
grettable incident  occurred  which,  rightly 
or  wrongly,  seems  to  affect  the  honour 
and  interest  of  the  parties  concerned ; 
and,  instead  of  going  to  the  ultima  ratio, 
I  think  it  is  an  honourable  proceeding 
on  our  part  to  propose  that  reference 
should  be  made  to  the  judgment  of  the 
Head  of  a  friendly  State,  and  I  think  it 
equally  creditable  and  honourable  to 
Russia  that  she  should  have  concurred 
in  that  offer. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY :  I 
must  decline  the  office  of  universal 
Questioner  which  the  noble  Earl  would 
confer  on  me ;  and  after  this  competition 
between  my  noble  Friend  (Earl  De  La 
Warr)  and  myself,  I  confess  that  he 
has  entirely  carried  off  the  palm.  But 
I  cannot  for  a  moment  attempt  any  com- 
petition with  him,  for  he  has  got  a  longer 
speech  out  of  the  noble  Earl  than  I  ever 
succeeded  in  doing.  He  has  not  only 
done  that,  but  he  has  obtained  a  revela- 
tion from  the  noble  Earl  of  the  fact 
which  we  have  never  heard  before — that 
there  are  not  only  counter  contentions 
but  counter  statements  to  be  referred  to 
the  arbitrator.  That  throws  new  light 
on  the  matter.  The  only  statements  are 
those  of  General  Komaroff  on  the  one 
side,  and  Oaptain  Yate  on  the  other; 
and  it  appears  that  the  truth  or  false- 
hood of  those  statements  is  to  be  re- 
ferred to  the  arbitrator.  I  am  exceed- 
ingly obliged  to  my  noble  Friend  for 
having  extracted  that  statement. 

RAILWAY  BRAKES- LEGISLATION. 
QUESTION.      OBSERVATIONS. 

Earl  DE  LA  WARR  asked  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  Whether  it  was 
their  intention  to  take   any  steps  this 
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Session  to  make  it  compulsory  upon 
Bailway  Companies  to  adopt  efficient 
brakes  in  accordance  with  the  regula- 
tions of  the  Board  of  Trade  ?  He  should 
not,  he  said,  enter  into  details  on  this 
matter,  as  it  had  already,  on  more  than 
one  occasion,  been  discussed  in  this 
House.  Two  years  ago,  in  consequence 
of  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
undertaking  to  introduce  a  Bill  dealing 
with  the  matter  of  brakes,  he  withdrew 
a  BiU  he  had  brought  in  dealing  with 
that  matter.  Since  then  no  steps  had 
been  taken  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  enforce  the  recommendations 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  which  were  ac- 
cordingly, at  the  present  time,  disre- 
garded by  some  of  the  most  important 
Bailway  Companies  in  the  country. 

LoBD  SUDELEY  said,  that  the  an- 
swer which  he  had  to  give  the  noble 
Earl  was  that  the  Board  of  Trade  could 
not  undertake  to  promote  any  legisla- 
tion during  this  Session  in  Regard  to 
railways. 

PUBLIC  HEALTH— CREMATION. 
OBSERVATIONS.      QUESTION. 

The  Earl  of  ONSLOW,  in  rising  to 
call  attention  to  the  erection  of  a  public 
crematorium  at  Woking  and  the  cre- 
mation of  a  body  there  on  the  26th 
March  last,  and  to  inquire  Whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  carry 
out  their  expressed  intention  of  using  the 
powers  which  they  possess  in  the  mat- 
ter for  the  discouragement  of  the  prac- 
tice ;  and  what  those  powers  are  ?  said, 
that  in  1874  the  Cremation  Society  com- 
menced to  erect  a  crematorium  at 
Woking.  A  Memorial,  influentially  and 
largely  signed,  was  sent  to  the  Home 
Secretary  (Sir  E.  Assheton  Cross)  as  a 
protest,  and  he  intimated  to  the  Cre- 
mation Society  that  any  action  on  their 
part  would  be  followed  immediately 
by  an  attempt  to  test  the  legality 
of  their  proceedings.  The  Cremation 
Society  then  consented  to  defer  any 
operations  until  the  pleasure  of  the 
Home  Secretary  was  signified.  In  the 
following  year  the  present  Home  Secre- 
tary gave  a  very  similar  answer.  But 
a  case  occurred  in  Wales  some  months 
ago,  in  which  a  Dr.  Price  cremated  the 
body  of  a  child,  and  legal  proceedings 
being  instituted  against  him,  Mr.  Jus- 
tice Stephen  expressed  an  opinion  which 
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was  assumed  to  be  in  favour  of  tii« 
legality  of  cremation;  but  he  laid  it 
down  that,  even  supposing  crematioa 
to  be  legal,  it  was  only  legal  if  so 
conducted  as  not  to  be  a  nuisance 
in  the  neighbourhood.  In  consequence 
of  this  decision  a  Question  was  again 
addressed  to  the  Home  Secretary,  and  he 
stated  that  it  was  still  the  intention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  use  the 
powers  which  they  possessed  in  the 
matter  for  the  discouragement  of  the 
practice.  Since  then  the  Cremation  So- 
ciety had  so  far  completed  their  building 
at  Woking  that  on  the  26th  of  March 
they  duly  cremated  the  body  of  a  lady. 
At  present  there  were  stringent  T^;a- 
lations  as  to  the  burial  of  the  dead ;  bat 
inasmuch  as  the  law  never  contemplated 
the  burning  of  the  dead,  there  were  no 
laws  whatever  to  regelate  orematioB. 
Their  Lordships  would  feel  that  this 
was  fraught  with  great  danger,  for 
cremation  might  annihilate  all  proof 
of  foul  play.  The  Cremation  Society 
had,  no  doubt,  certain  regulations  drawn 
up  with  a  view  to  avoiding  this,  but 
these  regulations  had  no  binding  fozce^ 
and  might  be  altered  or  abolished  at  any 
time.  A  Bill  was  brought  in  last  year 
which  proposed  to  make  cremation  a 
misdemeanour  if  done  without  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  Home  Secretary ;  but  it  was 
not  passed  into  law,  and  consequently 
there  were  no  regulations  whatever. 
There  were  500  acres  of  ground  at 
Woking  devoted  to  the  purposes  of  a 
cemetery,  and  not  one-twentieth  part  of 
it  had  been  so  used,  so  that  there  was 
no  necessity  for  cremation  in  that  place. 
The  inhabitants  of  Woking  had  beea 
alarmed  at  the  perfect  immunity  with 
which  the  cremation  on  March  26  last  had 
been  carried  out,  and  still  more  so  at  a 
recent  statement  of  Sir  Spencer  Wells^ 
in  which  he  intimated  that  the  Society 
were  now  satisfied  as  to  their  legal  post* 
tion  and  were  ready  to  receive  bodies 
for  cremation.  This  crematorium  was 
one  mile  and  a-half  from  any  station  and 
seven  miles  from  any  large  town,  and  xm 
a  rather  scattered  portion  of  the  pariah 
of  Woking,  but  it  was  surrounded  by 
large  pubHo  institutions.  The  unfortu- 
nate clergyman  of  the  parish  oould  see 
from  his  windows  into  the  crematorium 
itself.  There  were  other  gentlemen  ia 
the  neighbourhood  to  whom  it  was  a 
great  annoyance,   and  the  feeling^  oa 
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the  subject  in  the  locality  was  very 
strong  indeed.  If  the  Government 
were  anxious  to  encourage  cremation, 
they  had,  not  far  from  this  place,  a 
large  portion  of  moorland  which  they 
might  devote  to  the  experiments  of 
the  Society.  In  answer  to  the  Ques- 
tion he  put  the  other  day,  the  noble 
Earl  said  that  the  practice  of  cremation 
was  80  uncommon  as  not  to  require  any 
legislation.  He  believed,  however,  that 
the  time  had  now  come  when  the  G-o- 
vemment  ought  to  make  up  their  minds. 
The  inhabitants  of  Wokiug  looked  with 
aversion  and  disgust  upon  the  erection 
of  this  crematorium,  and  they  called 
upon  the  Home  Secretary  and  Parlia- 
ment to  deliver  them  from  the  annoy- 
ance. He  trusted  that  the  Government 
would  say  under  what  restrictions  cre- 
mation should  be  carried  on,  or  give  the 
inhabitants  of  Woking  an  opportunity 
of  stating  their  objections  to  this  crema- 
torium. He  begged  to  ask  the  Question 
which  stood  in  his  name  ? 

The  Eabl  of  DALHOUSIE  said,  that 
he  did  not  take  any  exception  to  the 
noble  Earl's  interesting  speech ;  but,  in 
answer  to  his  Question,  should  have  to 
repeat,  in  very  much  the  same  lan- 
guage, what  he  stated  the  other  day, 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  did  not 
consider  it  any  part  of  their  duty  to  en- 
oourage  or  discourage  the  practice  of  cre- 
mation. As  to  the  power  which  the  Go- 
vernment had  for  dealing  with  the  mat- 
ter, the  noble  Earl  had  himself  answered 
that  question  when  he  referred  to  the 
judgment  given  the  other  day  by  Mr. 
Justice  Stephen.  The  Government  had 
no  power  to  interfere,  and  until  the  prac- 
tice became  so  common  as  to  be  ob- 
noxious to  the  people  of  this  country, 
and  they  showed  a  more  general  desire 
to  have  legislation  on  the  subject,  it  was 
not  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
deal  with  it. 

SEi.  nSHEBIES   (sOOTLAKD)  AlODIDHENT 

BILL   [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  law  relating  to  Scottish 
sea  fiflheriea,  and  for  other  purposes  relating 
thereto—Was  pretenttd  by  The  Earl  of  Dal- 
housib;  read  1*.     (No.  102.) 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Fire  o'clock,  to  Thursday  next,  a 

quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

Tueedayy  5th  May,  1885. 


MINUTES.]— SiLicT  CoMMiTTBB  —  Repwt  — 

Commons  [No.  179]. 
Public  Bills — Ordered — Firtt  Beading — ^Local 

Government  Provisional  Order  (Poor  Law) 

(No.  8)  •[168]. 
Committee  —  Registration  (Occupation  Voters) 

(re-e<»nm.)    [140] — e.p.  ;    Priendly    Societies 

Act  (1876)  Amendment  •  [139]— b.p. 
Considered  ae  amended — Third   Reading ^^vih" 

marine  Telegraph  Gables*  [136],  and^oM^. 

PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 


CHANNEL   TUNNEL    (EXPERIMENTAL 
WORKS)  BILL  {by   Order). 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Amendment  proposed,  ''That  the 
Order  be  postponed  until  Tuesday  the 
12th  instant."— (ifr.  JFebeter.) 

Sir  HUSSET  VIVIAN  said,  he 
should  like  to  know  upon  what  ground 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill  was  to  be 
again  postponed  ?  It  had  been  put  down 
upon  the  Paper  for  second  reading 
once  before  and  postponed,  and  he 
wished  to  know  what  reason  there  was 
why  the  discussion  should  not  be  taken 
now?  

Mb.  WEBSTER  said,  he  had  moved 
the  postponement  of  the  second  reading 
in  the  absence  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Walsall  (Sir  Charles  For- 
ster),  who  was  unable  to  be  present. 
He  understood  that  the  postponement 
had  the  consent  of  the  parties  into- 
rested 

Sib'r.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  it 
seemed  to  him  to  be  an  extraordinary 
proceeding  that  this  Bill  should  be  put 
off  in  this  way  from  time  to  time.  To 
a  great  many  hon.  Members,  who  might 
admire  the  engineering  skill  displayed 
by  the  promoters  of  the  Bill,  it  was  a 
matter  of  great  inconvenience  to  be 
obliged  to  come  down  to  the  House  time 
after  time  at  that  early  hour  and  sacri- 
fice other  important  engagements  in 
order  to  oppose  the  Bill,  and  then  to 
find  that  its  consideration  was  suddenly 
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postponed.  He  understood  that  the 
l^resident  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  who 
was  absent  at  that  moment,  had  decided 
upon  giving  a  strong  opposition  to  the 
Bill.  If  that  was  the  case,  why  was  not 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  now  present, 
unless  there  were  some  strong  reason  to 
the  contrary,  in  order  to  inform  the 
House  whether  the  Bill  was  to  be  dis- 
cussed or  not  ?  This  was  not  the  first 
time  that  the  second  reading  had  been 
put  ofif,  and  it  would  be  a  great  con- 
venience to  those  who  had  other  matters 
to  attend  to  if  they  could  know  when 
the  discussion  was  really  intended  to 
come  on,  so  that  they  should  not  be 
brought  down  to  the  House  needlessly 
for  the  purpose  of  opposing  the  Bill. 

Mb.  HIOKS  said,  that  as  his  name 
was  down  upon  the  Paper  as  objecting 
to  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  he  hoped 
he  might  be  allowed  to  explain  what  he 
knew  of  this  transaction.  A  fortnight 
ago  he  was  told,  at  20  minutes  to  4 
o'clock,  that  an  arrangement  had  been 
come  to  with  the  President  of  the  Board 
'  of  Trade  to  postpone  the  Bill  until  that 
day ;  and  two  days  ago  he  received  an  j 
intimation  from  the  promoters  that  they  j 
had  again  made  arrangements  with  the  ' 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  to  put 
the  discussion  off  until  that  day  week. 
As  an  independent  Member  he  could 
not  himself  refuse  to  accede  to  that 
arrangement ;  but  he  quite  agreed  with 
the  hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir  Hussey 
Vivian)  that  it  was  most  inconvenient 
that  a  Bill  of  this  character,  in  which  a 
large  number  of  Members  took  an  in- 
terest, should  be  put  off  from  time  to 
time,  and  perhaps  brought  on  in  the 
end  when  hon.  Members  might  not  ex- 
pect it.  He  must  express  a  hope  that  it 
would  now  be  clearly  understood  that 
under  no  circumstances  would  the  second 
reading  be  put  off  again  if  it  were  now 
allowed  to  be  fixed  for  that  day  week. 

Sib  hussey  VIVIAN  remarked 
that  as  this  was  the  second  time  the 
Bill  had  appeared  upon  the  Paper,  he  did 
not  think  he  would  be  doing  wrong  to 
move  that  the  Order  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing be  discharged. 

Mb.  speaker  :  Thai  would  be  con- 
trary to  the  usual  practice. 

Sib  hussey  VIVIAN :  Then  I  have 
no  desire  to  press  it. 

CoLONBL  HARCOURT  wished  to  say 
a  few  words  upon  the  Bill  if  it  would 
be  in  Order  for  him  to  do  so. 

Sir  i2.  jieshton  Cross 


Mb.  speaker  :  The  hon.  GentkoMB 
would  not  be  in  Order  in  diacossiBg  tke 
merits  of  the  Bill  upon  a  propoMl  to 
defer  the  second  reading  unUl  a  fatm 
day. 

Second  Reading  deferred  till  Tmm4m§ 
next. 

QUESTIONS. 

LAW      AND     JUSTICE     (SCOTLAKD)— 
WORK  OF  THE  COURT  OF  SESSIOX. 

Db.  CAMERON  asked  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate, Whether  it  is  true  that  the  woik 
of  the  office  of  the  Junior  Lord  OrdinaiT, 
which  should  be  cleared  from  day  to 
day,  has  fallen  into  arrear  in  conse- 
quence of  certain  Deputy  derks  ol 
Session  refusing  to  work  during  vaca- 
tion ;  whether  it  is  the  case  that,  ia  ooa- 
sequence,  the  Junior  Lord  Ordiiiary, 
sitting  in  chambers,  has  been  obliged  to 
dispose  of  many  cases  without  aaj 
clerical  assistance;  and,  whether  tht 
Deputy  Clerks  of  Session  are,  or  an 
not,  bound  to  discharge  their  ordinaiy 
official  duties  during  vacation  as  well  as 
during  Session  ? 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoxtb)  :  I  have  not  completed  bj 
inquiry  into  this  matter ;  but  so  far  aa 
my  information  goes,  it  does  not  eonfizm 
the  statements  either  that  the  work  of 
the  office  of  the  Junior  Lord  Ordinary 
has  fallen  into  arrear  in  consequence  oif 
certain  Deputy  Clerks  of  Session  refdiiBf 
to  work  during  Vacation,  or  that  the  Lora 
Ordinary  has  been  put  to  any  h 
venience.  The  Deputy  Clerks  of 
have  certain  duties  to  perform 
the  vacation.  They  are  necessarily  not 
the  same,  nor  are  they  so  heavy,  sa 
their  duties  during  Session ;  but  I  be- 
lieve they  are  well  defined  by  long  es- 
tablished  custom. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— ELBCnoX  OF 

GUARDIANS;  MANORHAJOLTOK 

UNION. 


Mb.  sexton  asked  the  Chief 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Irelaiid, 
What  is  the  decision  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  upon  the  claim  of  Mr. 
James  Harte,  candidate  in  tiie  ree^ 
election  for  the  Lurganboy  Divisioa, 
Manorhamilton  Union,  to  have  elevca 
proxy  votes  given  for  Mr.  Thomas  Ooa- 
boy  disallowed  on  the  ground  that  tks 
profit  rents  in  respect  of  which  the 
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were  given  had  been  reduced  under  the 
Land  Act  sinoe  the  proxy  papers  were 
lodged  in  1881 ;  also  to  have  two  other 
Totes  disallowed  for  incorrect  filling  up 
of  paper;  and  to  have  allowed  to  the 
said  James  Harte  two  votes  given  for 
him  by  women  occupiers  who  have  paid 
the  rates  and  been  recognised  as  tenants 
for  many  years  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEBMAN: 
The  Local  Government  Board  are  in 
communication  with  Mr.  Harte,  and 
await  his  reply  to  a  letter  they  have  ad« 
dressed  to  him  on  the  subject. 

COMMITTEE  OP  PRIVILEGES  —  THE 
LOVAT  PEERAGE  —  REMOVAL  OP 
COFPIN  PLATES  PROM  VAULT  AT 
EIRKHILL. 

Mb.  MOBGAN  LLOYD  asked  the 
Lord  Advocate,  If  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  statements  contained  in  The 
Dundee  Advertiser  and  other  Scottish 
newspapers  concerning  the  alleged  re- 
moval of  coffin  plates  from  the  vault  of 
the  Eraser  family  in  the  parish  kirkyard 
of  Eirkhill,  under  the  authority  of  Lord 
Lovat  or  his  factor ;  whether,  in  view  of 
the  litigation  now  pending  between 
Lord  Lovat  and  a  claimant  to  the  Lovat 
peerage)  and  the  fact  that  such  coffin 
plates  might  be  evidence  of  the  pedigree 
of  the  claimant,  such  a  proceeding  is 
lawful;  and,  whether,  having  regard 
to  the  excitement  caused  by  such  pro- 
ceedings in  the  North  of  Scotland, 
he  wiU  cause  inquiries  to  be  made 
as  to  the  truth  of  such  statements? 
The  hon.  Member  added  a  further 
Question,  as  to  whether  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate was  aware  that  Lord  Lovat  had 
taken  this  inopportune  period  to  call  a 
meeting  of  heritors,  for  the  purpose  of 
levelling  the  Kirkhill  kirkyard  in  certain 
parts,  and  thereby  disturbing  graves 
and  gravestones ;  and,  whether  ne  would 
take  steps  to  induce  Lord  Lovat  not  to 
proceed  further  in  the  matter  during 
the  litigation  now  pending  ? 

Thb  LOBD  advocate  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  :  My  attention  has  been  called 
to  these  statements,  and  I  have  caused 
inquiry  to  be  made  in  regard  to  them. 
Briefly  stated,  the  following  appear  to 
be  the  facts : — ^In  the  month  of  Septem- 
ber last,  Sir  William  Eraser,  of  Jjoad- 
dune,  asked  Lord  Lovat's  permission  to 
visit  the  vault  in  Kirkhill  Churchyard, 
where  a  number  of  members  of '  the 
Lovat  family,  including  a  grandaumt  of 


Sir  William  Eraser,  are  buried.  Lord 
Lovat  granted  the  permission  sought, 
and  the  fact  that  the  permission  had 
been  gpranted  was  communicated  to  the 
minister  of  Kirkhill,  who  kept  one  of 
the  keys  of  the  vault,  the  other  key, 
which  was  kept  at  the  estate  office,  being 
at  the  same  time  forwarded  to  the  mi- 
nister. On  25th  September,  Sir  William 
Eraser,  accompanied  by  a  gentleman, 
understood  to  be  his  secretaxy,  met  the 
minister  by  appointment  at  the  church- 
yard, and,  along  with  a  blacksmith  and 
a  mason,  went  into  the  vault  and  ex- 
amined the  coffins.  Sir  William  stated 
to  the  party  that  his  chief  desire  was  to 
ascertain  whether  Lord  Simon,  of  the  '45, 
was  buried  in  the  vault.  In  the  course 
of  examining  the  coffins,  it  was  found 
that  the  plates  on  seven  were  lying  loose 
upon  the  lids,  the  nails  having  become 
decayed,  and  the  inscriptions  on  the 
I^tes^were  illegible,  being  covered  with 
rust.  I  am  informed  that  Sir  William 
Eraser  states  that  he  did  not  direct  the 
plates  to  be  removed,  but  the  persons  in 
attendance  understood  that  he  did  so 
direct,  and  it  is  certain  that  the  plates 
were  carried  to  the  manse  by  the  black- 
smith and  mason,  and  the  minister,  at 
Sir  William's  request,  undertook  to  get 
them  cleaned  by  a  well-known  jewefler 
in  Livemess.  A  few  days  afterwards 
the  minister  took  the  plates  to  the 
jeweller,  by  whom  they  were  cleaned, 
and  also  varnished  to  keep  off  the  rust 
in  future.  They  were  loterwards  re- 
turned by  the  jeweller  to  the  minister, 
who,  at  the  request  of  Sir  William,  had 
them  fastened  upon  the  coffins  from 
which  they  had  been  respectively  taken. 
Neither  Lord  Lovat  nor  anyone  in  his 
employment  gave  any  authority  for  the 

Elates  or  anything  else  in  the  vault 
eing  interfered  with,  nor  had  he  or  they 
any  idea  that  any  such  thing  was  con- 
templated ;  and  if  Lord  Lovat  had  been 
asked  for  permission  to  interfere  with 
the  plates,  he  would  not  have  granted 
it.  Lord  Lovat  only  learned  accident- 
ally what  had  been  done  a  considerable 
time  afterwards.  I  have  no  information 
in  regard  to  the  last  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member,  but  I  shall  inquire  into  it. 

PARLIAMENT-PALACE  OF  WESTMIN- 
STER—WESTMINSTER HALL 
(RESTORATION). 

Mb.  MITCKELL  HENEY  asked  the 
honourable  Member  for   Leeds,  Whe- 
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ther  the  Board  of  Works  will  apply  the 
solution,  which  has  proved  so  effioaoioas 
in  preserving  the  stone  of  Cleopatra's 
Needle,  to  the  Norman  stonework  re- 
cently uncovered  by  the  demolition  of 
the  Law  Courts  at  Westminster  Hall  ? 

Me.  HERBERT  GLADSTONE :  The 
solution  applied  to  the  stone  of  Cleo- 
patra's Needle — the  Indestructible  Paint 
Company's  stone  solution — has  not  been 
tested  for  a  sufficient  length  of  time  on 
that  structure  to  enable  a  decision  to  be 
arrived  at  as  to  its  efficacy.  Moreover, 
the  material  of  the  Needle  is  of  a  totally 
different  character  from  that  of  the  stone 
work  of  Westminster  Hall.  Where  the 
solution  in  question  has  been  applied 
to  defective  pieces  of  the  stone  of  the 
Houses  of  Parliament  for  test  piirposes 
it  has  not  proved  satisfactory.  So  far 
as  can  be  judged,  no  solution  will  be 
necessary  for  the  preservation  of  the 
Norman  stone  work  of  Westminster 
Hall  if  the  proposed  cloister  building 
be  erected  to  enclose  it. 

THE  SCOTTISH  ISLANDS— DEATHS  IN 
THE  ISLAND  OP  RONA. 

De.  CAMERON  asked  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate, with  regard  to  the  two  shepherds 
found  dead  in  the  Island  of  Rona,  Whe- 
ther the  statement  is  true  that  they  were 
placed  in  the  island  to  prevent  fishing 
crews  from  stealing  sheep  from  thence, 
and  that  attempts  at  sheepstealing  were 
made  after  they  were  stationed  there ; 
and,  whether  any  steps  were  taken  by 
the  police  or  other  authorities  to  verify, 
so  far  as  practicable,  the  cause  of  death 
by  examination  of  the  bodies  or  other- 
wise ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfouk)  :  The  two  shepherds  were 
stationed  in  the  Island  of  Rona  to  watch 
the  tacksmen's  sheep.  They  went  there 
in  June,  and  were  twice  visited  in  Au- 
gust. In  that  month  nine  men  landed 
on  the  Island  and  forcibly  carried  away 
five  sheep  and  some  tobacco  belonging 
to  the  shepherds.  The  case  was  in- 
vestigated at  the  time;  but  the  men 
have  not  been  identified.  The  Island, 
which  is  40  miles  from  the  Butt  of  Lewis, 
was  inaccessible  from  the  month  of  Au- 
gust till  the  22nd  of  April.  On  that 
day  the  shepherds  were  found  dead  with 
their  clothes  on^  one  inside  their  house, 
and  the  other  outside  near  the  door. 
They  had  an  ample  supply  of  fuel  and 
provisions.      The  bodies   were   buried 
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without  being  stripped  or  examined. 
No  marks  of  violence  were  observed. 
As  soon  as  the  case  was  reported  a  war- 
rant to  exhume  the  bodies  was  obtained 
by  the  Procurator  Fiscal,  and  it  wiH  be 
executed  as  soon  as  possible. 

Db.  CAMERON  asked  when  the  order 
for  exhumation  was  issued  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfottr)  said,  he  would  ascertwn  the 
exact  date. 

PUBLIC  HEALTH  (METROPOLIS)— 
STATE  OF  THE  RIVER  TiKA 

Mb.  JAMES  STUART  aaked  the 
Parliamentary  Secretary  to  the  Loeal 
Goyemment  Board,  What  stepe  are 
being  taken  to  secure  the  immediate 
carrying  out  by  the  Tottenham  Loeal 
Board  of  the  sewage  purification  vorks 
in  connection  with  the  discharge  of 
sewage  into  the  River  Lea,  for  whidi 
the  Local  Government  Board  have  sane^ 
tioned  the  borrowing  of  the  neeeeaaiy 
money ;  what  prospect  there  is  of  these 
works  being  completed  before  the  som- 
mer ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  Petitiou 
to  Parliament,  setting  forth  the  depLu'- 
able  state  of  the  River  Lea  £rom  sewage 
pollution  and  the  consequent  danger  to 
healthy  and  praying  for  the  speedy  exe- 
cution of  the  work,  have  been  presented 
from  3,000  inhabitants  of  the  ndgk- 
bourhood,  and  from  persons  in  the  dis- 
trict using  the  river  for  purpoees  of  re- 
creation ;  and,  whether,  in  the  event  oC 
the  purification  works  not  being  con- 
pleted  before  the  summer,  he  can  a^ 
what  steps  the  Local  Gt>vemmait  Board 
is  prepared  to  adopt  in  case  of  the 
breaking  out  of  an  epidemic  in.  ths 
East  of  London  consequent  on  the  gob- 
dition  of  the  river  ? 

Mb.  GEORGE  RUSSELL  :  We 
have  sanctioned  a  loan  of  £13,000  for 
works  in  connection  with  the  sewags 
outfall  of  the  Tottenham  district  with  a 
view  to  the  purification  of  the 
before  it  is  discharged  into  the 
We  are  assured  by  the  Local  Board  that 
they  will  lose  no  opportunity  of  preesiag 
forward  the  completion  of  the  works, 
and  that  they  wiU  limit  the  time  lor 
their  construction  to  the  shortest  DrecCi- 
cable  period.  There  is  no  probabiUty, 
however,  of  the  extensive  works  pro- 
posed  being  completed  before  the  sum- 
mer. In  the  meantime  the  Local  Boatd 
will  provide  certain  temporary  pampiag 
power.     Two  large  new  pzeophatiBf 
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tanks  have  been  completed.  We  are 
aware  of  the  complaints  as  to  the  con- 
dition of  the  river  during  the  dry  sea- 
son of  last  year ;  and  we  learn  that 
recently,  while  a  new  sewer  was  being 
constructed,  on  two  occasions  one  of  the 
sewers  broke,  and  until  it  was  repaired 
the  sewage  found  its  way  into  the  river. 
If  the  Local  Board  proceed  promptly  in 
carrying  out  the  works  proposed  the 
Board  do  not  at  present  see  that  they 
have  any  authority  to  interfere. 

AGRICULTURAL  DEPARTMENT— IN- 
SECTS INJURIOUS  TO  CROPS. 

Mb.  RA.NKIN  asked  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  Whether 
the  Agricultural  Department  has  any 
reports  or  treatises  upon  insects  injurious 
to  crops,  and  especially  to  hops ;  and,  if 
80,  whether  they  have  been  published  in 
a  form  suitable  to  farmers  and  hop 
growers,  and  can  be  obtained  by  the 
public  ? 

Mb.  TEEVELYAN:  The  Agricul- 
tural Department  receive  from  time  to 
time  Beports  from  the  United  States  of 
America  and  elsewhere  containing  in- 
formation on  insects  injurious  to  crops ; 
but  there  are  not  any  Keports  prepared 
by  the  Department  itself  dealing  espe- 
cially with  the  subject.  I  have  given 
instructions  that  tne  Beports  I  have 
mentioned  should  be  looked  carefully 
through ;  and  if  it  appears  that  we  can 
extract  from  them  Papers  likely  to  be 
useful  to  farmers  which  could  be  laid  in 
a  small  volume  before  Parliament  this 
shall  be  done. 

POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND)— SURVEYORS' 

CLERKS. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  Whether  there  is  at  present 
employed  in  the  Surveyor's  Department 
of  the  Post  Office  in  Ireland,  as  acting 
Surveyor's  Clerk,  an  officer  belonging 
to  the  London  Office ;  is  there  no  officer 
on  the  Irish  establishment  available  or 
competent  for  the  post ;  and,  would  the 
employment  of  an  Irish  officer  effect  a 
saving  in  the  allowances  paid  by  the 
Department  to  officers  while  travelling 
or  absent  from  headquarters  ? 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVBE :  An  officer 
of  the  London  Post  Office  is  now  em- 
ployed as  an  acting  surveyor's  clerk  in 
Ireland.  At  the  time  he  was  sent  no 
officer  on  the  Irish  establishment  could 
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be  spared  and  recommended  for  this 
duty.  No  appreciable  saving  would  be 
effected  by  the  employment  of  an  Irish 
instead  of  an  English  officer,  the  allow- 
ances being  the  same.  I  may  add  that 
when  recently  I  had  occasion  to  appoint 
^^e  surveyors'  clerks  in  Lreland  I 
selected  ^ye  officers  then  serving  on  the 
Irish  establishment. 

POST  OFFICE— ANNUITIES  AND 
INSURANCE  TABLES. 

Me.  EANKIN  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  Whether  he  will  cause  some 
simple  and  easily  understood  tables  of 
Post  Office  Annuities  and  Insurance  to 
be  printed  and  placed  in  all  post  offices, 
so  that  comparatively  uneducated  persons 
may  be  able  to  learn  the  benefits  offered 
by  the  Post  Office? 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVEE :  In  reply  to 
the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to  state  that  on 
the  commencement  of  the  Government 
Annuities  and  Insurance  Act  last  year, 
the  principal  rules  relating  thereto,  with 
simple  illustrations,  were  circulated 
throughout  the  entire  Kingdom,  and  are 
obtainable  at  any  Money  Order  Office. 
A  notice  is  exhibited  at  every  office  in 
which  insurance  and  annuity  business  is 
transacted. 

LIGHTHOUSES— BURNERS-SIR  JAMES 
DOUGLAS'S  BURNERS. 

Colonel  KING-HAEMAN  asked  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  with 
reference  to  his  statement  that  Sir  James 
Douglas,  who  had  sold  his  patent  rights 
in  certain  lighthouse  burners  for  £5,000 
in  cash,  and  £25,000  worth  of  shares, 
had  given  the  free  use  of  the  burners  to 
lighthouse  authorities.  Whether  it  is  true 
that  he,  or  his  Company,  had  restricted 
their  manufacture  to  three  English  ffims 
specially  licensed  for  that  purpose,  and 
thus  deprived  the  lighthouse  authorities 
of  the  advantage  of  tree  competition,  by 
public  advertisement,  in  the  purchase  of 
these  burners;  and,  will  he  say  what 
sum  each  of  the  three  licensees  pays  to 
the  Company  for  this  exclusive  right 
to.  make  these  burners  ? 

Mb.  chamberlain,  in  reply,  said, 
that  there  appeared  to  be  an  error  in 
the  statement  attributed  to  him,  as  the 
figures  should  be  £500  instead  of  £5,000. 
He  had  made  inquiries  from  the  Elder 
Brethren  of  the  Trinity  House,  and  they 
had  informed  him  that  there  were  only 
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tliree  firms  wlio  had  any  experience  in 
the  construction  of  these  burners;  but 
there  were  no  such  restrictions  as  those 
mentioned  in  the  Question. 

DISPENSARIES  (IRELAND)  AOT  —  DIS- 
PENS  ART  DOCTOR.  SKCLL  DISTRICT. 

Mr.  DEASY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  the  late  Dispensary  Medical 
Officer  of  the  Skull  District,  County 
Cork,  was  also  Medical  Officer  to  the 
Constabulary  of  that  district ;  whether, 
on  his  death,  Dr.  Shipsey,  a  man  of  long 
experience  in  his  profession,  was  elected 
dispensary  doctor ;  whether  the  Coamty 
Inspector  has  appointed  Dr.  Sweetman, 
who  has  become  qualified  to  practise 
medicine  within  the  past  few  months, 
Constabulary  Medical  Attendant;  whe- 
ther this  is  contrary  to  custom ;  and, 
whether  he  will  direct  that  Dr.  Sweet- 
man's  appointment  be  cancelled,  and  that 
Dr.  Shipsey  be  given  the  position  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN  : 
Dr.  Sweetman,  who,  I  believe,  was  quali- 
fied at  the  time,  was  appointed  Medical 
Officer  to  the  Constabulary  at  Skull,  on 
the  occurrence  of  a  vacancy  in  February 
last,  and  was  then  the  only  candidate. 
Dr.  Shipsey,  who  has  since  been  elected 
Dispensary  Doctor,  at  that  time  resided 
at  Dunmanway,  over  27  miles  away.  It 
is  not  the  invariable  rule  to  appoint  the 
Dispensary  Doctors  to  these  posts ;  but 
the  Inspector  General  informs  me  that 
he  understands  Dr.  Shipsey  has  recently 
taken  up  his  residence  near  to  some  of 
the  stations  in  Skull  District,  and  he  will 
consider  whether  it  would  not  be  ad- 
vantageous to  place  these  stations  under 
his  medical  charge. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)-.THE  CLERK 
OP  THE  SOUTH  DUBLIN  UNION. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  he  has  come  to  any  decision 
respecting  the  conduct  of  the  Clerk  of  the 
South  Dublin  Union,  in  reference  to 
whom  a  sworn  information  has  been 
made,  and  who  is  alleged  to  have  with- 
held the  rate  books  from  officials  of  the 
National  Begistration  Association,  while 
he  allowed  mose  of  the  Constitutional 
Club  to  obtain  free  access  to  them  ? 

Ma.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN : 
I  have  to  thank  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  papers  on  this  subject.  The  Clerk 
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of  the  South  Dublin  Union  denies  the 
charges  of  partiality  and  neglect  of  dutr 
made  against  him.  The  proper  coaiw 
appears  to  be  that  the  person  or  persoai 
considering  themselves  aggrieved  should 
take  proceedings  to  enforce  the  penalty 
imposed  by  Act  of  Parliament  in  cases  of 
refusal  to  produce  these  books  to  paitiet 
interested.  The  mode  of  procedure  it, 
I  understand,  a  summary  one,  and  the 
action  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
would  necessarily  be  guided  b  j  the  result. 

Mr.  HEALY:  Why  does  not  tk« 
Local  Government  Board  hold  an  inqniij, 
as  is  usually  done  in  such  casea?  It 
there  not  a  sworn  affidavit  on  one  side  in 
this  matter,  and  only  the  Clerk's  word 
on  the  other  ? 

Mk.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN: 
If  this  was  an  ordinary  case  of  some 
misconduct  by  an  official,  that  might 
be  the  proper  proceeding ;  but,  ia 
this  case,  Parliament  has  laid  down  a 
specific  mode  of  remedy,  and  that  remedy 
ought  to  be  adopted  in  the  first  plaoe ; 
and  if  in  the  course  of  such  proceedings 
anything  is  proved  against  the  Cled^ 
then  it  will  be  for  the  Local  Gt>Yemmeat 
Board  to  take  action. 

WOODS  AND  FORESTS— l^HE  FOB£ST 

OP  DEAN. 

Mr.  ackers  asked  the  junior  Mem- 
ber for  Leeds,  Whether  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
drain  the  deep  gales  of  the  Forest  of 
Dean,  and  so  bring  into  active  working 
the  great  mineral  wealth  of  this  Crown 
property,  and  by  so  doing  afford  on- 
ployment  to  a  large  number  of  persons, 
so  desirable  in  this  time  of  depreaskn 
and  scarcity  of  work  ? 

Mr.  HIBBEET  (who  replied)  nid: 
The  deep  gales  are  in  the  hands  of 
private  owners,  whose  interests  therein 
are  of  the  nature  of  real  estate,  aad 
whose  tenure  of  them  is  oonditiaiial 
on  the  observance  of  certain  regula- 
tions,'one  of  which  requires  the  owners 
to  open  and  work  the  gales  within  a 
limited  time.  In  these  ciroumslanoesy 
the  Crown  obviously  cannot  under- 
take  to  spend  money  on  drainage. 
The  Crown,  however,  desires  to  see 
these  gales  developed,  and  with  this  ob- 
ject a  Bill  was  presented  last  Sesskm 
dealing  with  the  subject ;  but  this  BilL 
though  approved  by  the  gale  owaera* 
received  no  actual  support  ttom  tiiefli, 
and  had  to  be  withdrawn.     The 
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Member  is  probably  aware  that  Tarious 
oonflictiDg  local  interests  are  involved  in 
this  matter,  and  that  there  is  not  yet  an 
agreement  of  local  opinion  upon  it. 

INFIRMARIES  (IRELAND)  ACT— DONE- 
GAii  INFIRMARY,  LIFFORD. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
How  the  County  Donegal  Infirmary  at 
Lifford  is  maintained  and  managed,  and 
to  what  classes  of  patients  it  is  open ; 
also,  if  John  M 'Sweeney,  of  Gweedore, 
who  obtained  from  the  medical  officer 
of  the  Ghreedore  district,  on  the  26th 
of  March,  an  order  for  admission  to 
the  Lifford  Infirmary,  and  who  is  un- 
able to  travel,  has  yet  been  conveyed  to 
the  Infirmary;  and,  whether  the  con- 
veyance will  be  provided  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN  : 
The  Local  Government  Board  have  not 
yet  received  replies  to  the  spedfio  in- 
quiries they  thought  it  necessary  to 
make  on  this  subject. 

BOTAL  IRISH    CONSTABULARY— PRO- 
TECTION  AT  KILMOON.  CO.  CLARE. 

Mb.  SEXTON  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  an  extra  force  of  four  constables, 
stationed  at  Elilmoon,  county  Clare, 
about  fifteen  months  since,  for  the  pro- 
tection of  a  man  named  Gardner,  who 
had  taken  a  vacated  farm,  is  still  main- 
tained at  Elilmoon,  although  the  farm 
in  question  has  been  unoccupied  for 
months,  and  there  is  no  one  who  can  be 
said  to  be  in  need  of  protection ;  and, 
whether  the  extra  force  will  be  now  re- 
moved? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL -BANNEEMAN  : 
The  farm  in  question  is  not  unoccupied, 
and  protection  is  still  considered  neces- 
aary.    The  force  is  not  an  extra  one. 

THE    MAGISTRACY   (IRELAND)  —  MR. 

HAMILTON,  RESIDENT  MAGISTRATE, 

ARMAGH  —  SALARY  AND 

ALLOWANCES. 

Mb.  SEXTON  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
What  is  the  annual  amount  of  the  salanr 
and  allowances  of  Mr.  Hamilton,  B.M. 
Armagh;  and,  by  how  much  they  ex- 
ceed the  ordinary  annual  amount  of 
salary  and  allowances  to  resident  ma- 
gistrates in  Lreland  7 


Me.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN : 

Mr.  Hamilton  is  in  receipt  of  a  salary 
of  £800  a-year,  and  the  ordinary  allow- 
ances of  a  first-class  Besident  Magistrate 
— namely,  £100  a-year  commuted  forage 
allowance,  and  £8  a-year  for  postage 
and  stationery.  His  salary  exceeds  the 
ordinary  salary  of  a  Besident  Magistrate 
of  the  first  class  by  £125  a-year. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  Why,  why? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN : 
The  hon.  Member  did  not  ask  me  that. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Then  I  will  ask  you 
to-morrow. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS— THE  DEFICIT 

OP  1884-6. 

Mb.  GORST  asked  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  any  provi- 
sion is  made  in  the  Budget  for  the  deficit 
of  £1,060,000,  caused  by  the  excess  of 
expenditure  over  revenue  in  1884>5 ; 
whether  this  amount  has  been  added  to 
the  National  Debt  in  the  shape  of  Ex- 
chequer Bills  or  Bonds ;  ana,  whether 
any  provision  has  been,  or  will  be,  made 
to  pay  off  the  floating  debt  thus  created  ? 

Mb.  HIBBERT  (who  replied)  said  : 
My  right  hon.  Friend,  in  his  Financial 
Statement,  said  that  the  deficit  of  1884-5 
bad  been  taken  out  of  the  Exchequer 
balances,  and  in  giving  the  amount  of 
debt  reduced  in  that  year  he  sub- 
tracted the  reduction  in  the  balances. 
He  also  said  that  it  was  proposed  to 
take  power  to  issue  for  the  amount  of 
this  deficit  Unfunded  Debt  if  it  should 
be  found  necessary.  The  whole  opera- 
tion will  be  explained  in  the  Treasury 
Minute  which  my  right  hon.  Friend 
promised  to  lay  on  the  Table. 

SibSTAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  asked 
when  the  Minute  might  be  expected  ? 

Mb.  HIBBERT  said,  that  it  was 
being  prepared,  and  would  very  shortly 
be  Ifud  on  the  Table. 

WAYS  AND   MEANS  — INLAND    RE- 
VENUE—THE NEW  BEER  DUTY. 

Sib  JOSEPH  BAILEY  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  What 
amount  of  taxation  falls  upon  hops  per 
hundredweight  at  the  present  rate  of 
Beer  Duty;  and,  what  will  be  the 
eqiuvalent  Tax  under  the  proposed  new 
Beer  Duty  ? 

Mb.  HIBBERT:  Perhaps  the  hon. 
Member  will  allow  me  to  answer  the 
Question.    The  Inland  Revenue  Board 

3  0  2 


1639 


Law  and 


{POMMONS}  Justice  {Scotland).  1640 


have  had  no  knowledge  of  the  quantity 
of  hops  used  in  the  production  of  beer 
since  the  repeal  of  the  Hop  Duty  in 
1862 ;  and  there  are,  therefore,  no  means 
of  calculating  the  amount  of  taxation 
that  falls  upon  them. 

Me.  hicks  asked  the  Financial  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury,  Whether,  prior 
to  the  year  1880,  the  duty  on  malt  was 
21#.  8(f. ;  whether,  by  the  Act  of  1880,  a 
duty  was  imposed  on  beer  equal  to  25«. 
on  a  quarter  of  malt ;  and,  whether  it 
was  now  proposed  to  impose  a  duty  on 
beer  equal  to  29#.  on  a  quarter  of  malt, 
being  an  increase  of  about  16  per  cent, 
in  addition  to  the  increase  in  1880  ? 

Mr.  HIBBEET  :  The  actual  duty  on 
a  quarter  of  malt  before  1880  was 
2U,  Sid, ;  but  this  was  not  the  only  tax 
on  beer  which  had  to  be  considered  in 
fixing  the  rate  of  the  Beer  Duty,  such  as 
the  brewers*  licence.  Malt  was  only 
taxed  because  it  was  a  component  part 
of  beer,  and  occupied  a  similar  position 
to  sugar,  which  was  and  is  taxed  when 
used  in  brewing,  though  the  general 
Sugar  Duties  have  been  repealed.  In 
1880  the  Prime  Minister  estimated  the 
total  relief  actually  given  by  the  repeal 
of  the  Malt  Tax  at  24«.  e^d.  per  qparter. 
The  annual  brewers'  returns  show  that 
the  Beer  Duty  at  6f .  Sd.  per  barrel  was 
almost  exactly  equal  to  this  amount. 
The  increase  in  the  Beer  Duty  now 
proposed  will  make  it  equal  to  about 
28«.  S^d.  per  quarter. 

Mb.  ALLSOPP  asked  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  What  was  the  rate  of 
the  incidence  of  the  Malt  Tax  on  a  quarter 
of  barley  before  the  abolition  of  that 
Tax ;  what  is  the  equivalent  Tax  on  a 
quarter  of  barley  at  the  present  rate  of 
the  Beer  Duty ;  and,  what  will  be  the 
equivalent  Tax  under  the  proposed  new 
Beer  Duty  ? 

Me.  HIBBERT  :  I  answered  an  abso- 
lutely identical  Question  yesterday  put 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Notl£  Devon.  The  old  brewers' 
licence  Was  practically  a  Beer  Tax. 
There  is  no  necessity  now  to  use  malt. 

Me.  hicks  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  How  it  is  that  the  Duty 
on  worte  of  a  specific  gravity  of  one 
thousand  >and  fifty-seven  is  stated  in  the 
Besolutionyreported  from  the  Committee 
of  Ways  and  Means  to  be  7«.  6d,  whilst 
in  his  Statement  on  Friday  it  was  under- 
stood that  he^^amed  7f.  3d.  as  the  pro- 
posed Duty  ?  V 

Mr.  Hibheri 


Mr.  HIBBERT :  If  the  hon.  Member 
will  look  again  at  the  Resolution  he  will 
see  that  he  is  under  a  misapprehensioa, 
the  rate  of  duty  on  home-brewed  beer 
having  been  fixed  at  Is.  Zd.  per  barreL 
He  has  probably  looked  at  the  10th 
Resolution,  which  relates  to  the  Cob- 
toms  Duty  on  imported  beer,  instead  of 
the  ninth,  which  imposes  the  new  duty 
on  beer  brewed  in  the  United  Kingdom. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS -THE  FINANCIAL 
STATEMENT— "THE  DEATH 
DUTIES." 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  (for  Lord  Geobgi 
Hamilton)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  ths 
Exchequer,  If  it  has  been  the  general 
practice  of  the  Inland  Revenue  to  levy 
any  Death  Duty  on  a  tenant's  interest  in 
the  occupation  of  agricultural  land  ia 
Ireland  when  inherited  or  acquired  by 
bequest ;  and,  whether  his  alteration  oi 
the  existing  Death  Duties  will  intecfen 
with  the  present  practice  ? 

M&.  HIBBERT :  I  presume  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  refers  to  tenants' 
interests  under  the  Land  Act  of  18sl. 
Such  interests  are  regarded  as  porticois 
of  the  personal  estates  of  the  tenants* 
and  are  now  chargeable  with  Probate 
Duty,  and  also,  like  ordinary  lease- 
holds, with  Succession  Duty.  But  in- 
asmuch as  personal  estates  under  £100 
in  Talue  are  exempt  from  Death  Duties, 
many  such  interests  are  not  taxed 
at  all;  while,  if  the  whole  pereonal 
estate  does  not  exceed  £300  in  Talne, 
as  a  general  rule  a  single  payment 
of  dO«.  covers  all  Death  Duties.  Ko 
charge  at  all  will  be  made  in  these 
cases,  which  must  be  very  numerous^ 
The  rate  to  be  added  to  the  Suocessioa 
Duty  will  not  apply  to  any  property 
which  is  subject  to  Probate  Dutj ;  and, 
therefore,  the  tenants'  interests  in  Irt- 
land  which  pay  Probate  Duty  will  chiIt 
be  affected  by  the  proposed  legislatioa 
in  two  particulars — namely  (1),  if  ths 
owner  of  such  an  interest  possesses  it 
absolutely  he  will  pay  a  Succession  Dntr 
based  on  the  capital  value  of  the  ints- 
rest  itself  instead  of  his  own  life  inte- 
rest in  it ;  (2)  he  will  pay  the  duty  by 
four  yearly  instead  of  eight  half-yearly 
instalments. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (SCOTLAND)— THI 
HIGHLAND  CBOFTEKS, 
Ma.  MAOFAELANE  asked  the  Lord 
AdYOcate,  If  his   attention   has   beea 
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called  to  the  statement  that  fifteen 
Crofters,  who  voluntarily  surrendered 
themselres  to  the  authorities  at  Portree, 
on  a  charge  of  deforcing  a  sheriff's 
officer  at  Watemish,  were,  while  in  prison 
at  that  place,  served  with  notices  of 
eviction ;  and,  whether  such  a  proceed- 
ing is  regular  or  lawful  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoxjb)  :  It  is  the  case  that  the  crofters 
here  referred  to  came  to  Portree  in  obedi- 
ence to  citations  which  bad  been  served 
upon  them  to  appear  on  a  charge  of  de- 
forcing a  SheriflTs  officer  at  Watemish. 
I  understand  that  summonses  of  remov- 
ing were  served  upon  two  of  them  in 
prison,  and  upon  another  immediately 
after  he  came  out.  I  cannot  say  that  the 
service  was  illegal ;  but  it  is,  1  believe, 
generally  regretted  that  the  occasion  of 
the  men  having  surrendered  themselves 
to  justice  was  chosen  for  this  pro- 
ceeding. 

TURKEY— THE  BRITISH  EMBASSY  AT 
CONSTANTINOPLE. 

Mr.  CARTWRIGHT  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
What  arrangements  have  been  made  for 
the  diplomatic  representation  of  this 
Country  at  Constantinople  pending  the 
arrival  of  Sir  E.  Thornton  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
Sir  W.  Hay  White,  Her  Majestj^'s  En- 
voy  Extraordinary  and  Minister  Pleni- 
potentiary to  the  Sling  of  Roumania,  is 
temporarily  in  charge  of  the  Embassy 
at  Constantinople,  and  has  been  speci- 
ally accredited  to  the  Sultan  as  Envoy 
Extraordinary  ad  interim  pending  the 
arrival  of  Sir  Edward  Thornton,  who  is 
unavoidably  detained  for  the  present  at 
St.  Petersburg.  It  was  necessary  to  make 
this  provisional  arrangement,  as  Mr. 
Wyndham,  the  previous  Secretary  to 
the  Embassy,  who  has  discharged  the 
duties  of  Ckargi  d^ Affaires  with  great 
ability,  and  to  the  entire  satisfaction  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  was  required 
to  proceed  to  Belgrade  to  take  up  his 
appointment  as  Minister  there. 

LAW  AND  POLICE  (IRELAND) -POLICE 
DISTRICT  OF  JOHNSTOWN. 

Mb.  MARUM  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  directed 
to,  or  any  report  received  from  the  local 
constabulary,  concerning  extraordinary 


proceedings  that  have  recently  taken 
place  in  the  police  district  of  Johnstown, 
in  the  county  of  Kilkenny,  that  is  to 
say,  that  Mr.  Den.  Keatinge,  of  Woods- 
gift,  a  deputy  lieutenant  and  magistrate 
of  the  county,  is  in  occupation  of  certain 
holdings  surrounding  his  demesne  from 
which  the  tenants  have  been  evicted 
some  two  or  three  years  ago ;  that  the 
boundary  fences  of  the  same  are  in  a 
very  defective  condition,  rendering  them 
liable  to  the  trespass  of  stock  ;  that  Mr. 
Keatinge    and    his    son,   Mr.  Maurice 
Keatinge,  holding  a  Commission  in  one 
of  Her  Majesty's  Regiments  of  the  Line, 
together  with  a  large  posse  of  bailiffs, 
proceeded  from   their  residence  about 
midnight  to  those  holdings,  and   dis- 
trained   certain    donkeys,    goats,    and 
sheep  trespassing  thereon;    that  they 
escorted  those  animals  to  the  various 
residences  of  the  owners,  and  knocked 
violently  at  their  doors  about  one  o'clock 
a.m.,  some  of  whom  were  thus  coerced 
to  pay  the  regulation  trespass  fines  then 
and  there  to    this    local    justice,  and 
others,  not  having  cash  in  their  houses, 
remained  indoors,  whereupon  a  large 
and  continued  uproar  ensued,  and  the 
doors  of  the  dwelling-houses  were  bat- 
tered and  defaced,  and,  in  some  portions, 
smashed  in ;   that  especially  the  resi* 
dence  of  the  National  school  teacher  of 
Grane,  Mr.  Maher,  was  similarly  visited, 
and  trespass   for    donkeys  demanded; 
and  that,   owing    to    the    difficulty  of 
arousing  the  sleeping  inmates,  shouting 
and  screeching  and  other  noises  were 
made  use  of,  to  the  disturbance  and 
terror  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  entire 
locality,  extending  over  a  considerable 
area,   and  finally  the  teacher  himself 
was  assailed  in  abusive  language,  and 
threatened  with  eviction ;  and,  whether » 
even  if  such  distresses  are  held  legal, 
such    unusual    mode    of    proceeding, 
fraught  with  danger  to  the  public  peace, 
and  adopted  by  a  justice  of  the  petty 
sessions  district  in  which  these  dwelling- 
houses  are  situate,  will  be  brought  by 
the  Executive  under  the  notice  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor  or  Lords  Commissioners 
of  the  Qreat  Seal  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN  : 
I  am  informed  that  the  facts  of  this 
case  are  very  much  exaggerated  in 
the  Question.  It  appears  that  Mr. 
Den.  Keatinge  is  in  possession  of 
some  evicted  farms  on  which  cattle 
frequently  trespass.    On   the  night  in 
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question  he  viBited  the  farms,  accom- 
panied by  his  son  and  two  herds,  and 
seized  some  sheep  and  donkeys  which 
were  trespassing.  They  then,  as  the 
law  requires,  proceeded  to  deliver  them 
to  their  owners,  who,  in  most  cases,  paid 
the  usual  trespass.  They  knocked  several 
times  at  the  door  of  the  schoolmaster, 
who  owned  one  of  the  donkeys,  and 
failed  to  get  a  reply ;  but  there  was  no 
such  battering  or  breaking  of  doors,  nor 
any  such  disturbance  or  abusive  lan- 
guage, as  is  alleged  in  the  Question, 
and  the  proceedings  do  not  call  for  any 
notice. 

ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY— THE 
FREE  FORCE. 

Mr.  MABIJM  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether,  when  the  Boyal  Irish  Con- 
stabulary Distribution  Bill  has  received 
the  Eoyal  Assent,  the  Government  is  pre- 
pared to  issue  instructions  to  the  proper 
authorities  in  relation  thereto,  that, 
wherever  the  "  free  "  force  is  found  in- 
sufficient (as  is  alleged  by  the  local  offi- 
cials as  to  Kilkenny  county)  for  the 
ordinary  working  of  the  several  police 
stations,  steps  shall  be  taken  to  inquire 
into  the  propriety  of  some  consolidation 
of  the  same,  or  otherwise,  so  as  to  have 
the  extra  force  reduced  altogether,  or  to 
a  fair  normal  standard  for  each  county ; 
and,  whether,  in  the  event  of  an  extra 
force  being  still  deemed  necessary  for 
mere  ordinary  service,  the  Government 
will  be  prepared  to  provide  that  the  ex- 
penses of  the  same  shall  be  defrayed 
from  the  same  source  as  the  expenses  of 
the  "free''  force,  originally  calculated 
upon  the  assumption  that  it  was  suffi- 
cient for  the  ordinary  requirements  of 
such  county  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN  : 
The  effect  of  the  new  Distribution  Bill 
will  be  that  it  will  raise  somewhat  the 
number  of  the  free  force  to  be  allocated 
to  the  counties.  Where  this  number 
has  to  be  exceeded,  the  cost  of  such 
excess  will  fall  in  equal  proportions  upon 
the  county  and  the  Imperial  Exchequer. 
The  Lrish  Government  will  continue  to 
use  every  endeavour  to  secure  that  no 
extra  force  of  Constabulary  beyond  the 
free  quota  is  stationed  in  a  county,  and 
to  keep  such  extra  force,  where  neces- 
sary, at  the  lowest  possible  number.  As 
the  Government  have  to  bear  half  the 
cost  of   any  extra  force,  they  are   not 
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likely  to  require  a  larger  one  than  iStuj 
consider  absolutely  necessary.  It  is,  of 
course,  within  the  power  of  the  locali- 
ties to  give  the  Gt)vemment  very  ma- 
terial assistance  in  their  efforts  in  tlus 
direction. 

EGYPT  (THE  MILITARY  EXPEDITIOSl 
—THE  KILE  FORCE. 

Colonel  KING-HAEMAX  asked  tlie 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  it 
is  true  that  the  officers  and  men  of  the 
1st  Eoyal  Sussex  regiment,  quartered  at 
Abu  Gees,  have  been  compelled  to  do 
fatigue  duty  in  the  heat  of  the  son,  mad 
that  many  cases  of  sunstroke  hare  oc- 
curred in  consequence;  and,  whether 
such  duty  was  absolutely  neceeaazy,  or 
whether  it  would  not  have  been  emmky 
performed  in  the  mornings  and  eren- 
ings? 

The  Makqttess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
I  have  received  no  Eeport  whatever  fiea 
the  Nile  in  any  way  confirmatory  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member's  Question. 

Colonel  KING-HAEMAN  asked  if 
the  noble  Lord  would  make  inquiry  ? 

The  Maequess  of  HAETINGTON: 
If  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  will 
communicate  to  me  the  information  he 
has  received,  I  will  see  whether  it  is  de- 
sirable to  make  inquiry. 

WAYS  AND   MEANS— THE  FINANCIAL 

STATEMENT— SPAIN   AND   THE 

WINE  DUTIES. 

Mr.  mac  IYEE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  AffiaizB, 
If  the  proposed  arrangement  with  re- 
gard to  a  reduction  in  the  Duties  npoa 
Spanish  wines  will  have  the  pracdcsl 
effect  of  binding  this  Country  to  main- 
tain reduced  Duties  in  the  particular 
case  of  Spain,  while  no  similar  obliga- 
tion exists  as  regards  our  relations  with 
any  other  Country ;  and  to  inquire  whe* 
ther  it  is  proposed  that  we  should  re- 
ceive any  advantage  from  Spain  in  return 
for  this  concession,  or  if  we  are  to  obtain 
nothing  beyond  the  removal  of  certain 
special  disadvantages  to  which  Great 
Britain  alone  has  been  subjected  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE: 
I  do  not  think  I  can  add  anything  to  my 
answer  of  yesterday  to  the  hon.  Membo* 
for  Liverpool  (Mr.  Whitley),  which  the 
hon.  Member  will  see  fully  answOTS  the 
Question  he  has  placed  upon  the  Ptqper. 

Mr.  mac  IYjBE  said,  he  had  re- 
ferred  to    the  answer,    which    simply 
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referred  him  to  certain  Papers.  He 
wished  to  ask  whether  the  facts  were 
not  as  stated  in  his  Question  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE 
said)  the  Papers  to  which  he  referred 
the  hon.  Member  gave  a  full  as  well  as 
a  short  answer.- 

Mr.  MAO  IVER  inquired  if  the 
noble  Lord  would  have  any  objection  to 
state  whether  the  facts  were  not  cor- 
rectly set  out  in  his  Question  ? 

LoKD  EDMOND  FITZMAUEIOE: 
I  would  refer  the  hon.  Member  to  the 
words  which  I  used  yesterday.  In  these 
International  questions  I  think  it  would 
be  very  objectionable,  and,  indeed,  dan- 
gerous, to  use  different  language  on 
different  days.  I  gave,  in  reply  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  liverpool  (Mr.  Whit- 
ley), a  statement  which  I  had  prepared 
wiUi  the  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
showing  the  general  effect  of  the  ar- 
rangement which  we  had  entered  into 
with  Spain  in  regard  to  the  Commercial 
Treaty ;  and  I  do  not  think  it  would  be 
advisable  that  I  should  to-day  give  an- 
other version  merely  because  the  hon. 
Member  for  Birkenhead  (Mr.  Mac  Iver) 
is  dissatisfied  with  the  words  which  I 
used  yesterday.  If  the  hon.  Member 
will  kindly  refer  to  these  words  he  will 
see  that  they  fully  cover  the  ground  of 
his  Question. 

THE  SUEZ  CANAL  COMMISSION. 

Mb.  PULESTON  asked  the  Under 
Fecretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  he  can  conveniently  give  the 
House  any  information  as  to  the  pro- 
gress of  the  Suez  Oanal  Convention; 
and,  whether  it  is  true  that  it  has  been 
decided  to  allow  each  Power  to  have  two 
ships  of  war  to  be  stationed  perma- 
nently at  each  end  of  the  Canal  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEIOE: 
Pending  the  deliberations  of  the  Con- 
ference at  Paris,  it  would  not  be  con- 
venient or  customary  to  make  any  state- 
ment with  regard  to  these  proceedings. 

CURRENCY  —  GOLD    AND    SILVER 
COINAGE-THE  CONFERENCE. 

Mb.  PULESTON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  approaching  Conference  of  the 
Cotin  Union,  and  to  the  fact  that  Mr. 
Secretary  Bayard  has  instructed  the 
United  States  Bepresentatives  at  the 
European  Courts  to  state  that — 


"The  United  States  Government  are  wiUing: 
to  agree  upon  a  common  rate  of  value  of  gold 
and  silver  for  coinage  purposes  whenever  the 
European  Governments  are  prepared  to  unite, 
with  a  view  of  securing  an  unlimited  coinage, 
and  making  both  metab  a  legal  tender  upon  a 
ratio  to  be  agreed  upon  Interaationally  ; 

and,  whether  such  a  representation  has 
been  made  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  can  state 
what  action  is  to  be  taken  in  the 
matter  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
I  am  not  aware  that  any  representation 
has  reached  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
Any  decision  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment with  regard  to  currency  questions 
rests  with  the  Treasury,  and  not  with 
the  Foreign  Office. 

POOK  LAW  GUARDLLN8   (IRELAND) 

BILL. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre* 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  he  can  state  what  is  the  present  posi- 
tion of  the  Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ire- 
land) Bill  in  another  place  ? 

Me.  CAMPBELL .  BANNERMAN  : 
I  have  no  information  on  this  subject 
which  is  not  accessible  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member ;  but  I  believe  the  Bill 
in  question  is  under  the  consideration  of 
a  Select  Committee. 

EGYPT— THE  SOITDAN— POLICY  OP 
THE  GOVERNMENT. 

Mb.  guy  DAWNAY  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  acting  on 
the  advice  of  Lord  Wolseley,  have 
reconsidered  their  determination  to 
evacuate  the  Soudan,  and  intend  to 
revert  to  their  former  policy  of  smashing 
the  Mahdi  ? 

Me.  GLADSTONE:  My  answer  to 
that  Question  would  be  simply  to  this 
effect — that  instructions  have  oeen  given 
to  Lord  Wolseley,  in  conformity  with 
the  declaration  made  in  this  House  on 
the  22nd  of  April,  in  laying  the  Vote  of 
Credit  on  the  Table,  and  that  we  are  in 
communication  with  Lord  Wolseley  and 
Sir  Evelyn  Baring  as  to  the  measures 
requisite  for  carrying  into  effect  those 
instructions. 

EGYPT  (EVENTS  IN   THE  SOUDAN)— 
THE  LATE  MR.  F.  POWER. 
Me.  WILIJAM  REDMOND  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther it  is  the  intention  of  Her  Ma- 


1647 


Central  Asia — 


{ COMMONS  I      Russia  and  Afghanistan.       1648 


jesty's  Qovemment  to  make  any  recog- 
nition (as  in  the  case  of  General  Gor- 
don's family)  to  the  family  of  the  late 
Mr.  Frank  Power,  who  performed  im- 
portant duties  to  the  British  Govern- 
ment at  Khartoum,  and  who  sub- 
sequently lost  his  life  in  attempting  to 
leave  that  city  at  the  request  of  General 
Gordon,  and  in  company  with  Colonel 
Stewart  ? 

LoED  EDMOND  FITZMAUEIOE: 
If  the  hon.  Member  will  kindly  allow 
me,  I  will  answer  this  Question.  The 
matter  is  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Government,  and  I  have  already  been  in 
communication  witl^  some  hon.  Members 
of  the  House  on  the  subject.  I  shall  be 
very  glad  also  to  communicate  with  the 
hon.  Member. 

BRITISH    EMPIRE— THE    NATIVE 
PRINCES  OF  INDIA. 

Mb.  PXJLESTON  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  Her 
Majesty's  Gt)vernment  propose  to  g^ve 
official  recognition,  as  in  the  case  of  the 
Australian  Colonies,  to  the  conspicuous 
loyalty  of  the  Native  Princes  and  Chiefs 
in  India  who  have  offered  men  and 
money  to  the  Indian  Government  for  the 
protection  of  the  Country  against  Foreign 
aggression  ? 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  I  have  made  in- 
quiries of  my  noble  Friend  the  Secretary 
of  State,  and  I  understand  that  he  has, 
by  command  of  the  Queen,  desired  the 
"Viceroy  to  convey  to  the  Native  Princes 
and  Chiefs  of  India  Her  Majesty's  warm 
impression  of  their  friendly  and  loyal 
conduct. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— RUSSIA  AND  AF- 
GHANISTAN—THE    AFGHAN    BOUN- 
DARY COMMISSION— RECALL  OP 

SIR  PETER  LUMSDEN. 
SiE  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
it  is  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  recall  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  to 
London  during  the  proposed  arbitration 
and  the  discussion  of  the  Afghan  fron- 
tier ;  and,  whether,  if  so,  he  will  be  com- 
missioned later  to  complete  the  work  of 
delimitation  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  In  consequence 
of  the  decision  that  communications  in 
reference  to  the  main  points  of  the 
Afghan  Frontier  should  be  carried  on  in 
London,  there  is  a  change  in  what  will  { 
be  required  in  the  qualifications   and 
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character  of  the  officer  whose 
will  be  required  on  the  spot.  Com- 
munications with  Sir  Peter  liumsden 
have  taken  place ;  and,  I  believe,  in  ooo- 
formity  with  his  own  views,  he  has  been 
informed  that  it  is  desirable  that  both  he 
and  Colonel  Stewart  should  come  home 
to  London  forthwith. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH : 
In  the  course  of  the  statements  made 
yesterday,  in  this  House  and  in  the 
other,  with  respect  to  the  negotiations 
with  Bussia,  the  right  hon.  Gentlemsa 
and  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreigm 
Affairs  stated  that  it  was  the  intentioa 
of  the  Government  to  lay  certain  Papers 
on  this  subject  without  delay  on  the 
Table  of  the  House. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  did  not  say 
**  without  delay." 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH :  I 
think  those  words  were  nsed ;  at  sH 
events,  they  appear  in  the  newspapers 
this  morning. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  They  were  not 
used  by  me. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH :  I 
understood  the  statement,  whateTsr  it 
was,  not  to  refer  to  the  whole  of  the 
Correspondence— of  course  that  wonU 
be  very  voluminous — ^but  to  Papers  con- 
nected with  the  immediate  subject  of  ths 
statement  made  by  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
tleman.  It  would  be  extremely  con- 
venient if  the  House  were  put  in  pos- 
session of  these  particular  Papers  bdors 
resuming  the  debate,  and  I  wonld  ask 
whether  they  can  be  in  our  hands  befora 
Thursday  ;  and,  if  not,  whether  the  de- 
bate might  not  be  postponed  for  a  few 
days  to  enable  the  House  to  obtain 
them? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Unless  my  me- 
mory grossly  deceive  me,  I  never  mads 
an  engagement  to  lay  the  Papers  on  the 
Table  without  delay.  I  think  X  may 
have  said  that  there  would  be  no  un- 
necessary delay,  and,  further,  that  I  was 
in  hopes  that  no  very  long  time  would 
elapse  before  they  were  in  the  hands  of 
Members.  I  had  no  idea  of  separating 
one  part  of  the  Papers  from  the  other, 
nor,  so  far  as  I  could  see,  would  it  be 
possible  to  give  an  adequate  impression 
of  this  important  matter  without  pro- 
ducing the  whole  Papers.  We  oertaxniy 
are  not  able,  depending  as  we  are  upon 
communications  and  transactions  with 
foreign  Governments,  to  give  the  Hoil«« 
adequate  information  upon  the  subject 
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until  we  have  arrived  substantially  at  a 
certain  stage  of  the  proceedings.  We 
are  not  in  a  position  to  promise  the 
Papers  by  any  particular  date.  It  would 
be  deceiving  the  House  were  I  to  pretend 
that  we  could  do  so.  With  respect  to 
the  debate  on  Thursday,  and  its  post- 
ponement, now  that  the  Vote  of  Credit 
has  been  reported  there  is  no  matter  of 
public  importance  that  would  issue  on 
that ;  and  we  are  quite  willing  to  be  go- 
verned by  the  convenience  of  the  House 
at  large  and  pay  attention  to  what  may 
be  desired  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
as  to  the  date  of  resuming  the  debate. 

Mb.  ONSLOW :  May  I  ask  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  if  we  are  to  understand 
that  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  himself  desired 
to  be  recalled,  or  that  the  initiative  step 
recalling  him  was  taken  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government?  May  I  also  ask, 
if  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  and  the  gallant 
Officer  next  to  him  are  to  be  recalled, 
whether  the  troops  with  them  are  also 
to  go  back  to  India,  and  by  what  route  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  need  not  tell 
the  hon.  Gentleman  that  these  proceed- 
ings are  not  matters  immediately  under 
my  notice,  and  that  I  have  no  record  in 
my  own  possession  of  the  order  of  de- 
tails. I  believe  what  I  said  was  in 
strict  conformity  with  the  facts ;  but  as 
to  the  order  of  priority  of  the  arrival  of 
Sir  Peter  Lumsden's  communication  and 
the  decision  here,  while  my  impression 
certainly  is  that  the  communication  was 
received  from  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  to  the 
effect  I  have  described  before  the  deci- 
sion here,  yet  I  will  not  bind  myself  on 
that  subject,  as  I  had  no  Notice  that 
this  Question  was  to  be  put.  If  the 
hon.  Member  will  put  the  Question  on 
the  Paper  I  will  be  glad  to  give  an 
answer. 

Mr.  ONSLOW :  With  regard  to  the 
troops  who  are  with  the  Mission  as 
well? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  will  find  that 
out;  but  it  is  a  matter  more  for  the 
Under  Secretary  for  India. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE: 
Yesterday  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
gave  us  to  understand  that  there  was  an 
Agreement  under  process  of  arrange- 
ment between  this  country  and  Russia, 
and  part  of  it  was  the  transfer  of  the 
discussion  of  the  Frontier  from  Afghan- 
istan to  London.  That  was  a  portion  of 
the  Agreement  which  we  understood 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  in 


process  of  negotiation,  but  which  has 
not  yet  been  completely  settled.  I  wish 
to  know  whether  this  part  of  the  Agree- 
ment— the  settlement  of  the  delimitation 
of  the  Frontier — is  now  considered  to 
be  settled,  or  whether  it  awaits  the  final 
settlement  which  will  take  place  on  the 
whole  Agreement ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
Sir  Peter  Lumsden  is  to  be  recalled  be- 
fore the  whole  of  the  matter  is  com- 
pleted ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  I  never  intended 
to  convey  that  the  arrangement  to  carry 
on  the  communication  in  London  was  a 
formal  document.  It  is  part  of  the 
communication  between  the  two  Go- 
vernments, and  it  is  agreeable  to  the 
views  of  the  two  Governments.  Of 
course,  if  it  be  desired,  we  can  ascertain 
the  dates  of  any  formal  proceeding  in 
relation  to  that  matter ;  but  it  is  not  in- 
cluded in  any  document,  and  conse- 
quently I  do  not  think  the  Question  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  requires  any 
specific  answer. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
I  should  like  to  ask,  in  the  first  place, 
with  regard  to  the  Papers,  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  aware  that  the 
last  official  document  produced  to  this 
House  is  dated  in  July  last,  a  telegram 
from  Sir  Edward  Thornton  announcing 
the  occupation  of  Merv;  whether,  withre- 
gard  to  Papers  which  relate  to  events 
that  are  past  and  over,  such  as  Papers 
relating  to  the  original  despatch  of  the 
Mission  and  the  Papers  relating  to  the 
demand  addressed  by  the  English  Go- 
vernment to  the  Russian  Government  in 
November  last,  that  the  Russian  troops 
should  retire — whether  those  Papers 
cannot  be  without  loss  of  time  laid  be- 
fore Parliament  ?  In  the  second  place, 
I  should  like  to  be  allowed  to  ask  whe- 
ther,if  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  and  his  Staff  and 
escort  are  to  be  recalled,  the  Government 
will  have  any  sources  of  knowledge 
whatever  as  to  the  movements  of  Rus- 
sian troops  on  the  Afghan  Frontier; 
and,  thirdly,  whether  it  is  not  the  case 
that  in  the  delimitation  of  the  Afghan 
Frontier  the  Ameer  was  directly  repre- 
sented on  the  Staff  of  Sir  Peter  Lums- 
den,  and  whether  the  Ameer  will  be 
directly  represented  if  the  delimitation 
is  settled  in  London  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  With  regard  to 
the  third  Question,  I  am  afraid  I  cannot 
answer  it  with  the  requisite  accuracy 
unless  I  have  an  opportunity  of  making 
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inquiries ;  but  there  is  no  doubt  we  did 
think,   at  the  early  stage  of  the  pro- 
ceedings, that  it  was  material  that  those 
connected  with  Afghanistan  should  have 
an  opportunity  on  the  spot  of  urging 
what  they  thought  fit  in  regard  to  the 
Frontier;  but  the  state  of   affairs  has 
greatly  changed  in  that  respect,   and 
since  the  interviews  between  the  Ameer 
And  Lord  Dufferin  the  matter  has  as- 
sumed a  different  aspect.    With  regard 
to  the  noble  Lord's  second  Question  as 
to  the  withdrawal  from  the  country  of 
those  persons  connected  with  the  Fron- 
tier Commission,  the  order  sent  has  been 
strictly,  I  think,  in  the  terms  in  which  I 
stated  it — namely,  that  it  was  desirable 
that  Sir  Peter    Lumsden  himself  and 
Colonel  Stewart  should  come  home  at 
once.    I  did  not  say  that  that  order  re- 
quires the  withdrawal  of  all   persons 
connected  with  it.     With  respect  to  the 
Papers,  it  is  not  for  me  to  say,  but  for 
my  noble  Friend,  whether  it  is  possible 
to  make  any  division  of  those  Papers ; 
but  I  must  confidently  state  this  opinion, 
that  it  is  not  possible  to  give  to  the 
House  Papers  out    of   which  it  could 
form  an  effective  judgment  unless  these 
were  brought  down  not  only  to  the  point 
at  which  we  now  stand,  but  to  a  further 
point  which,  I  believe,  will  be  rapidly 
reached,   and  which  I  trust  and  hope 
will  enable  us  to  place  Papers  on  the 
Table  within  a  short  period,  and  give 
the  House  the  opportunity   of  taking 
its  own  course. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNEES:  It  was 
stated  the  other  day  that  Mr.  Stephen 
was  on  his  way  to  England,  and  I  un- 
derstand that  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  and 
Colonel  Stewart  are  also  recalled.  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man whether  the  negotiations  that  are 
to  be  carried  on  in  London  for  the  de- 
limitation of  the  Afghan  Frontier  will 
be  postponed  until  these  gentlemen  have 
arrived  in  England,  and  are  able  to  take 
part  in  advising  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment on  this  important  subject  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  say  that  we  are  not  sufficiently 
in  possession  at  the  present  time  of  the 
advice  of  Sir  Peter  Lamsden,  which  is 
of  the  greatest  importance  in  conse- 
quence of  his  accurate  knowledge  of 
that  country.  We  are  in  possession  of 
that  advice  as  far  as  regards  the  work 
that  has  to  be  done  in  London.  When 
I  formerly  spoke  in  the  House,  I  stated 
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that  it  was  estimated  that  Mr.  8teph«& 
would  require  three  weeks  to  reach  Lqb- 
don ;  but  I  find  from  recent  inf ormalkm 
that  the  time  will  be  shorter,  and  oar 
anticipation  is  that  he  may  reach  Londaa 
on  Monday  next. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS : 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  excuse 
asking  a  further  Question.  Haviag 
understood  from  him  that  Mr.  Stepbem 
was  in  possession  of  very  important  in- 
formation and  a  useful  map,  I  shosM 
wish  to  ask  whether  those  negotiatknis 
will  be  postponed  until  Mr.  Stephen 
arrives  with  that  information  and  tiiat 
very  useful  map  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  The  communkft- 
tions  that  we  have  about  Mr.  Staphn 
are  very  brief  indeed.  They  are  tek^ 
graphic  communications,  in  one  woid 
My  own  impression  certainly  is  that  Mr. 
Stephen  is  the  bearer  of  important  is- 
formation ;  but  that  that  informatiaa 
relates  especially  to  all  the  facts  aa^ 
minute  details  connected  with  the  as- 
gagement  at  Ak  Tepe.  I  have  no  rea- 
son to  suppose  that  it  has  heen  part  d 
Sir  Peter  Lumsden's  object  to  send  to 
us  any  particular  information  as  to  tkt 
points  of  the  Frontier. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN :  I  wish  to  ask  fU 
Prime  Minister  whether  General  Kona- 
roff  is  to  be  recalled  as  w^  as  Sr 
Peter  Lumsden  from  the  Afghan  Froa- 
tier ;  and,  if  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  is  rt- 
called,  by  whom  is  the  delimitation  to  bt 
traced  out  on  the  Frontier,  whick,  I 
think  I  am  right  in  saying,  the  xifkt 
hon.  Gentleman  informed  ns  last  nigkt 
was  an  essential  part  of  all  these 
actions  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  There  is  no 
lation  whatever  between  the  case  of 
Peter  Lumsden  and  that  of 
Komaroff.  General  Eomaroff  is  the  Oam^ 
mander  of  the  Bussian  Forces.  Sir  PcCar 
Lumsden  has  been  engaged  in  the  dis- 
charge of  a  civil  office,  for  which  he  kai 
the  qualifications  of  great  knowledfit 
and  experience.  It  would  be  an 
mistake  to  say  that  Sir  Peter 
has  been  recalled,  because  the 
veyed  by  that  word  would  not  be  bon* 
out  by  Uie  facts.  The  desire  that  yov 
Eepresentative  should  repair  to  tk» 
Metropolis  in  given  ciroumstanees  nesA 
not  in  any  way  bear  the  sense  <tf  vhit 
is  commonly  understood  by  a  recalL  A« 
to  the  latter  part  of  the  Qaeslioa,  can 
will  be  taken  to  appoint  fit 
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delimit  the  Frontier.  There  will  be  no 
difficulty  whatever  in  appointing  fit  per- 
Bons.  Of  course,  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  has 
had  other  agents  under  him  who  are 
quite  capable  of  discharging  that  im- 
portant out,  as  I  hope,  not  very  diffi- 
cult duty. 

Mr.  ONSLOW :  I  should  Hke  to  ask 
whether,  considering  that  all  the  ar- 
rangements for  Sir  Peter  Lumsden's  Mis- 
aion  were  made  in  this  country,  the  Go- 
Ternment  will  seriously  consider  the  pi-o- 

Eriety  of  repayinpr  to  India  the  very 
eavy  cost  of  this  Expedition  ? 
Mb.  GLADSTONE :  That  is  hardly 
in  the  nature  of  a  Question,  and  as  to 
the  preamble  I  am  not  prepared  to  an- 
swer it.  The  hon.  Gentleman  founds 
himself  upon  a  statement  that  the  body 
of  certain  arrangements  have  all  been 
made  in  this  country.  I  am  not  at  all 
prepared  to  admit  that  that  is  the  case, 
and  I  cannot  consent  to  raise  a  subject 
of  this  kind  in  answer  to  a  Question. 

EGYPT -SUPPRESSION  OF  THE 
"BOSPHORE  EOYPTIEN." 

Mb.  ASHMEAD  -  BAETLETT  :  I 
wish  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  the  Under 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether 
he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House 
the  words  of  the  expression  of  regret 
with  which  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  ass6ciated  themselves  with  the  Go- 
vernment of  Egypt  to  the  French  Be- 
public ;  and  whether,  for  the  purpose  of 
comparative  philology,  he  wiU  print 
in  the  same  Paper  the  apology  of  the 
Prime  Minister  to  Austria  and  of  Earl 
Granville  to  Gei*many  ? 

Mb. SPEAKER:  The  hon. Member's 
Question  does  not  come  within  the  or- 
dinary limits  of  Questions  f 

EGYPT  (THE  MILITARY  EXPEDITION) 

—THE  NILE  FORCE— CONDITION 

OF  THE  TROOPS. 

CoLOKBL  NOLAN  asked,  Whether  the 
attention  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  had  been  called  to  a  statement 
which  had  appeared  in  The  Standard 
with  regard  to  the  condition  of  the 
troops  at  Debbeh  ? 

The  Mabqubss  of  HAETINGTON  : 
I  have  seen  the  statement  referred  to  as 
to  the  troops  at  Kurot  near  Debbeh. 
The  statement  must  have  been  written 
from  two  or  three  weeks  ago,  and  I  trust 
the  inconvenience  then  described  has 
since  been  abated.   On  the  24th  of  April 


Lord  Wolseley  reported  that  nearly  all 
the  troops  were  in  huts,  and  on  the  1st 
of  May  Sir  Bedvers  Buller  telegraphed 
that  the  whole  were  under  cover,  mean- 
ing»  I  suppose,  something  better  than 
tents.  I  do  not  understand  the  reference 
to  unlined  Bell  tents.  Indian  tentage 
for  13,000  men  is  up  the  Nile,  so  that 
there  should  be  a  good  reserve  in  hand. 

Lord  EUSTACE  CECIL  asked  what 
was  the  percentage  of  sick  ?  He  imder- 
stood  that  it  amounted  to  10  per  cent  of 
the  troops. 

The  Makquess  of  HAETINGTON 
said,  that  it  was  impossible  for  him  to 
calculate  exactly  what  the  percentage  of 
sick  was.  It  was  probably  higher  than 
four;  but  he  had  no  reason  to  think 
that  it  was  as  high  as  had  been  sug- 
gested. 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS  OF  THE 

HOaSE. 

Sir  STAFFOED  NOETHCOTE 
asked,  in  the  event  of  the  debate  arising 
out  of  the  Vote  of  Credit  being  post- 
poned to  Monday,  What  Business  would 
be  taken  on  Thursday  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  if  to-day 
and  Wednesday  the  House  was  able 
substantially  to  dispose  of  the  Eegistra- 
tion  Bills  he  should  propose  to  proceed 
with  the  Seats  Bill  on  Friday.  On 
Thursday  the  adjourned  debate  on  the 
sum,  not  the  Vote  of  Credit,  would  be 
taken ;  but  if  that  were  postponed  until 
Monday  the  Army  Estimates  would  be 
taken  on  Thursday.  In  the  other  case, 
the  Army  Estimates  would  be  taken  on 
Monday  as  the  first  Order. 

ORDER   OF  THE  DAY. 


REGISTRATION  (OCCUPATION  VOTERS) 
[rC'Committed)  BILL. — [Bill  140.] 

(Mr*  Attorney  General^  Sir  Charles  W,  Dilke, 
Mr.  Hibberty  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler.) 

COMMITTEE.      [fIKST  NIGHT.] 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**Tbat  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

Sib  MASSEY  LOPES,  in  rising  to 

move — 

"  That  this  House,  vhile  desirous  of  facili« 
tating  in  every  way  the  Registration  of  Voters, 
is  of  opinion  that,  inasmuch  as  the  preparation 
of  the  Register  for  Parliamentary  Elections  is 
a  matter  of  National  rather  than  local  concern, 

IFirst  Night.'] 
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the  expenses  connected  therewith  should  not  be 
imposed  on  ratepayers  in  counties  and  boroughs, 
and  levied  in  respect  of  the  occupation  of  a 
single  description  of  property/* 

said,  he  had  placed  this  Notice  on  the 
Paper,  as  he  thought  the  subject  was 
very  important  and  would  probably  give 
rise  to  serious  discussion.  He  had  pur- 
posely given  the  Government  some  days 
to  consider  their  response ;  but  the 
response  of  the  Attorney  General  the 
other  day  was  eminently  unsatisfactory. 
It  amounted  to  this — that  because  some 
injustice  was  perpetrated  on  the  bo- 
roughs in  1867  a  much  larger  injustice 
should  be  imposed  on  the  counties  in 
1885.  This  did  not  appear  to  him  to  be 
either  legal  or  equitable.  It  was  virtu- 
ally saying  that,  in  the  view  of  the  Go- 
vernment, injustice,  frequently  repeated, 
became  justice,  and  that  a  wrongful  act, 
if  it  was  only  repeated,  established  a 
right  to  do  wrong.  He  did  not  think 
he  could  admit  that  principle.  Circum- 
stances had  very  much  altered  since 
1867.  In  that  year  the  local  rates  for 
England  and  Wales  only  amounted  to 
£16,000,000,  whereas  in  1884  they 
amounted  to  £30,000,000.  This  was 
an  increase  of  87  per  cent.  The  rates 
for  the  United  Elingdom  amounted  in 
1867  to  £20,000,000,  and  in  1884  to 
£35,000,000.  This  was  an  increase 
again  of  74  per  cent.  The  debt  was  now 
becoming  almost  as  formidable  as  the 
National  Debt.  In  1872  it  amounted 
to  £74,000,000,  and  now  it  was 
£170,000,000— an  increase  of  150  per 
cent.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
the  other  day  made  an  appeal  to  the 
House,  and  referred  to  the  great  diffi- 
culty he  had  in  providing  for  increased 
National  Expenditure.  He  would  like 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whe- 
ther ratepayers  were  not  also  taxpayers, 
whether  they  did  not  pay  their  fair 
quota  to  Imperial  taxation,  and  whether 
local  burdens  were  not  something  beyond 
and  beside  what  they  had  to  pay  for  Im- 
perial taxation  ?  He  would  also  like  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  what  the  justifi- 
cation was  for  imposing  further  burdens 
upon  real  property  ?  There  never  was  a 
time  when  there  was  so  much  difficulty 
for  all  who  were  connected  with  the 
land  in  paying  ordinary  rates  and  taxes. 
There  were  thousands  of  acres  in  this 
country  at  present  uncultivated,  and  not 
likely  to  be  cultivated  again.  There 
were  thousands  of  acres  to  be  had  with- 
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out  the  payment  of  any  rent,  but  euDpIj 
by  the  payment  of  rates  and 
Idberal  Governments  had  always 
in  the  habit  of  relieving  Imperial 
tion  by  imposing  additional  \oal 
charges  for  national  objects.  The  €1iaa- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  imj 
an  Income  Tax  of  8<^.,  and  he 
be  aware  that  an  %d.  Income  Tkx 
on  real  property  meant  a  1«.  IneoiM 
Tax.  The  First  Minister  of  the  Cron 
told  the  House  in  1853  that  a  7^ 
Income  Tax  was  a  9d,  Income  Tax 
to  the  owners  of  real  property.  TVt 
owners  of  real  property — that  waa»  of 
houses  and  lands — paid  at  least  25  p« 
cent  more  than  the  owners  of  any  otker 
description  of  property,  whether  per> 
sonal,  or  trade,  or  professionaL  Tiui 
was  a  matter  which  ought  to  be  taka 
into  consideration.  The  owners  of  ret! 
property  paid  upon  their  gross  reati 
and  not  upon  their  net  receipts.  H* 
had  no  hesitation  in  saying  t^at  tiun 
was  no  owner  of  real  property— certsislj 
no  owner  of  land — who  ever  received  7i 
per  cent  net ;  and  sometimes  it  was  in 
less  than  that.  The  First  Minister  of 
the  Grown  stated  the  other  day  thai 
it  was  not  the  duty  of  the  Govemmeat  ii 
considering  a  Kegistration  Bill,  to  takt 
into  account  the  incidence  of  the  par- 
ticular charges  which  such  a  measart 
involved,  and  he  declined  all  respoofi- 
bility.  That  was  an  extraordinary  doe- 
trine.  It  amounted  to  this — that  the 
Government  was  to  submit  measures  of 
reform,  and,  at  the  same  time,  to  igaon 
the  Ways  and  Means  by  which  thost 
measures  were  to  be  carried  oat.  it 
was  quite  true  that  most  of  the  social 
and  moral  reforms  of  the  19th  oentaiT 
had  been  handed  over  to  the  local  ratsf ; 
and  the  Prime  Minister  did  not  think  is 
necessary  to  provide  for  those  thioft 
from  Imperial  taxation,  but  thought  th^ 
should  be  charged  on  real  property.  Th« 
right  hon.  Gentleman  also  said,  the  other 
day,  that  the  Consolidated  Fond  w 
supported,  in  a  great  measnre,  by  the 
labour  of  the  country.  He  maintaiacd 
that  that  was  a  fallacy  and  a  ddnskn. 
It  might  be  a  very  specions  and  planidbk 
argument;  but  it  had  no  foandatiaa. 
Was  it  not  a  fact  that  the  laboarw— 
namely,  the  poor  man — ^necessarily  paid 
no  indirect  taxes  at  all  ?  If  he  ckoM 
not  to  drink  beer  or  smoke  tobaccu^ 
there  was  scarcely  any  tax  that  tli«  pwr 
man  paid.    He  might  evade  and 
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almost  all  such  taxes,  but  if  lie  lived  in 
a  bouse  or  a  hovel  he  could  not  escape 
local  rates.  That  might  not  be  right ;  but 
it  was  a  fact  that  he  could  do  it ;  and  it 
*was  a  great  injustice  that  he  should  be 
called  upon  to  maintain  pauperism,  to 
pay  for  roads  he  scarcely  ever  used  ex- 
cept to  walk  upon,  and  to  make  provision 
for  police,  and  so  on.  As  to  the  Amend- 
ment, he  would  ask  the  House  to  con- 
sider whether  the  exercise  of  the  fran- 
chise was  a  national  or  a  local  responsi- 
bility ?  If,  as  he  contended,  it  was  a 
matter  of  universal  and  national  benefit, 
surely  it  was  not  just  that  the  owners  of 
real  property  should  be  called  upon  to 
pay  the  expenditure  consequent  upon 
It.  The  expense  was  a  legitimate 
charge  upon  Imperial  funds.  With  re- 
gard to  the  cost  of  Parliamentary  re- 
fristration,  he  found  that  the  charge  in 
England  and  Wales  was  iirst  imposed 
upon  the  rates  in  1843.  That  was  pre- 
vious to  the  abolition  of  the  Com  Laws, 
and  land  then  enjoyed  exceptional  privi- 
leges. In  1845  the  expenses  amounted 
to  only  £20,000.  In  1868  it  rose  to 
£39,000,  and  the  effect  of  the  new  re- 
gistration under  the  Franchise  Act  of 
1869  brought  it  up  to  £71,000  in  that 
year,  an  increase  of  82  per  cent.  This 
was  a  very  good  criterion  of  what  would 
probably  be  the  increased  expenses 
under  the  Bill  now  before  the  House. 
At  present  the  cost  of  the  registration 
of  voters  was  £102,000,  besides  a  charge 
on  the  county  rate  of  £  1 3, 000.  It  would 
be  difficult  to  estimate  what  the  cost 
would  be  under  the  present  Bill.  It 
must  certainly  be  far  greater  than  it 
was  in  1869.  He  had  no  hesitation  in 
saying  that,  what  with  the  expense  of 
the  Clerks  of  the  Peace  and  other 
charges,  the  cost  on  the  English  rates 
alone  would  be  nearly  £100,000,  and  in 
Scotland  and  Ireland  a  corresponding 
amount.  The  registration  in  boroughs 
was  comparatively  an  insignificant  mat- 
ter, and  simply  involved  journeys  from 
house  to  house,  as  the  population  was 
concentrated  within  a  small  area.  But 
it  was  a  much  more  difficult  task  in  the 
country,  where  long  distances  had  to  be 
travelled,  and  frequently  on  horseback. 
Nearly  every  Session  of  Parliament 
brought  additional  duties  to  the  officers, 
and  especially  to  Gierke  of  the  Peace 
eng^ed  in  registration.  He  had  been 
informed  by  a  Clerk  of  the  Peace  in 
Devonshire  that  with  his  present  staff  it 


would  take  about  three  months  of  hard 
work,  up  to  10  or  11  at  night,  to  com- 
plete the  Begister.  There  were  now 
29,000  on  the  Eegister,  and  his  friend 
calculated  that  the  number  would  be 
from  75,000  to  80,000  under  the  new 
Act.  The  work  could  not  be  done  with- 
out extra  assistance  of  a  good  and  re- 
liable character.  He  had  no  doubt  that 
in  many  other  counties  the  increase 
would  be  just  as  considerable.  They 
had  been  told  that  the  addition  to  our 
local  charges  would  be  infinitesimal ;  but 
it  was  not  so  much  a  question  of  amount 
as  of  principle.  It  should  be  borne  in 
mind  how  the  rates  had  increased. 
There  was,  for  example,  the  education 
rate,  which  they  were  faithfully  pro- 
niised  should  never  exceed  Sd.  in  the 
pound.  He  believed  that  the  average 
in  England  and  Wales  was  Is.  in  the 
pound,  with  a  prospect  of  becoming 
greater  and  greater.  That  was  why 
they  opposed  any  addition  to  the  rate, 
because  they  had  had  many  promises, 
none  of  which  had  been  fulfilled.  He 
would  recapitulate  some  of  the  promises 
which  had  been  held  out  to  them  during 
the  present  Parliament.  In  1881  the 
Government  said — **We  are  about  to 
consult  Parliament  on  the  whole  subject 
of  the  incidence  of  local  taxation  in  a 
comprehensive  manner."  In  the  Boyal 
Speech  of  1882  they  were  told  that  Par- 
liament would  be  invited  to  consider  the 
proper  extent  and  most  equitable  form 
of  contribution  from  Imperial  taxes  in 
relief  of  local  charges.  In  1882  the 
Government  again  pledged  themselves 
in  the  most  solemn  manner,  upon  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Somerset  (Mr.  E.  H.  Paget),  to  deal 
with  the  whole  question.  On  that  occa- 
sion they  only  saved  themselves  on  a 
division  by  five  votes.  In  1883  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Leicestershire  urged 
that  no  further  delay  should  take  place, 
and  then  the  Government  only  had  a 
majority  of  12.  The  House  would  not 
forget  that  31  Liberal  Members,  on  the 
following  morning,  signed  a  Memorial 
to  the  Government  to  do  precisely  what 
they  had  voted  against  being  done  on 
the  night  before.  Two  of  those  Gentle- 
men were  the  present  Under  Secretary 
for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler),  and  the  Secretary  to  the  Local 
Government  Board  (Mr.  George  Eussell). 
On  that  occasion  the  hon.  Member  for 
South   Northumberland    (Air.    Albert 
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Grey)  moved  an  Amendment  that  relief 
should  be  given  by  the  transfer  to  the 
Local  Authorities  of  revenue  proceeding 
from  particular  taxes.  They  all  agreed 
in  that.  It  was  an  excellent  way  of 
giving  relief;  but  when  were  they  going 
to  get  it  ?  Nothing  more  had  been  done 
by  the  Government,  who  had  merely 
trifled  with  the  House.  The  hon.  Member 
for  South  Northumberland  said,  on  that 
occasion,  that  if  the  Government  should 
not  have  solved  the  question  before  the 
termination  of  the  present  Parliament, 
Liberal  candidates  would  not  meet  with 
a  very  cordial  reception  from  their  con- 
stituents at  the  next  General  Election. 
On  a  subsequent  occasion  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Leicestershire  (Mr.  Pell) 
moved  a  Hesolution  deprecating  further 
delay,  and  obtained  a  majority.  But, 
notwithstanding  their  defeat,  the  Govern- 
ment had  ever  since  ignored  and  disre- 
garded the  whole  question.  It  was 
trifling  with  the  House  of  Commons  to 
treat  it  as  the  Government  had  been 
doing,  shunting  the  matter  from  one  Ses- 
sion to  another.  They  had  given  the  most 
solemn  promises  and  the  most  sacred 
pledges  that  the  question  would  be  taken 
in  hand  by  them ;  but  the  ratepayers, 
instead  of  getting  any  alleviation  of 
their  burdens,  had  had  fresh  burdens 
imposed  upon  them.  They  were  to  have 
an  increase  in  the  Death  Duties,  which 
was  the  only  indulgence  they  had  had. 
In  bringing  this  question  forward,  he 
wished  to  include  Scotland  and  Ireland 
as  well  as  England.  The  question  was 
one  which  affected  not  land  only,  but 
house  property  also ;  indeed,  the  latter 
more  than  the  former,  inasmuch  as 
houses  were  rated  at  £125,000,000, 
whereas  the  assessment  on  land  was 
only  £66,000,000.  The  question  was  all 
the  more  important,  as  those  who  lived 
on  the  land  were  never  in  a  more  de- 
pressed condition  than  at  the  present 
time.  He  felt  it  to  be  his  duty,  as 
strenuously  as  he  possibly  could,  to  urge 
that  demand,  and  protest  in  the  strongest 
manner  against  any  addition  to  the  local 
rates.  He  should  most  unhesitatingly 
take  the  sense  of  the  House  upon  this 
subject,  because  he  thought  it  was  only 
right  l^at  ratepayers  in  counties  and 
boroughs  should  know  who  were  in 
favour  not  only  of  perpetuating,  but 
of  aggravating,  a  grievance  which  the 
House  of  Commons  and  the  country  had 
admitted  to  be  unjustifiable,  unreason- 
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able,  anomalous,  and  indefensible.  Tkm 
hon.  Member  concluded  by  moving  ih» 
Resolution  of  which  he  had  given  Notke. 
Mr.  PELL  said,  he  had  g^reat  Mea- 
sure in  seconding  the  Amendment,  and 
was  glad  that  his  hon.  Friend  (% 
Massey  Lopes)  was  going  to  take  tk* 
sense  of  the  House  upon  it.  It  had  besK 
said  that  these  charges  fell  upon  the  or- 
cupier ;  but  he  (Mr.  Pell)  was  prepared 
to  prove  that  they  could  be  shifted 
from  the  owner  to  the  occupieEr.  If 
the  owner  of  a  house,  foreseeiiig  ths 
increase  in  local  charges,  ahoold  at- 
tempt to  raise  the  rent  in  order  te 
enable  him  to  meet  that  increase,  tbs 
answer  might  be  that  the  tenant  oomkt 
not  afford  to  pay  the  increased  rent  sad 
would  leave  the  house.  When  an  owns 
of  property  contemplated  the  erectiom  of 
houses  he  was  forced  to  consider  wkM 
rates  might  be  levied  on  it ;  and 
they  were  likely  to  be  heavy  he 
built  inferior  houses  or  cbai^^  sim^ 
a  rent  as  would  cover  the  r»tes^  Tkm 
result  to  the  tenant  was  that  be  had 
either  to  pay  a  larger  rent  than  woald 
have  been  imposed  but  for  the  rates,  er 
that  he  had  to  live  in  an  inferior  koase. 
The  poor  man  was  thus  affected  bqar 
riously  by  every  charge  added  to  tkt 
rates  by  that  house.  The  Gh>veraiiMBi 
appecured  to  be  in  a  temporizing  meod. 
They  had  not  asserted  that  thecharge  m 
peculiar  to  real  property,'and  tbat,  then* 
fore,  it  ought  to  be  met  by  real  property; 
but,  frightened  by  the  action  takes  bj 
the  House  upon  the  proposal  of  titf 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Oalwaj, 
they  proposed  to  aid  the  local  rates  ia 
what  they  called  the  worst  possible  fom 
— namely,  by  a  subvention  of  2^.  a  vote. 
Upon  what  principle  were  they  actiog ! 
W  as  it  only  their  intention  to  give  a  cop 
to  Cerberus,  or  did  they  really  wish  to 
proclaim  the  opinion  that  the  local  rmt»> 
payers  were  not  fairly  treated,  and  that 
the  Exchequer  ought  to  bear  some  pot^ 
tion  of  the  charge  ?  Whioherer  migkt 
be  the  case,  they  must  take  the 
quences  of  their  act;  and  he 
they  would  be  such  as  the  OovenoMBl 
would  remember.  It  was  a  carious  thiag 
that  in  dealing  with  this  qoesticni  tW 
Legislature  anpeared  never  to  havt 
been  guided  by  any  principle.  Tk» 
6  Fict,,  one  of  the  leading  Begistratioa 
Acts,  gave  effect  to  the  notion  «>-«^«fa«g 
at  the  time  that  a  person  who  Hai«#3 
the  vote  should   pay  for  ~ 
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in  other  words,  that  the  Tote  was  not, 
as  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
might  say,  a  natural  right.  One  shilling 
-was  accordingly  paid  to  the  overseer 
l>y  the  claimant  upon  every  claim. 
Afterwards,  however,  the  Legislature 
f^t  into  the  easy  way  of  putting  every 
charge  upon  the  rates  and  relieving  the 
individual,  andthisportion  of  the  Act  was 
repealed.  The  Government  had  stated 
that  in  connection  with  the  Death  Duties 
they  intended  toimposeuponthesuccessor 
to  every  owner  of  real  property,  who 
would  necessarily  be  a  ratepayer  also, 
a  very  large  and  rather  terrible  charge. 
The  present,  therefore,  was  a  very  tit- 
ting  opportunity  for  striving  to  obtain 
justice  for  the  ratepayer  in  a  diminu- 
tion of  the  burdens  now  imposed  upon 
him.  He  regretted  that  the  question 
of  local  taxation,  as  compared  with 
Imperial  taxation,  had  not  been  settled 
calmly  and  coolly  before  then,  and  that 
it  should  be  necessary  to  raise  it 
when  time  was  so  valuable ;  but  the  sub- 
ject had  so  often  been  postponed  that 
it  would  not  be  right  to  let  the  present 
opportunity  pass  by.  If  this  question 
was  not  settled  now,  Members  below 
the  Oangway  opposite,  who  were  so 
desirous  of  posing  as  philanthropists, 
would  be  encouraged  in  their  demand 
that  expenses  of  all  kinds  should  be 
paid  out  of  the  rates.  One  of  those 
non.  Oentlemen  had,  he  believed,  a 
Bill  before  the  House  which  went  be- 
yond the  proposition  to  put  voters  on 
the  Begister  for  nothing,  while  another 
was  desirous  of  paying  the  candidate's 
expenses  entirely  out  of  the  rates.  He 
doubted,  however,  if  hon.  Oentlemen 
would  stop  even  there ;  and  he  should 
not  be  surprised  some  day  to  see  it  pro- 
posed that  the  Members  of  the  Cabinet 
should  also  be  paid  out  of  the  rates.  He 
hoped  that  those  hon.  Oentlemen  who 
by  their  speeches  in  the  House  last 
year  appeared  to  give  some  support 
to  the  views  of  his  hon.  Friend,  and 
who,  when  they  reached  the  country, 
went  still  further,  and  expressed  such 
warm  admiration  for  those  who  de- 
sired to  relieve  the  ratepayers,  would 
stand  by  the  opinions  they  then  ex- 
pressed, and  record  their  votes  with 
his  hon.  Friend;  thus  rendering  a  great 
service  to  the  ratepayers  as  well  as 
obeying  honestly  the  convictions  within 
their  breasts.  He  trusted  that  his  hon. 
Friend  would  pzeas  Us  Amendment  to 
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a  division,  and  that  those  upon  the  Be- 
gister would  notice  how  they  were  treated 
by  their  Eepresentatives. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  *•  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"this  House,  while  desirous  of  facilitating  in 
ever^  way  the  Registration  of  Voters,  is  of 
opinion  that,  inasmuch  as  the  preparation  of 
the  Register  for  Parliamentary  Elections  is  a 
matter  of  National  rather  than  local  concern, 
the  expenses  connected  therewith  should  not 
he  imposed  on  ratepayers  in  counties  and  ho- 
roughs,  and  levied  in  respect  of  the  occupation 
of  a  single  description  of  property,"  —  (Sir 
Mai89y  Lopes^) 

— ^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  said,  that  the 
hon.  Baronet  who  moved  the  Besolution 
had  raised  three  distinct  questions, 
which  were  outside  the  question  before 
the  House.  In  the  first  place,  he  raised 
the  question  of  the  general  incidence  of 
local  taxation ;  in  the  second  place,  the 
relationship  of  taxation  as  between 
capital  and  labour ;  and,  lastly,  the 
question  as  between  taxation  on  real 
and  on  personal  property.  These  ques- 
tions might  be  brought  to  bear  more  or 
less,  no  doubt,  upon  the  question  im- 
mediately before  the  House;  but  they 
did  not  touch  upon  the  Besolution  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  nor  had 
they  shown  that  that  proposition  was 
not  a  fair  and  adequate  one  to  make 
under  the  special  circumstances  of  the 
case.  He  did  not  feel  disposed  to  accept 
the  figures  which  the  hon.  Baronet  had 
given  to  the  House  as  being  strictly 
correct.  The  incidence  of  local  taxation 
between  real  and  personal  property,  he 
quite  agreed  with  the  hon.  ]Baronet,  was 
most  unjust  and  most  unfair.  There 
was  no  part  of  our  local  and  social 
administration  which  was  more  radically 
unsound  than  the  incidence  of  our  locid 
taxation.  He  did  not  mean  to  say  that 
it  did  not  press  most  unfairly  upon  oc- 
cupiers of  land ;  but  what  he  contended 
was  that  it  pressed  more  unfairly  upon 
tradesmen  in  the  towns.  So  far,  he  was 
perfectly  agreed  that  it  was  the  duty 
of  the  Oovemment  and  of  the  House  to 
take  up  this  question  at  the  earliest 
possible  time,  and  to  take  it  up  broadly 
and  boldly,  and  not  in  a  nibbling  sort 
of  way,  which  would  have  the  effect  of 
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relieying  one  class  and  not  touching  the 
larger  class  of  residents  in  the  boroughs, 
who  had  just  as  much  right  to  complcdn. 
The  hon.  Baronet  stated  that  the  local 
taxation  of  this  country  some  few  years 
ago  amounted  to  £16,000,000,  and  that 
now  it  was  about  £30,000,000.  He  did 
not  know  from  what  statistics  the  hon. 
Baronet  had  cited  ;  but  he  would  give 
the  House  statistics  from  the  latest  pub- 
lished Beturns  of  the  Local  Government 
Board.  Those  Returns  shovred  that  the 
local  taxation  of  this  country  now  stood, 
in  round  figures,  at  £28,000,000,  and 
that  10  years  ago  it  stood  at  £18,000,000, 

?lving  a  clear  increase  of  £10,000,000. 
he  years  to  which  he  had  referred  were 
1872-3  and  1882-3.  How  was  that  taxa- 
tion apportioned  ?  From  the  debate  in 
that  House  it  would  seem  that  it  was 
levied  exclusively  upon  the  occupiers  of 
land.  Of  the  taxation  of  last  year, 
£5,600,000  was  raised  by  the  Metro- 
polis; £10,500,000  in  the  municipali- 
ties, £10,000,000  in  mixed  urban  and 
rural  districts ;  and  only  £2,000,000  in 
purely  rural  districts.  Of  the  increase 
of  £10,000,000  which  had  taken  place 
in  the  last  10  years,  £6,500,000 
had  fallen  upon  the  urban  rate- 
payers ;  £  1 ,  250, 000  upon  the  Metropolis ; 
£1,250,000  upon  the  urban  and  rural 
ratepayers  ;  and  the  only  addition  to 
the  purely  rural  taxation  of  this  coun- 
try in  the  last  10  years  had  not  been 
much  more  than  £500, 000.  Under  these 
circumstances,  whatever  grievance  there 
might  be  in  the  rural  districts,  it  was  far 
stronger  in  the  municipalities  and  towns 
of  this  country.  With  reference  to  this 
special  grievance,  which  was  always 
occupying  the  attention  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite,  there  was  one  rate  which 
they  regarded  with  peculiar  disfavour — 
the  School  Board  rate.  But  what  were 
the  facts?  That  rate  last  year  pro- 
duced £1,750,000,  of  which  amount 
£700,000  was  raised  in  London, 
£550,000  in  the  municipalities,  and  the 
balance  of  the  entire  amount  was 
charged  upon  the  rural  districts.  In  deal- 
ing with  this  question  of  local  and  Impe- 
rial taxation,  and  of  the  unfair  extent  of 
local  taxation,  they  must  recollect  that 
the  large  amount  of  the  latter  was  levied 
upon  towns,  which  were  subjected  at 
the  present  time  to  Imperial  taxation, 
the  amount  of  which  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  were  entirely  and  absolutely 
ignorant.    The  average  county  rate  in 
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England  last  year  was  not  quite  S^  ia 
the  pound,  and  the  averapre  poor  rate  w 
only  2«.  in  the  pound.     He  Bhoold  Hke 
to  know  whether  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site were  familiar  in  the  rural  distzicti 
with  local  rates  of  7«.,  8f.,  and  9«.  in  the 
pound,  with  which  people  in  the  tovn 
were  familiar  ?  Where  was  there  a  larg« 
rural  district  paying  a  rate  of  7<.  6^.  ia 
the  pound?     Then  the  hon.   BaroseC 
also  raised  the  question  of  the  relati?6 
proportion  of  taxation  as  between  pro- 
perty and  labour,  and  he  told  the  Hoots 
that  no  labouring  man  in  this  oomitiy 
need  pay  any  indirect  taxation  at  alL 
Of  course,  if  they  reduced  the  labomiag 
man  to  a  mere  machine,  if  he  was  to 
have  no  enjoyment  in  his  monotonost 
life,  and  to  be  deprived  of  the  enjoyment 
which  others  so  lavishly  partook  of,  bs 
might  escape  the  great  bulk  of  taxatioa. 
But  it  was  too  late  to  say  that  a  labonriif 
man  must  not  drink  tea  or  beer,  and  mast 
not  smoke  tobacco,  and  that  he  mait 
live  upon  bread  and  water,  and  pass  tkt 
day  in  one  unvarying  round  of  toiU  aa^ 
be  content  to  live  in  that  state  of  life  ts 
which  it  had  pleased  a  wise  Liegialatnrt 
to  call  him.     Perhaps  hon.  G^ntlemsa 
were  not  aware  of  the  fact  that  one  of 
the  most  frequent  purchases  at  the  pie- 
sent  time  was  the  purchase  of  a  peaaj- 
worth  of  tea.      The  largest    bnstneii 
which  some  grocers  did  was  the  aelliaf 
of  pennyworths  of  tea  to  working  mea't 
wives ;  and  for  every  penny  a  laboaziaf: 
man's  wife  put  down  upon  the  oouater 
she  put  down  a  halfpenny  for  the  Ib- 
perial  Exchequer;  for  every  shilliags- 
worth  of  tobacco  purchased  by  a  labour- 
ing man  \^^d.  went  to  the  Gh>vemmaet. 
Of  course,  liie  labouring  man  ought  not 
to     smoke — [UtughUr] — he    was    quit* 
aware  of  that.     Then,  again,    3^  oat 
of  every  1«.  which  he  paid  for  his  b€«r 
went  to  the  Exchequer;  and  that  vai 
now  to  be  increased.     He  was  qoils 
prepared,  when  the  proper  time  eamsv 
to  prove  that  the  Imperial  taxation  of 
this  country  pressed  unfairly  upon  t2w 
industrial  population,  that  property  dii 
not  pay  its  fair  share  of  taxation,  aad 
that  the  reforms  in  our  future  fisosl 
system  would  have  to  be  conducted  oa 
the  principle  of  placing  farther  bar* 
dens  upon  property  and  lees  t^-r^tyi^ 
upon  industry.    Another  question  wai 
raised  by  the  hon.  Baronet — namelT, 
that  of  the  taxation  which  abonld  bs 
levied  upon  real  as  oontrasted  with  tkai 
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whioli  should  be  placed  upon  personal 
property.    That  was  a  very  broad  and 
"wide  subject,  and,  as  the  hon.  Baronet 
liad  intimated,  it  would  be  fully  and 
fairly  discussed  when  the  whole  ques- 
tion of  the  Death  Duties  came  before  the 
House.     Some  of  them  thought   that 
real  and  personal  property,  as  far  as 
Imperial  taxation  was  concerned,  were 
not  upon  the  same  level,  and  that  real 
property  ought  to  be  put  upon  the  same 
level  as  personal  property.  So  far  as  local 
taxation  was  concerned,  personal  pro- 
perty did  not  bear  its  full  share.      A 
calculation  had   been  made  upon  this 
subject,  which  calculation  he   thought 
was  too  unfavourable  so  far  as  the  work- 
ing classes  were  concerned,  and  by  giv- 
ing it  to  the  House  he  would  be  rafiier 
quoting  against  himself;  but  he  would 
read  the  f^g^es  in  order  that  the  House 
might  see  the  relief  given  to  local  taxa- 
tion and  the  expenses  of  Imperial  taxa- 
tion as  they  affected  the  working  man. 
It  was  calculated  that  of  Imperial  taxa- 
tion  two-fifths  fell  upon  industry  and 
three-fifths  upon  property,  and  tliat  of 
local  taxation  five-sixths  fell  upon  pro- 
perty and  one-sixth  only  upon  indus- 
try.     If,   therefore,    they    transferred 
payment   from    the  local   to   the   Im- 
perial  taxes,  they  would   relieve  the 
working  man  to  the  extent  of  3«.  4d,  in 
the  pound  and  put  upon  him  a  burden 
of  8«.   in  the  pound.     How  did  these 
questions  practically  affect  the  question 
before  the  House  f    The  hon.  Baronet 
admitted  that   the  legislation  in  1867 
did  wrong  in  putting  Uie  expense  upon 
the  boroughs.    That  legislation  was  the 
legislation    of   the  Conservatives,   and 
there  was  no  proposal  at  that  time  to 
charge  the  expense  upon  the  Imperial 
fund.     The  action  taken   by  the  hon. 
Baronet  implied  that  the  Government 
were  making  a  new  proposal,  and  that 
they  were  for  the  first  time  imposing  new 
burdens  upon  the  local  rates.    The  fact 
was  that  the  cost  of  this  leg^lation  had 
never  been  borne  by  the  Imperial  Ex- 
chequer but  by  local  rates,  and  the  Oo- 
vernment  were  simply  proceeding  upon 
a  principle  which  they  found  in  force. 
If  hon.  Gentlemen    opposite    had  the 
courage  of  their  convictions  they  should 
propose  that  all  the  cost  of  registration 
should  be  taken  off  local  rates  and  put 
upon  Imperial  funds.    Somebody,  how- 
ever, must  pay  the  Imperial  taxes ;  and 
the  more  they  subsidized  the  local  rates, 
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the  more  they  increased  the  Imperial 
taxation.  The  number  of  county  voters 
was  to  be  increased  by  something  like 
1,000,000,  the  numbers  being  raised  from 
1,000,000  to  2,000,000.  At  the  present 
time  the  only  item  that  appeared  in  the 
accounts  locally  published  as  represent- 
ing the  cost  of  registration  was  the  item 
of  £12,572.  That,  the  only  item  which 
the  counties  paid  for  this  purpose,  was 
something  like  a  rate  of  one- tenth  of  a 
farthing  in  the  pound.  That  was  not  a 
great  grievance  to  beg^n  with.  He 
should  be  told  that  he  had  forgotten 
the  overseers,  and  that  they  and  their 
expenses  were  paid  out  of  the  poor  rate. 
But  what  was  the  work  that  was  now  to 
cost  so  much  ?  The  overseers  had  prac- 
tically to  make  out  but  one  new  list. 
The  ownership  voters  would  remain  as 
they  were  before.  The  £50  voters  would 
remain  precisely  as  before.  The  £10 
voters  were  precisely  as  before.  The 
list  of  householders  would  be  the  new 
list.  The  overseers  made  out  that  by 
simply  copying  the  rate-book.  There 
was  no  difficulty  about  it,  if  only  the 
rate-book  itself  were  properly  made  out 
to  beg^n  with.  It  was  simply  so  much 
copying  work  and  nothing  else.  If 
Local  Authorities  were  lavish  and  extra- 
vagant in  paying  overseers,  the  Govern- 
ment could  not  be  held  responsible  for 
that.  The  additional  labour  would  be 
thrown  upon  Clerks  of  the  Peace,  who 
would  have  to  arrange  and  classify  the 
lists,  to  send  them  to  the  printers,  and 
to  correct  them.  He  admitted  there  would 
be  an  increase  of  the  work  thrown  upon 
the  Clerks  of  the  Peace.  All  the  labour 
in  respect  of  the  existing  registration  of 
voters  was  paid  out  of  the  £12,500 
a-year  he  had  named.  Assume  the  works 
to  be  doubled,  and  there  would  be  a 
claim  for  £25,000.  The  Government 
had  proposed  to  make  a  grant  of  £20,000. 
At  present  the  expense  was  something 
like  Zd.  per  name.  At  this  rate  the  new 
list  would  cost  £28,750.  As  the  Go- 
vernment were  proposing  to  give  an 
extra  £20,000,  the  cost  would  be  in- 
stead of  £12,500  only  £8,750.  There- 
fore, the  Government  grant  woidd  be 
equal  to  a  contribution  of  £3,750  in  aid 
of  the  rates.  The  Committee  took  some 
evidence  as  to  the  expenses  incurred.  A 
Clerk  of  the  Peace  in  one  of  the  largest 
counties  said  that  the  work  was  done, 
including  the  printing,  at  a  cost  of  6s,  6d. 
per  100  names.     It   was  proposed  to 
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allow  \d,  per  name,  or  8«.  4i.  per  100. 
It  would  be  a  strong  measure  to  import 
this  question  of  the  incidence  of  local 
taxation  into  so  small  a  matter  as  the 
registration  of  English  county  voters, 
and  practically  to  throw  out  the  English 
Hegistration  Bill,  and  so  produce  a  state 
of  things  in  which  the  work  could  not 
be  done  within  the  limited  time.  Ad- 
mitting that  there  was  a  strong  claim  for 
some  relief  of  local  taxation,  it  would 
be  admitted  that  the  boroughs  were  en- 
titled to  their  share  of  the  relief,  and  that 
there  would  have  to  be  an  investigation 
of  their  claims.  This  was  a  premature 
and  unfair  way  of  raising  the  question. 
It  did  not  enable  the  House  to  come  to  a 
fair  and  just  decision.  They  were  fight- 
ing one  issue,  and  talking  about  another. 
He  did  not  believe  the  House  would  be 
prepared  to  interfere  with  the  work  of 
registration  for  the  purpose  of  dealing 
with  the  question  of  local  expenditure 
and  taxation,  and,  therefore,  ne  hoped 
they  would  decline  to  support  this 
Motion. 

Sm  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
said,  he  had  listened  attentively  to  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Oentleman  (Mr.  H. 
H.  Fowler)  who  had  just  sat  down,  and 
it  was  a  fresh  proof  that  everybody  con- 
nected with  the  Government  was  cdways 
readv  with  all  sorts  of  excuses  for  not 
deahng  with  the  question  of  local  taxa- 
tion, as  it  affected  local  rates.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  stated  that  it  was  a  very  in- 
convenient time  for  bringing  on  the 
question ;  but  he  (Sir  Walter  B.  Bart- 
telot)  thought  that  they  should  avail 
themselves  of  every  opportunity  to  call 
attention  to  the  vast  importance  of  the 
whole  subject.  The  Government  had 
always  put  them  off  with  evasive  an- 
swers on  the  question  of  local  taxation, 
and  when  the  Conservatives  had  won  a 
victory  on  the  subjeot,  the  Oovemment 
had  treated  them  with  sovereign  con- 
tempt. The  Under  Secretary,  who  had 
just  spoken,  stated  that  the  sum  asked 
for  registration  was  only  a  farthing,  or  a 
trifle  in  the  pound^ 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER :  The  tenth  of 
a  farthing.     

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT, 
continuing,  said,  a  Friend  near  him  had 
stated  that  the  new  registration  would 
cost  £200,000,  and  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  (Sir  Oharles 
W.  Dilke)  had  estimated  the  cost  at 
£102,000,  and,  if  that  was  so,  he  (Sir 
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Walter  B.  Barttelot)  had  a  rigiht  to 
complain  of  the  aditional  burden  tktt 
was  being  placed  upon  local  rates.  H« 
knew  that  die  rural  districts  had  snffend 
most  severely,  the  small  towns  as  mack 
if  not  more  severely  than  the  ntral  dis- 
tricts, from  local  taxation ;  and  th^  wees 
always  asking  when  the  promiaed  rcikf 
in  local  taxation  would  take  place.  Hm 
Prime  Minister,  in  a  speech  to  his  tea- 
ants,  had  said  that  the  question  oi  tike 
Death  Duties  would  not  be  dealt 
until  that  of  local  taxation  had 
settled,  and  put  them  as  a  set-off 
relief  to  be  given  to  local  taxation 
Local  Boards  were  introduced. 

Mr.   GLADSTONE:   WiU  the 
and  gallant  Gentleman  give  me  the 
ference  of  that  speech  ? 

Sia  WALTER  B.  BABTTELOT 
he  would  try  if  he  could  not  find  it.  IVb 
right  hon.  Oentleman  alwsjrs  ai^ed  for 
a  reference.  He  (Sir  Walter  B.  Bot- 
telot)  recollected  the  speech  vecry  wsfi. 
It  was  the  speech  in  which  the  xigki 
hon.  Gentleman  recommended  thesrovtk 
and  production  of  jam,  that  mored«nsi 
should  be  established,  and  that  wan 
milk  should  be  produced.  It  was  s 
speech  the  right  hon.  Gkntleman  msds 
at  Hawarden.  The  right  hon.  Geatk- 
man  also  referred  to  the  question  of  tiM 
Malt  Tax.  [^  hm§k,']  The  zi^  hoa. 
Gentleman  laughed,  and,  theicSoie,  bi 
saw  that  he  recollected  it. 

Mb.   GLADSTONE  was  nndmstosd 
to  say  that  he  had  not  made  anj 
ence  to  the  Death  Duties  in  the 
referred  to. 

SibWALTEB  B.  BABTTELOT 
that  the  speeches  of  the  right  hon.  Gsa* 
tleman  were  alwajrs  kept  preserved,  aai 
it  was,  so  far  as  he  remembered,  ia  a 
speech  delivered  to  his  tenants, 
if  he  chose,  he  could  find  the 
that  he  referred  to ;  and  if,  afta 
made  the  search,  it  was  proved  that  ks 
(Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  was  «>{«^v^ 
he  would  ap(doffizs  to  the  House  and  Is 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  But 
ing  the  statement  of  the  right  h^m. 
tleman  as  he  had  given  it,  they^ 
have,  in  the  dying  days  of  tius 
ment,  the  Death  Dntiss  put  upon  reil 
prc^rty;  while,  wiUi  regard  to 
question,  local  taxation  was  oa)j  to 
oeive  temporaxyrehef,  and  the  peimas 
solution  of  the  question  was  to  be  Idt 
to  the  new  Parliament.  If 
tion  was  to  be  left  for  the 
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ment,  how  muoh  more  expedient  would 
it  be  that  the  new  Parliament  should  be 
left  to  deal  with  the  graver  questions  of 
the  Death  Duties  ?  ThsX  would  be  more 
rational  than  legislating  upon  them  at 
the  present  time,  simply  oeoause  the 
Oovemment  were  in  pecuniary  difficul- 
ties, and  were  compelled  to  increase 
taxation.  The  new  list  of  voters  would 
^eatly  increase  the  labours  of  the  over- 
seers, and  they  would  not  like  to  do  it 
without  special  remimeration.  A  Par- 
liamentary election  was  an  Imperial 
question,  and  ought  to  be  treated  as 
•uoh.  The  hon.  Member  might  be  re- 
turned for  Wolverhampton,  but  he  was 
a  Member  of  the  Imperial  Parliament. 
To-day  the  hon.  Member  had  spoken 
only  for  the  Government,  but  on  this 
question  he  would  yet  have  to  speak  as 
a  Member  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
A  great  cry  was  now  raised  in  the  coun- 
try in  favour  of  encouraging  the  class 
of  small  projprietors  of  land.  Only  that 
day  he  had  found  that  in  Wales,  through 
the  indosure  of  commons,  there  had 
been  a  large  number  of  persons  who 
had,  out  of  their  savings,  purchased 
little  properties,  and  every  additional 
halfpenny  of  taxation  put  upon  that 
class  would  be  so  much  to  their  detri* 
ment.  They  were  a  class  who  were  en- 
deavouring to  do  their  duty  as  respon- 
sible citisens  honourably ;  and  siurely 
they  ought  to  be  relieved  as  muoh  as 
possible  from  the  extra  local  taxation 
placed  upon  them  by  riffht  hon.  Oentle- 
men  opposite.  He  bdieved  that  the 
£20,000  proposed  to  be  given  for  this 
year  was  wholly  inadequate  to  the  re- 
quirements of  the  case.  When  he  re- 
membered how  many  men  there  were 
rolling  in  money,  and  having  invest- 
ments in  this  and  in  foreign  countries, 
who  paid  little  or  nothing  to  the  taxa- 
tion of  the  country,  but  who  were  fond 
of  propounding  nostrums  as  to  the  land, 
he  said  let  them  purchase  a  large  quan- 
tity of  land,  and  they  would  see  what 
the  burdens  upon  it  were.  Then  those 
who  were  interested  in  land  might 
feel  that  they  had  advocates  of  their 
cause,  and  it  would  be  recognized  that 
the  burdens  now  pressing  on  land  were 
very  hard  to  bear. 

Mb.  W.  fowler  said,  he  felt  great 
sympathy,  as  the  Under  Secretary  for 
the  Home  Department  also  said  he  did, 
with  the  Motion  before  the  House,  and 
agreed  that  it  was  oertainly  to  a  large 


extent  an  Imperial  matter.  But  the  hon. 
Baronet  opposite  had  not  the  courage 
of  his  opinions ;  he  ought  to  take  that 
burden  off  the  inhabitants  of  towns, 
about  which  he  was  so  soLLoitous,  if  it 
was  to  be  taken  off  those  of  the  counties. 
They  might  by  that  Eesolution  stop  that 
Bill,  but  they  would  not  alter  the  law ; 
and  there  was  no  dause  in  the  Bill  in 
regard  to  boroughs  at  all.  If  the  pro- 
posal before  them  raised  the  whole  ques- 
tion, he  should  have  considerable  sym- 
pathy with  it ;  but  he  thought  that  the 
money  which  the  Oovemment  offered 
would  provide  what  was  required  for 
the  present  year,  leaving  the  matter  to 
stand  ovet  till  another  year,  when  the 
whole  question  of  local  taxation  would 
be  dealt  with.  Therefore,  while  think- 
ing it  was  a  great  hardship  that  local 
burdens  should  be  placed  almost  entirely 
on  one  dass  of  property,  he  considered 
that  the  House  ought  to  pass  that  Bill 
and  to  accept  the  offer  of  the  Oovem- 
ment. 

Mb.  SAMPSON  LLOYD  said,  it  was 
because  he  bdieved  that  the  present 
system  of  IocaI  taxation  as  injuriously 
a^eeted  the  owners  and  oocupiers  of  pro- 
perty in  towns  as  it  did  taose  in  the 
country  that  he  felt  a  sympathy  willi 
the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
Massey  Lopes).  If  anyone  looked  at 
the  Doomsday  Book  they  would  filid 
that  a  very  large  proportion  of  the 
owners  of  land  consisted  of  men  who 
owned  less  than  one  or  two  acres. 
Therefore  the  landed  interest  did  not 
simply  comprise  the  great  proprietors, 
but  a  Ifirge  struggling  class,  on  whom 
they  ought  not  to  impose  unjust  burdens. 
It  was  urged  that  that  was  a  very  small 
point  on  which  to  raise  the  question  of 
iooal  taxation ;  but  if  they  did  not  oaHl 
out  when  a  small  additional  piece  of  in- 
justice was  piled  on  their  backs,  they 
would  never  have  an  opportunity  of 
raising  the  main  question.  They  were 
told  to  wait  till  Ministers  brought  on 
the  question  of  county  government ;  but 
if  they  did  that  they  might  wait  one, 
two,  or  tiiree  years  before  they  ree^ved 
any  redress  for  a  crying  grievance.  In 
tibe  United  States  of  America  he  was 
informed  that  every  citizen  was  assessed, 
an  account  was  taken  of  his  income  from 
all  sources,  and  local  taxation  was  levied 
on  that  income  just  as  they  levied  In- 
come Tax  for  Imperial  purposes.  In 
passing  the  present  Bill  they  might  as 
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well  haye  a  measure  of  justioe  done; 
and  he  did  not  see  why  an  injustice 
should  be  permitted  to  go  on  even  in 
that  particular  instance. 

Mb.  HENEAGE  said,  that  if  the  Go- 
yemment  had  intended  to  throw  the 
whole  expense  on  the  rates  he  should 
have  gone  entirely  with  his  hon.  Friends 
opposite ;  but  he  thought  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  now,  by  their  proposition, 
met  the  question  very  fairly.    That  was 
not  an  expense  which,  to  the  same  ex- 
tent, was  likely  to  rise  again  before  the 
question  of  local  government  and  local 
taxation  was  dealt  with ;  and  he  did  not 
think  that  any  Government  could  stand 
even  for  one  year  in  another  Parlia- 
ment if  it  did  not  seriously  undertake  to 
deal  with  that  question.    If  he  were  re- 
turned to  the  next  Parliament,  he  should 
himself,  if  necessary,  press  it  upon  their 
attention.     But  the  point  now  to  be 
considered  was  whether  the  proposition 
which  the  Government  had  made  was  a 
fair  and  adequate  one.    No  one  had 
tried  to  tackle  the  figures  of  the  Under 
Secretary,  and  he  thought  that  the  pro- 
position of  2dJ  per  name  was  a  very  fair 
one.    Of  course,  if  Quarter  Sessions  in- 
creased the  salaries  of  their  clerks,  there 
might  be  an  additional  sum  to  pay,  and 
there  was  the  danger  of  magislrates  not 
taking  the  same  trouble  to  keep  down 
expenses  if  everything  was  paid  by  the 
State.  It  must  idso  be  remembered  that 
the  people  of  boroughs  had  to  pay  to- 
wards Imperial  taxation  as  well  as  other 
people,  and  not  having  a  subvention, 
they  did  not  get  anything  towards  their 
own  registration.    As  a  matter  of  fact, 
the  boroughs  were  really  paying  towards 
the  registration  of  the  counties.    Under 
all  the  circumstances  he  hoped  that  the 
House  would  accede  to  the  proposition 
of  the  Government,  which  he  would,  for 
his  own  part,  support  as  a  fair  and  ade- 
quate one. 

Me.  B.  H.  PAGET  said,  that  the  idea 
of  subventions  leading  to  extravagance 
was  an  erroneous  one.  Such  an  asser- 
tion was,  in  his  opinion,  utterly  destitute 
of  truth.  He  thought  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler)  in  his  speech  had  considerably 
underrated  the  extra  amoimt  of  work 
that  would  be  thrown  upon  the  overseers. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  seemed  to  fancy 
that  it  would  be  a  mere  bagatelle,  that 
they  would  merely  have  to  whte  down 
the  names.    He  would  ask  the  hon. 

Mr,  Sampson  Lloyd 


Member  whether  he  had  consulted  ^ 
Attorney  General  upon  the  subject  as  to 
his  view  of  the  extra  trouble  given  to 
the  overseers  by  this  Bill?       It  was 
serious  and  difficult  work,  and,  in  addi- 
tion to  that,  in  some  ways,  it  would  be 
new  work,  and  the  overseers  would  cer- 
tainly be  entitled  to  ask  for  additional 
remuneration  which  would  repreeent  a 
considerable  sum.   That  was  an  Amnnut 
which  they  could  not  leave  out  of  their 
calculations.      The   hon.    Memb^'   for 
Wolverhampton  had  in  his  figures  called 
attention  to  what  he  had  considered  ^ 
smaller  amount  of  additional 
which  had  been  laid  upon  land  in 
parison  with  that  laid  upon  honae  pro- 
perty.   But  had  the  hon.  Member  eos- 
sidered  that  it  was  all    a    mattor  ol 
assessment  ?    From  year  to   jemx  tke 
rentals  of  land  were  becoming  reduced, 
while,  on  the  other  hand,  thoee  of  home 
property  were  increasing.  That  etrcuB- 
stance  ought  clearly  to  be  taken  iate 
consideration  in  connection  with   tins 
comparison.    The  Under  Secretuj  ia 
giving  them  his  figures  as  to  theiad- 
dence  of  the  education  rate  had  aitire)T 
forgotten   the   voluntary  sohoolt  sab- 
soriptions.    Speaking  from  memocy,  he 
thought  he  would  not  be  far  wrong  ia 
putting  this  amount  down  as  exoeeSiB^ 
£600,000  a-year,  which  was  reaDj  a 
burden  on  the  land,  because  the  moment 
these  subscriptions  ceased,  down  would 
come  the  Authorities  and  tell  them  that 
they  must  have  a  School  Board.    13m 
money  had  to  be  found  from  one  aonm 
or  another,  and  these  voluntarj  sub- 
scriptions must,  therefore,  not  be  left 
out  of  the  acooimt.    With  regard  to 
dealing  with  the  whole    questi<m,  be 
thought  that  the  Government  had  re- 
peatedly neglected  to  carry  out  the  wiA 
of  the  House,  disregarding  the  majontiM 
which  had  been  ag^ain  and  again  giwa 
against  them  on  this  question.      The 
difficulties  of  agriculture  were  grcalw 
than  last  year ;  and  it  was  no  ezaggeia- 
tion  to  say  that  at  the  present  momsal 
there  was  more  inquietude  amoa?  the 
farmers  of  England,  despite  of  redaeed 
rents  and  all  that  had  been  done,  than 
there  had  been  for  years  past. 

Ma.  SPEAKER  said,  it  was  his  d«ty 
to  inform  the  House  that  the  debate  had 
shown  a  tendency  to  wander  from  the 
immediate  question,  which  was  the  pre- 
paration of  the  registers  wiUi  raspeet  to 
JParliamentaiy  eleoticms.    With  tins  ob* 
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seiratioD,  he  should  leave  the  hon. 
Member  to  conolade  his  speech. 

Mb.  B.  H.  PAGET  said,  there  was  a 
difficulty  in  confining  the  discussion  to 
the  narrow  points  raised  by  the  Beso- 
lution.  The  remarks  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler) 
had  extended  to  the  larger  field  of 
local  taxation,  and  it  had  been  his 
(Mr.  R.  H.  Paget's)  object  to  show 
that  this  was  a  proper  moment  for  par- 
tially redeeming  the  promises  of  Parlia- 
ment with  regard  to  relief  from  the 
burdens  of  local  taxation.  They  asked 
that  no  further  expenses  for  registration 
should  be  imposed  on  the  local  rates. 
The  Gt)yemment  had  come  down  with 
£20,000  ;  but  he  wished  they  had  been 
a  little  brayer,  for  it  was  necessary  that 
this  entire  subject  should  be  dealt  with 
broadly  and  widely. 

Mb.  GEOPPEE  said,  he  thought  that 
there  was  a  material  d^erence  between 
the  present  demand  and  the  previous 
occasion  when  the  House  had  affirmed 
the  principle  of  granting  relief  from 
local  burdens.  The  general  principle  of 
relief  was  affirmed  on  former  occasions ; 
now  the  Government  had  met  the  de- 
mand by  offering  to  provide  a  subven- 
tion as  compensation  for  the  extra 
amount  of  work  required  from  county 
districts.  The  real  grievance  rested 
with  the  heavily-rated  boroughs,  which 
would  not  receive  the  subvention.  How- 
ever, he  should  vote  against  any  further 
extension  than  was  proposed  by  the  Go- 
vernment. 

Sib  E.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  said,  he 
had  not  intended  to  take  any  part  in  this 
debate ;  but  after  what  had  fallen  from 
hon.  Members  opposite,  he  felt  com- 
pelled to  say  a  few  words.  He  more 
Sarticularly  referred  to  the  speech  of  the 
on.  Member  for  Cambridge  (Mr.  W. 
Fowler).  He  hardly  thought  that  the 
Eesolution  could  have  been  read  by  hon. 
Members  opposite,  who  said  that  it  pro- 
posed to  relieve  counties  and  did  not 
affect  boroughs.  The  Eesolution  affected 
both  equally.  It  sought  to  grant  relief 
to  boroughs  by  declaring  that  these 
burdens  ^ould  not  be  imposed  on  rate- 
payers in  counties  and  boroughs  and 
levied  on  a  single  description  of  pro- 
perty. A  rich  or  a  poor  man  who  held 
property  in  land  and  houses  paid  all  the 
cost,  while  certain  wealthy  persons  in 
the  same  neighbourhood  whose  means 
were  drawn  neither  from  land  nor  from 


houses  paid  nothing  at  all.  That  was 
what  they  were  fighting  against.  This 
was  a  national  and  not  a  local  concern, 
and  it  had  already  been  recognized  that 
where  it  was  a  national  concern  the  ways 
and  means  should  be  found  out  of  the 
national  income.  What  did  the  Eeso- 
lution propose?  That  the  expense  of 
this  national  concern  should  not  be  im- 
posed on  the  ratepayers.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler)  seemed  to  say  that  the  expense 
of  the  whole  registration  was  so  great 
that  the  Government  could  not  listen  to 
the  proposal  for  a  moment.  But  the 
hon.  Member  tried  to  show  that  the  ex- 
penditure was  only  one-tenth  of  afarthing. 

Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLEE  said,  that  was 
the  existing  expenditure. 

Sib  E.  ASSHETON  0E0S8  said,  it 
was  the  increase  that  was  objected  to. 
The  injustice  of  the  existing  state  of 
things  was  admitted,  and  the  burden 
ought  to  be  thrown  on  the  national 
funds.  It  was  the  only  way  to  make 
the  burden  fall  equally  on  aU.  Where 
was  the  remedy  to  be  found  ?  When- 
ever this  question  was  brought  forward 
someone  of  more  or  less  authority  on  the 
Gbvemment  Bench  was  always  ready  to 
get  up  and  urge  that  this  was  only  a 
part  of  a  larger  question  which  the  Go- 
vernment would  deal  with,  and  that  the 
question  must  wait  until  the  larger  sub- 
ject was  dealt  with;  but  the  larger 
question  had  never  been  approached. 
The  present  Government  had  been  in 
Office  for  five  years,  and  the  noble  Mar- 
quess the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
had  made  local  government  one  of  the 
great  questions  m  his  speeches  when 
contesting  North  Lanca^iire,  and  yet 
matters  seemed  exactly  where  they  were 
five  years  ago.  But  the  ground  taken 
by  his  hon.  Friend  was  a  very  intel- 
ligible one ;  it  was  that  if  the  Govern- 
ment could  not  find  time  to  remove  the 
grievance,  at  least  no  new  national 
charges  should  be  thrown  on  the  local 
rates.  Then  it  had  been  urged  that  the 
Eesolution  would  stop  the  Bill ;  but  he 
altogether  denied  that.  Of  course,  there 
was  no  saying  what  the  Prime  Minister 
would  do  if  it  was  passed ;  but  there 
was  nothing  in  the  Eules  of  the  House 
which  would  make  the  Eesolution  any 
impediment  to  further  procedure  with 
the  Bill.  In  conclusion,  he  would  im- 
plore the  Government  not  to  leave  the 
question  in  its  present  state.     In   his 
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opii]ion,  the  £20,000  offered  by  the  Oo- 
Temment  was  a  mere  sop,  and  would 
leave  the  boroughs  untouched. 

Mr.  ILLING  WOETH  said,  the  right 
hon.  and  hon.  Qentlemen  opposite  had 
said  that  this  was  a  question  in  which 
boroughs  were  as  much  interested  as 
counties.  He  thought  the  Under  Secre- 
tary for  the  Home  Department  had 
proved  that  boroughs  were  a  great  deal 
more  interested  than  counties.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  supposed 
that  borough  Members  were  not  fdive  to 
the  extraordinary  charges  made  upon 
real  property  in  the  boroughs.  They 
were  alive  to  it.  They  cotda  present  a 
case  to  the  House  as  strong  as,  if  not 
stronger,  than  county  Members  could 
present  for  relief,  because  there  had 
been  a  depreciation  of  property  going  on 
for  many  years  in  the  boroughs  as  well 
as  in  the  counties.  But  borough  Mem- 
bers held  that  this  was  not  the  oppor- 
tunity to  raise  or  satisfactorily  setue  so 
large  a  question  as  that  of  local  taxa- 
tion. Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  had 
been  discussing  a  sentimental  grievance, 
because  the  burden  upon  the  counties 
was  not  to  be  increased  under  this  Bill ; 
but,  in  consequence  of  the  compromise 
proposed  by  Uie  Government,  it  would 
be  in  all  probability  some  thousands  of 
pounds  less.  He  was  curious  to  under- 
stand how  it  was  the  Tory  county  Mem- 
bers took  so  much  interest  in  Uie  bur- 
dens on  the  boroughs  after  having  been 
silent  upon  the  subject  since  1867.  He 
believed,  speaking  as  the  Bepresenta- 
tive  of  a  large  constituency,  and  as 
knowing  something  of  the  feeling  of  a 
group  of  boroughs  within  a  few  miles  of 
his  own  constituency,  having  jointly  an 
assessment  as  large  as  that  of  the  coun- 
ties of  Devon  and  Sussex,  that  they  were 
opposed  to  its  discussion  on  an  occasion 
BO  altogether  inadequate  as  the  consi- 
deration of  the  Begistration  Bill.  Let 
the  counties  bear  the  burden  for  18 
years,  as  the  boroughs  had  done,  before 
they  cried  out.  He  thanked  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler)  for  the  speech  he  had  delivered, 
and  he  warned  hon.  Gentlemen  connected 
with  the  landed  interest  of  the  inexpe- 
diency of  raising  questions  in  regard  to 
local  taxation.  Hitherto  the  landed  in- 
terest had  had  great  authority,  and 
almost  a  monopoly  of  power,  in  both 
Houses,  and  they  had  framed  loans  and 
imposed  taxes  as  suited  themselves,  re- 
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gardless  of  the  interests  and  ieeUngt  ti 
the  ratepayers.  A  great  change  had 
come  over  the  feelings  of  tiie  people  of 
this  coimtry.  It  was  likely  that  in  t^ 
next  Session  of  Parliament  a  good  mnj 
of  these  (questions  would  aziae,  and  it 
was  a  pohcyof  great  flhortsightediiMB 
on  the  part  of  the  right  hon.  Qentleam 
opposite  to  anticipate  the  coming  day  tj 
raising  these  discussjons. 

Mb.  HOULDSWOETH  said,  that  if 
any  apology  were  needed  for  his  ad- 
dressing the  House  he  thought  he  shovU 
find  it  in  the  expression  of  sorpriae  \fj 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr. 
niingworth)  that  no  Member 


ing  a  borough  had  spoken  in  sa^Knt  «f 
the  Motion.  He  was  not  oono^nad  to 
deal  with  the  Motion  at  large,  and  hi 
would  be  ruled  out  of  Order  if  he  «^ 
tempted  to  speak  on  the  larger  qnettka 
of  the  incidence  of  local  and  ImpeEial 
taxation.  He  was  not  even  conootaad 
after  the  speeches  already  made  to  deal 
with  the  question  of  the  coontieB.  Hs 
desired  to  represent  the  condition  aai 
the  claims  which  borouffha  had  js^ol 
the  Gbvemment,  espeoiidly  in  view  «f 
this  Motion.  They  had  before  them  thi 
proposal  of  the  Government.  ThmX  pro- 
jK>sal  seemed  to  proceed  on  two  a« 
tions.  One  was  that  there  ^oold 
be  relief  where  additional  expense 
incurred,  and  the  other  waa  that  ao 
additional  or  special  expense  waa  pot 
upon  the  boroughs  at  the  present  toaa 
He  maintained  that  both  of  these  pvo- 
positions  were  unsoimd.  It  waa  not 
onlv  in  oases  where  additional  ^^mm 
ana  additional  work  were  thrown  upoa 
the  officers  charged  with  the  du:^  of 
registration  that  relief  should  be  ffxiw 
from  Imperial  taxation,  and  additinail 
expense  was  thrown  by  the  present  Ss- 
form  Act  upon  the  boroughs.  He  waa 
very  glad  to  hear  the  sympathetk  r»- 
marks  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Unte 
Secretary  for  the  Home 
with  regard  to  the  incidence  oi 
in  boroughs ;  and  he  thought  he 
take  his  figures  and  his  argnments'to 
show  that  the  incidence  of  ^'■'flttiirn  waa 
quite  as  severe  upon  the  inhahitaatt 
of  boroughs  as  it  was  upon  those  in  tW 
counties.  He  was  very  glad  that  thi 
principle,  at  any  rate  of  relieving  taxa> 
tion  for  a  purpose  of  this  sort,  waa 
affirmed  by  Mer  Majea^'a  QowmoMst 
in  the  proposal  which  they  had  mada 
There  was  evidently  nothing  in  pnacqila 
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against  aasistance  to  taxation  for  the 
purpose  of  registration  ;  and  it  would 
seem  to  him  strange  if  any  principle 
opposed  to  such  relief  could  be  stated, 
for  this  certainly  was  an  Imperial  ques- 
tioD .  He  had  heard  some  remarks  made 
with  regard  to  the  importance  of  local 
expenditure  being  under  local  control, 
and  he  thoroughly  subscribed  to  that 
principle ;  but  this  was  not  a  question 
where  much  difference  could  be  made  in 
expenditure  in  differents  places.  He 
could  imderstand  that  argument  being 
used  when  the  representation  of  locali- 
ties was  more  unequal ;  but  the  ground 
was  completely  taken  from  that  argu- 
ment now,  when  the  great  mass  of  the 
people  were  voters,  and  when  they  had 
▼ery  nearly  approached  to  equal  elec- 
toral districts.  He  would  put  before 
the  Gk>yemment  the  fact  that  they  in 
boroughs  had  under  this  Beform  Act 
some  additional  work  and  expense  as 
regarded  registration.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  might  suppose  it  was  not  a 
very  large  increase,  still  it  was  very 
substantial.  He  would  remind  the 
House  that^most,  if  not  all,  boroughs 
had  enlarged  boundaries,  which  drew  a 
number  of  coimty  voters  into  the  bo- 
roughs, thereby  causiug  additional  work 
and  expense.  If  relief  were  to  be  given 
at  all  in  this  matter  it  ought  to  be  given 
permanently  and  not  temporarily.  In 
every  borough  it  would  be  found  that  a 
very  large  proportion — some  10  to  20 
per  oent — of  those  who  appeared  on  the 
overseers'  list  had  no  business  to  be  on 
the  Begister  at  all.  It  was,  no  doubt, 
very  desirable  that  work  of  this  sort 
should  be  done  economically;  but  the 
first  thing  to  be  considered  was  that  it 
should  be  done  as  perfectly  as  possible. 
He  had  heard  it  argued  that  if  the  ex- 
penses of  registration  were  transferred 
from  the  locality  to  the  Imperial  Trea- 
sury there  would  be  a  great  deal  of  ex- 
travagance. He  did  not  quite  see  why 
this  should  be  the  case,  and  he  did  not 
think  that  extravagance  would  take 
place.  It  did  not  appear  to  him  that,  if 
the  Local  Authorities  did  their  work 
properly,  they  would  have  very  much 
control  over  the  expenditure.  They 
might,  of  course,  give  their  officers  a 
large  amount  of  salary;  but  if  the  latter 
did  their  work  perfectly  there  would  be 
a  certain  sum  which  could  be  easily  as- 
certained paid  per  voter,  and  this  sum 


might  be  granted  by  the  Treasuzy  to  the 
various  boroughs.  The  Government  had 
proposed  2d,  per  vote  in  counties ;  and 
he  would  undert^e  to  say  that  it  would 
be  easy  in  boroughs  of  different  sizes  to 
form  a  scale  of  the  sums  necessary  for 
registration  from  year  to  year,  and  that 
sum  could  be  transferred  from  the  Im- 
perial Treasury.  On  these  grounds  he 
ventured  to  urge  strongly  upon  the  Go* 
vemment  the  case  of  the  boroughs. 
The  time  had  arrived  when,  both  in 
counties  and  boroughs,  the  expenses 
connected  with  this  important  work  of 
registration  ought  to  be  transferred  to 
Imperial  taxation,  and  thus  the  political 
Parties  who  were  at  present  doing  a  great 
deal  of  that  work  for  the  ooimtry  would 
be  relieved  of  it,  while  there  would  be  no 
longer  an  opportunity  afforded  of  giv- 
ing one-sidea  regLstzation  to  a  political 
Party. 

Mb.  DUOKHAM,  said,  that  he  should 
support  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
opposite  (Sir  Massey  Lopes)  on  principle. 
He  considered  that  there  could  be  no 
object  more  completely  national  than 
that  of  electing  Members  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  whose  duties  were  to  deal 
with  the  whole  interests  of  the  Empire ; 
that  being  so,  he  felt'  that  the  cost  of 
registration  of  voters  should  be  treated 
as  a  national  question,  and  not  be  im- 
posed upon  the  already  overburdened 
ratepayers.  It  had  been  argued  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  Illing- 
worth)  that,  hitherto,  the  registration 
fees  had  been  paid  exclusively  by  the 
boroughs ;  and,  since  it  was  not  objected 
to  by  the  rateyayers  in  the  boroughs, 
upon  the  passing  of  the  Beform  BiU  of 
1867,  no  alteration  should  now  be  made. 
He  (Mr.  Duokham)  felt  that  it  was  not  a 
question  for  the  rural  more  than  the 
urban  ratepayer;  both  had  hitherto  borne 
their  share  of  the  burden;  it  had  n<»t 
fallen  exclusively  upon  either.  But 
about  the  year  1867  the  poor  rate  ap- 
peared to  be  considered  as  the  most 
elastic  means  of  raising  money,  and  al- 
most every  conceivable  burden  was  placed 
upon  it ;  but  that  did  not  justify  its  con- 
tinuance. He  considered  that  the  time 
was  come  when  real  property  should  be 
relieved  from  burdens  for  national  ob- 
jects. Hon.  Members  had  talked  as 
though  the  lists  of  borough  electors 
having  been  made  out,  no  further  ex- 
pense was  incurred;  but  that  was  not 
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so,  there  was  an  annual  heavy  expense 
incurred.  He  was  glad  to  know  that  the 
Goyemment  admitted  the  principle  for 
which  he  contended,  hy. their  ofiEer  of  2d. 
per  head  registration  for  the  counties ; 
but  he  failed  to  see  how  such  an  arrange- 
ment would  satisfy  the  ratepayers  in 
boroughs.  He  would  instance  that  there 
were  now  many  old  boroughs  disfran- 
chised, and  many  new  ones  constituted. 
The  disfranchised  boroughs  were  added 
to  the  county  electorate ;  their  registers 
would  not  be  altered,  beyond  correc- 
tions ;  yet  they  would  be  entitled  to  re- 
ceive from  the  National  Exchequer  a 
registration  fee  of  2d.y  whilst  the  fees 
for  registration  in  other  existing  bo- 
roughs and  the  newly  enfranchised  bo- 
roughs would  be  borne  by  the  ratepayers. 
He  argued  that  such  an  anomalous  state 
of  things  could  not  be  considered  to  be 
a  fair  and  equitable  adjustment.  It  was 
not  the  case  that  subventions  were  ex- 
travagantly spent.  He  was  himself  Chair- 
man of  the  Boss  Highway  Board,  and 
could  assure  the  House  that  the  expen- 
diture was  now  quite  as  economically 
conducted  as  before  the  main  road  grant 
of  £250,000  was  paid.  He  therefore 
earnestly  appealed  to  the  Government 
to  treat  the  question  on  the  broad  prin- 
ciple, and  make  such  an  adjustment  as 
would  be  acceptable,  because  equitable 
to  all  alike. 

Mb.  WHITLET  said,  he  could  not 
have  believed  that  any  borough  Member 
in  the  House,  on  whichever  side  of  the 
House  he  sat,  could  vote  against  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  South  Devon,  for  if  ever  there  was 
a  case  which  interested  those  who  were 
Members  of  boroughs,  he  ventured  to 
think  it  was  the  Motion  which  had  been 
brought  forward  so  ably  by  his  hon. 
Friend,  and  there  had  been  no  answer 
to  the  argument  which  his  hon.  Friend 
had  brought  forward.  The  only  argu- 
ment which  had  been  advanced  had 
been  the  old  argument  of  delay.  He 
would  be  very  willing  indeed  to  rest  the 
case  of  the  boroughs  on  the  speech  they 
had  just  now  heard  from  the  Under 
Secretary  for  the  Home  Department. 
On  that  speech  he  thought  ne  proved 
the  position  that  whatever  might  be  the 
position  of  the  counties  the  boroughs 
lay  under  a  great  disadvantage.  Every- 
one who  was  acquainted  with  boroughs 
would  know  that  local  taxation  had  in- 
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creased  in  every  way,  and  must  be  of 
opinion  that  what  foUowed  in  the  great 
towns  was  closely  connected  with  the 
increase  of  local  taxation.  At  the  pre- 
sent time,  in  his  own  city,  which  was ' 
divided  into  nine  divisions,  there  was 
an  immense  amount  of  property  that 
paid  taxation.  There  was,  undoubt- 
edly, a  lot  of  property  occupied,  so 
that  people  paid  rent  without  rates. 
It  was  one  of  the  most  fertile  subjects 
which  could  well  occupy  the  attention 
of  the  statesmen  and  philanthropists  of 
the  future ;  but  he  wanted  to  know  why 
the  House  should  not  avail  themselves 
of  the  present  Bill,  in  order  to  bring 
their  g^evances  before  the  Government, 
and  in  order  to  impress  upon  the  (Go- 
vernment the  great  importance  of  forth- 
with giving  whatever  measures  of  relief 
they  could  in  the  position  they  were 
placed  in  ?  He  thought  they  were  very 
hardly  placed  indeed.  The  Government 
opposed  the  course  suggested  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dudley  (Mr.  Sheridan), 
because  the  country  was  not  granted 
relief  in  1869,  and  put  that  forward  as 
a  reason  why  they  should  not  have 
relief  now.  He  might  point  out  that 
much  had  occurred  since  1869.  Local 
taxation  had  increased,  and  had  in- 
creased very  much,  and  what  was  a 
slight  increase  at  that  time  had  become 
an  intolerable  burden  at  present.  How 
were  they  to  deal  with  these  things 
unless  they  took  advantage  of  the  pre- 
sent Bill?  Government  proposed  to 
make  some  relief — small  and  quite  in- 
adequate. They  proposed  to  give  relief 
to  Ireland,  and  at  the  same  time  ac- 
knowledged that  the  burden  of  taxation 
pressed  most  heavily  on  cities  and  bo- 
roughs, and  yet  they  refused  to  boroughs 
the  relief  they  proposed  to  give  to 
counties.  Let  him  refer  to  the  speech 
made  the  other  day  by  the  President  of 
the  Poor  Law  Board,  that  they  would 
meet  the  case  by  giving  relief  to  Ire- 
land, that  they  would  give  a  certain 
measure  of  relief  to  towns,  but  not  to 
boroughs.  The  only  reason  was  this, 
that  it  was  an  old  taxation,  and  that  it 
was  an  old  borough,  and  therefore  upon 
that  ground  alone  he  justified  the  refusal 
to  give  to  boroughs  any  relief  at  all. 
Would  that  bear  investigation?  If, 
upon  the  statement  of  one  of  the  Mi- 
nisters that  night,  the  burden  of  taxa- 
tion was  heavy  on  boroughs — ^if  they 
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had  been  long-suffering  and  patient, 
was  that  patience  and  long-suffering 
to  be  thrown  in  their  teeth,  and  were 
they  to  be  told  on  that  aeooant  that 
they,  were  to  hare  no  relief  at  all? 
"  But,"  said  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
**I  believe  the  boroughs  will  not  un- 
fairly have  an  increase  of  taxation." 
He  (Mr.  Whitley)  was  sure  his  right 
hon.  Friend  and  those  who  sat  opposite 
were  entirely  in  error.  There  would  be 
a  very  large  amount  of  increase  of  taxa- 
tion. Look  at  the  divisions  in  Liver- 
pool. There  was  one  division  almost 
entirely  taken  out  of  the  county,  and 
why  should  they  not  have  some  measure 
of  relief  in  that  division?  It  was  a 
totally  unfair  position  that  they,  as 
Members  for  boroughs,  and  their  con- 
stituents were  placed  in  if  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  give  way,  and  grant  them 
some  measure  of  justice.  They  com- 
plained that  they  were  unfairly  treated 
by  the  measure  now  before  the  House 
by  the  relief  the  Government  had  pro- 
posed, and  he  could  not  conceive  it  pos- 
sible that  any  Member  for  a  borough 
could  fail  to  ag^ee  with  him  that  in  the 
course  the  Government  had  taken  they 
had  taken  an  unfair  course  with  regard 
to  the  boroughs.  He  believed  this  ques- 
tion of  local  taxation  was  a  very  import- 
ant one.  The  Speaker  had  ruled — and 
properly  ruled — that  the  House  could 
not,  on  an  occasion  like  this,  go  into 
another  subject  than  that  before  the 
House.  That  was  the  eld,  old  story — 
that  in  the  far  future  some  remedy  might 
be  applied ;  but  why  should  they  defer 
it  to  a  future  day  ?  They  had  been  pro- 
mised long,  long  ago  that  liberty  which 
they  claimed  at  present,  and  they  had  a 
right  to  claim  it  at  the  hands  of  the 
Government.  The  Gt)vemment  were 
going  to  increase  taxation.  They  pro- 
fessed to  do  all  in  their  power  to  reduce 
their  local  taxation.  They  admitted 
that  it  was  a  great  and  a  growing  evil. 
In  every  speech  they  heard  from  hon. 
and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  oppo- 
site side  of  the  grievances  of  local  taxa- 
tion. Boroughs  were  growing  in  every 
direction ;  and  yet,  whenever  the  oppor- 
tunity came,  and  whenever  there  was 
any  hope  g^ven  of  obtaining  some  relief, 
they  were  always  met  by  the  old,  old 
cry,  **  We  are  not  able."  That  was  the 
position  they  were  in.  They  had  heard 
of  the  large  increase  of  taxation  that 
had  taken  place,  especially  in  the  towns, 


and  it  was  going  on  to  an  intolerable 
extent.  The  case  which  he  brought 
under  the  notice  of  the  Government 
was — **  While  you  are  endeavouring  to 
offer  some  dole,  some  slight  relief,  to 
the  counties  and  to  Ireland,  you  deny 
to  the  boroughs  of  England,  the  cities 
of  England,  and  the  villages  of  Eng- 
land, that  relief  which  they  thought 
they  have  a  right  to  demand  at  the 
hands  of  the  Government."  He  had 
heard,  from  time  to  time,  most  touch- 
ing speeches  from  the  other  side  with 
regard  to  the  increase  in  the  number  of 
peasant  proprietorships.  He  represented 
a  city  where  the  working  classes  held 
by  far  the  largest  portion  of  the  land  in 
the  city.  Their  holdings  extended  in 
every  direction.  Were  the  Government 
going  to  free  these  working  men,  and 
yet  ruin  the  working  classes  by  giving 
them  proprietorships  in  name  only,  and 
by  imposing  upon  them  this  oppressive 
amount  of  local  taxation  ?  He  did  hope 
and  trust  that  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  rose  he  would  be 
able  to  say  that  the  Government  had 
reconsidered  their  position,  and  that 
they  were  not  prepared  to  sit  still  and 
hear  their  Colleagues  admit  the  very 
facts  he  was  endeavouring  to  press  upon 
them,  and  yet  to  refuse  that  relief  which 
they  had  a  right  to  demand.  If  they 
did  not  do  so  he  trusted  that  all  the 
borough  Members  would  have  the 
courage  of  their  convictions,  and,  no 
matter  on  which  side  of  the  House  they 
sat,  come  forward  and  carry  the  Motion 
by  a  large  majority. 

Me.  HABBIS  said,  he  rose  to  sup- 
port the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  South  Devon.  The 
speeches  that  had  been  made  from  the 
opposite  side  of  the  House  contained  no 
arguments,  and  were  it  at  the  power  of 
the  hon.  Baronet  to  exercise  a  right  to 
reply  to  them,  he  would  have  but  little 
trouble  in  doing  so.  In  the  first  place, 
he  imagined  that  his  hon.  Friend  would 
say  that  the  proposals  of  the  Government 
were  totally  inadequate ;  and,  secondly, 
he  would  arg^e  that  as  these  registration 
charges  were  recurrent  that  a  small  g^ant 
for  this  year  only  was  no  proper  attempt 
to  meet  the  case.  It  was  quite  true 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhamp- 
ton had  endeavoured  to  persuade  the 
House  that  the  temporary  subvention 
now  proposed  was,  in  fact,  more  than  the 
extra  cost  of  the  registration  would  be ; 
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but  if  that  were  so,  how  easy  was  it  for 
the  GbFenunent  to  grant  aJl  that  the 
hoQ.  Member  who  proposed  this  Amend- 
ment had  asked  for.  Then  we  shotdd 
know  how  we  stood.  At  present  it  was 
all  doubt  and  uncertainty,  and  the  cal- 
culations of  this  side  of  the  House  were 
widely  different  to  those  of  the  Gbyern- 
ment;  in  fact,  hon.  Members  on  this 
side  of  the  House  regarded  the  offer  as 
simply  a  sop  preceding  a  Oeneral  Elec- 
tion— a  sop  which  womd  not  give  offence 
to  the'  supporters  of  the  Government, 
but  at  the  same  time  would  by  no  means 
meet  the  case.  He  admitted  that  this 
grant  ought  to  be  made  to  boroughs  as 
well  as  to  counties.  Most  of  the  pre- 
vious speakers  had  laid  stress  on  the 
heavy  burdens  incident  to  the  agricul- 
tural interest,  and  he  agreed  to  the  full 
in  all  they  had  said.  Agriculture  in 
this  country  was  undoubtedly  burdened 
in  a  manner  that  no  other  business 
would  for  one  moment  allow.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Wolverhampton  had  given 
statistics  which  would  go  out  to  the 
country,  by  which  he  maintained  that 
the  amount  of  local  taxation  incident  to 
purely  rural  property  was  only  about 
£2,000,000  per  annum ;  but  this  was 
totally  illusory.  The  mixed  urban  and 
rural  property  was  admitted  by  the  hon. 
Member  to  bear  a  further  burden  of 
£10,000,000  per  annum,  and  some  land 
used  for  ag^cultural  purposes  likewise 
fell  into  the  category  of  "  urban,"  being 
within  the  limits  of  boroughs.  Careful 
calculations  had  been  made  by  agricul- 
tural experts  as  to  the  amount  oi  local 
taxation  borne  by  the  agricultural  land 
of  England  and  Wales,  and  these  re- 
sulted in  an  almost  unanimous  agree- 
ment that  the  proportion  belonging  ex- 
clusively to  farms  amounted  to£7,000,000 
sterling  per  annum;  but  this  was  not 
aU,  for  in  hundreds  and  thousands  of 
parishes  the  school  rate,  instead  of  being 
included  in  the  assessments,  had  been 
made  a  voluntary  rate  which  did  not 
enter  into  the  published  accounts  of 
local  rating.  Then,  again,  the  land  had 
to  bear  the  support  of  that  most  useful 
institution  called  the  National  Estab- 
lished Church — an  institution  which  he 
trusted  would  long  fulfil  its  useful  func- 
tions, but  whose  benefits  were  certainly 
not  confined  to  the  farming  interests. 
These  charges,  added  to  the  Imperial 
charges,  such  as  land  tax  and  other  Im- 
perial burdens,  brought  up  the  taxation 

Mr.  Harris 


on  the  produce  of  land  to  such  a  point 
as  no  hon.  Oentleman  opposite,  who 
was  not  directly  concerned  in  the  culti- 
vation of  land,  would  believe  possible. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr. 
lUingworth)  said,  in  his  speech,  that 
landowners  had  much  to  learn  and  much 
to  unlearn,  and  that  it  was  dangeroos 
for  them  to  approach  these  subjects 
seeing  that  the  feeling  was  to  place 
much  heavier  burdens  on  agricultural 
land  than  it  now  bore.  He  was  not  at 
all  afraid  of  the  threats  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford.  He  would  be 
only  too  glad  as  a  yeoman  farmer,  which 
he  was,  to  compare  his  position  as  to 
taxation  with  that  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bradford.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford  bought  his  raw  material — ^wool 
— free  from  all  duties  or  taxes  of  any  sort. 
He  (Mr.  Harris)  as  a  farmer  got  his  raw 
material  by  the  employment  of  labour 
and  science  upon  the  soil;  but  by  the 
mode  of  rating  adopted  in  this  country 
this  raw  material  was  taxed  up  to  the 
hilt.  Again,  he,  as  a  yeoman  farmer, 
had  to  oompete  with  men  in  the  United 
States,  who  had  the  advantage  of  the 
raw  material  extracted  from  rich  virgin 
soil  comparatively  free  from  taxation  or 
burdens  of  any  sort.  From  statistics 
which  he  had  most  carefully  collected  in 
the  United  States  he  could  assure  hon. 
Members  that  the  taxes  on  com  pro- 
duction in  the  United  States  did  not 
amount  to  one  fourth  part  of  what  the 
burdens  other  than  rent  in  this  eountiy 
amounted  to.  Seeing,  then,  what  a  fierce 
competition  was  now  going  on  between 
the  farmers  in  the  two  countries,  could 
it  be  wondered  at  that  Uie  Eepresenta- 
tives  of  the  British  agriculturists  should 
band  themselves  together  as  they  were 
now  doing  to  resist  all  increase  in  their 
burdens  ?  Comparing,  then,  his  position 
with  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Brad- 
ford, he  would  first  say  that  the  manu- 
facture of  food  should  not  be  put  in  a 
worse  position  than  that  of  cloth;  in 
fact,  if  the  two  be  considered,  that  the 
food  was  the  more  important  of  the  two. 
Secondly,  if  the  hon.  Member  for  Brad- 
ford enjoyed  legislation  which  gave  him 
his  raw  material  of  manufacture  free  of 
taxation,  the  farmer  ought  to  enjoy  the 
same  benefits.  Thirdly,  tiie  raw  material 
which  the  farmer  used  being  English 
raw  material,  while  the  raw  material  of 
the  Bradford  manufacturer  was  'almost 
aU  produced  abroad,  was  an  additional 
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reason  why  the  home  produce  should  be 
freed  from  taxation.  He  knew  well 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  would 
reply  that  there  would  be  a  danger  of 
such  relief  going  to  the  landlord.  He 
(Mr.  Harris)  had  no  landlord,  and  he 
failed  to  see  why  he  should  be  unfairly 
taxed  because  other  persons  chose  to 
have  landlords,  or  because  landlords 
chose  to  have  tenants.  The  fact  of  the 
matter  was  that  landlords,  tenants,  and 
labourers  were  all  interested  in  this 
matter.  What  affected  one  affected  all. 
The  burdens  had  now  advanced  to  that 
extent  on  the  industry  that  land  was 
being  abandoned,  and  the  poorer  land 
of  this  country  would  rapidly  go  out  of 
cultivation.  The  industry  was,  in  fact, 
being  strangled.  He  had  read  a  most 
interesting  speech  a  short  time  since, 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr. 
Chamberlain),  where  he  compared  the 
taxation  of  himself  and  that  of  the  agri- 
cultural labourer.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  discovered  that  he  was  only 
paying  3j-  per  cent  in  taxation  on  his 
property,  which  evidently  consisted 
mostly  of  personalty,  whereas  he  tried  to 
prove  that  the  agricultural  labourer  was 
in  an  indirect  manner  paying  7  per 
cent.  Other  investigators  had,  how- 
ever, conclusively  shown  that  the  agri- 
cultural labourer  was  only  paying  4^  or 
5  per  cent.  He  (Mr.  Harris),  as  a 
farmer,  thought  hon.  Gentlemen  would 
be  rather  surprised  when  they  heard 
what  he  was  paying.  Taking  his  pro- 
fits by  agriculture  for  the  last  10  years, 
and  reckoning  no  rent  for  his  land,  he 
found  that  he  had  paid  more  than  30 
per  cent  on  the  net  income  which  he 
had  received.  What  agriculturists  asked 
for  was  that  such  wide  anomalies  should 
be  promptly  rectified.  In  France,  al- 
though local  taxation  on  land  was  less 
than  in  this  country,  the  farmers  had 
found  that  they  could  no  longer  succeed 
against  foreign  competition  with  such 
exceptional  burdens,  and  they  had  in- 
duced the  French  Government  to  return 
to  Protective  duties  on  com  and  meat. 
He  did  not  suppose  that  many  Members 
in  that  House  would  support  the  same 
policy  in  England ;  but  if  we  were  to  be 
without  Protection,  it  was  all  the  greater 
reason  for  our  being  placed  in  such  a 
position  as  to  be  able  to  hold  our  own 
against  the  foreigner.  As  far  as  the 
principle  was  concerned,  the  boroughs 


had  an  equal  claim  with  the  counties  for 
relief;  but  the  agricultural  interest  being 
far  more  necessary  to  the  country  than 
any  other,  the  counties  had  really  a 
superior  claim. 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  reminded  the  hon. 
Member  that  the  House  was  not  dis- 
cussing an  abstract  Besolution,  but  an 
Amendment  upon  a  specific  point  in  the 
Eegistration  Bill. 

Mb.  HABBIS  said,  he  was  sorry  if 
he  had  offended  against  the  Bules  of 
Debate.  What  he  intended  to  show  was 
that  agriculture  could  not  bear  any  ad- 
ditioni^  burdens  at  the  present  time. 
The  responsibilities  of  the  owners  of 
agricultural  land  in  this  country  at  the 
moment  were  unusually  great.  The 
system  of  agriculture  was  undergoing 
great  changes,  and  the  outlay  required 
for  new  buildings  and  various  other  im- 
provements was  very  large.  Any  pro- 
posal of  an  increased  taxation  was, 
therefore,  most  impolitic  from  a  national 
point  of  view.  Speeches  such  as  they 
had  heard  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford  were  too  common.  They  in- 
duced a  want  of  confidence  which  pre- 
vented the  outlay  of  money  in  our  own 
country.  Was  it  likely  that  men  of 
property  would  chose  to  sink  their 
money  in  improvements  at  home  if  they 
knew  that  these  improvements  when 
made  were  to  have  heavier  taxation  put 
upon  them  ?  Would  they  not  naturally 
prefer  to  invest  their  capital  in  countries 
that  had  some  regard  to  the  mainte- 
nance of  the  industry  of  agriculture? 
In  conclusion,  he  regarded  this  pro- 
posal of  the  Government  as  the  last 
straw  which  break's  the  camel's  back. 
It  might  not  amount  to  a  very  large 
percentage  of  additional  burden ;  but 
he  set  lumself  against  all  additions  to 
the  burdens  falling  on  industry  from  a 
national  as  well  as  a  farmer's  point  of 
view,  and  he  heartily  supported  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  baronet  the 
Member  for  South  Devon. 

Mb.  BOUND  said,  that  he  desired  not 
to  give  a  silent  vote  upon  the  question 
under  discussion,  but  to  add  his  protest 
to  those  of  other  speakers  on  the  Gon- 
servative  Benches  who  resisted  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Government  to  throw  even  a 
portion  of  the  expenses  of  registration 
upon  local  ratepayers.  He  knew  the 
amount  in  question  was  not  considered 
large ;  but  he  contended  for  the  principle, 
that  charges  of  a   national    character 
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should  not  be  imposed  upon  one  descrip- 
tion of  property  only — namely,  houses 
and  land.  He  was  glad  to  hear  the  hon. 
Member  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  say  that  the 
general  incidence  of  local  taxation  was 
most  unfair,  as,  indeed,  many  other  hon. 
Members  and  right  hon.  Members  on 
the  Government  side  had  frequently 
declared ;  but  what  he  wanted  was  to 
see  those  hon.  Members  act  up  to  their 
words  and  vote  that  the  present  system 
of  local  taxation  was  unfair.  So  long  as 
new  charges  were  imposed  upon  the 
rates,  and  such  expenses  as  those  of 
registration  were  continued  to  be  charged, 
so  long  were  they  perpetuating  a  system 
which  they  admitted  to  be  unfair.  The 
whole  community — and  not  one  portion 
only — should  bear  the  expense  of  such 
charges  as  registration.  He  represented 
an  agricultural  district  which  had  suf- 
fered as  much  as  any  other  county  from 
the  continued  depression,  and  though 
other  causes  had  mainly  contributed  to 
bring  about  the  serious  losses  which 
occupiers  of  land  had  sustained,  the 
incidence  of  local  taxation  had  pressed 
most  heavily  upon  them,  and  they  felt  it 
more  keenly  as  it  was  an  evil  which  the 
Legislature  could  have  done  much  to 
remedy.  Large  landowners  might  be 
represented  on  the  Government  Benches; 
but  he  believed  that  small  landowners 
and  occupiers  were  specially  interested 
in  this  question  of  local  taxation,  and  it 
was  on  their  behalf  he  appealed.  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  forthe  Home  De- 
partment had  admitted  the  large  increase 
in  local  rates  which  had  taken  place  in  the 
last  10  years;  and  though  he  (Mr.  Hound) 
was  well  aware  the  large  proportion  of 
this  was  due  to  the  towns,  he  reminded 
the  House  that  the  increased  burden  of 
the  rates  fell  very  heavily  upon  occu- 
piers of  land  in  agricultural  boroughs ; 
they  often  had  to  pay  3«.  or  4«.  or  more 
per  acre,  and  for  matters  from  which 
they  derived  very  little  benefit.  He 
well  remembered  the  Besolution  passed 
by  the  House  of  Commons  in  1870,  when 
a  large  number  of  Liberal  Members 
assisted  Sir  Massey  Lopes.  He  could 
not  understand  why  such  a  different 
feeling  should  animate  the  Liberal 
Party  now,  when  those  who  suffered 
from  recent  continued  agricultural  de- 

gression  put  in  their  just  claims,  and 
e  hoped   that  some  at  least  would, 
upon    the   present  occasion,   help    by 
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their  votes  to  bring  about  the  dflszed 
result.  

Mr.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  said,  k 
would  call  the  attention  of  hon.  Geitb- 
men  opposite  to  the  tendency  of  ^ 
proposal  before  the  Hoose.  The  Ameii- 
ment  had  a  tendency  in  the  directioB  o^ 
manhood  suffrage,  for  if  the  expeoaeiof 
Parliamentary  elections  and  legtstzi- 
tions,  and  other  similar  expcDses  van 
to  be  charged  upon  the  National  Exdie- 
quer,  it  might  well  be  argued  that  it  vas 
no  longer  fair  that  the  possession  d  i 
vote  shoidd  be  dependent  upon  the  po»> 
session  of  property  or  a  connection  wM 
it.  It  was  well  known  that  the  mia 
part  of  the  work  to  be  done  under 
the  Bill  would  affect  counties,  uL 
therefore,  he  regarded  the  indnsioaaf 
boroughs  in  the  proposal  before  tb9 
House  as  somewhat  delusive.  He  fsxai 
that  if  such  a  proposal  were  agreed  tet 
the  cost  of  registration  would  be  ii* 
creased.  That  would  be  the  probaUi 
result  if  the  cost  were  for  the  fotoie  3^ 
frayed  out  of  Imperial  funds.  1%e  qdIj 
way  to  insure  economy  in  conaectiM 
with  the  expenses  of  elections  iru  t» 
make  the  localities  defray  them.  If  tbe 
House  were  to  proceed  to  impose  chaigv 
connected  with  Parliamentary  elec^ 
upon  Imperial  taxation,  the  day  m^ 
not  be  far  distant  when  there  vow 
come  a  demand  for  the  payment  of  M«b- 
hers.  Hon.  Members  opposite,  bj^ 
action  that  evening,  were  paving  the  vij 
for  the  making  of  such  a  demand.  Ht 
hoped  that  the  expenses  of  ParliaaMf 
tary  elections  would  in  the  futareW 
paid  by  the  localities  themselves. 

Mb.  EOROYD  said,  that  there  «• 
no  desire  on  the  Conservative  side  of  ^ 
House  to  obstruct  any  measure  for  A* 
registration  of  voters ;  but  if  they  W 
not  raised  this  question  they  would  hi** 
lost  an  opportunity  of  protesting  agw»* 
an  injustice,  and  would  have  profjW 
some  excuse  for  the  continuance  of  ^ 
injustice.  The  vote  to  be  taken  tltfi| 
evening  was  one  which  would  gwT 
affect  taxpayers,  for  it  related  to  an  »" 
portant  matter  of  principle.  Thegro^ 
of  local  burdens  not  only  threat«»«d  w> 
prosperity  of  owners  of  proper^!  ^ 
also  the  success  of  our  indnstriea.  1| 
they  found  that  in  a  matter  of  »■ 
kind,  which  was  national  in  *DjJ 
bearings,  the  charges  were  to  ^  jv 
out  of  local  taxation,  Members  wouH  •* 
neglecting  their  du^  if  they  did  no*  W 
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to  prevent  it.  He  regretted  that  so 
much  of  the  debate  had  been  spent  in 
drawing  a  distinction  between  land  and 
other  kinds  of  property,  and  between 
dwellers  in  the  towns  and  in  the  country. 
He  thought  that  to-night  they  were 
fighting  the  battle  of  the  ratepayers,  not 
only  in  the  agricultural  districts,  but 
equally  in  the  boroughs.  The  county 
of  Lancaster  was  cut  up  into  28  divi- 
sions, and  all  knew  that  15  or  20  of  these 
were  urban  and  industrial  in  character. 
Yet  they  were  as  much  concerned  in  the 
matter  of  the  debate  as  the  most  purely 
rural  districts  in  the  Kingdom.  The 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment had  told  them  that  the  incidence 
of  local  taxation  on  land  and  buildings 
was  most  tmjust.  He  thanked  the  hon. 
Member  for  that  admission ;  but  it  would 
be  much  more  satisfactory  if  the  Go- 
vernment, who  were  so  slow  to  relieve 
them  of  this  injustice,  would  abstain  from 
increasing  it.  The  tendency  of  all  their 
legislation  this  Session  was  directed  to 
its  exaggeration,  and  not  to  its  remedy. 
The  pressure  of  charges  of  this  kind 
was  a  most  serious  matter.  So  far 
from  the  agriculturists  feeling  it  in  the 
heaviest  degree,  he  believed  the  Under 
Secretary  for  the  Home  Department  was 
correct  when  he  said  that  those  engaged 
in  the  industries  of  urban  and  suburban 
districts  felt  the  pressure  still  more 
heavily.  This  was  one  element  in  that 
system  of  handicapping  our  own  indus- 
tries for  the  benefit  of  foreigners,  which 
had  already  been  carried  in  this  country 
to  the  verge  of  ruin.  Unless  those  who 
made  large  fortunes  in  connection  with 
foreign  ^ade,  such  as  bankers,  mer- 
chants, and  speculators,  were  made  to 
pay  their  share  of  Imperial  charges,  it 
would  be  impossible  for  our  industries 
to  survive.  He  was  sincerely  thankful 
to  his  hon.  Friend  for  having  introduced 
this  proposal,  and  was  glad  that  it  would 
be  carried  to  a  vote,  so  that  the  country 
might  have  an  opportunity  of  seeing 
who  were  endeavouring  to  serve  ite 
industries,  and  who  were  throwing  them 
over. 

Mb.  STOBEB  contended  that  this 
question  of  the  cost  of  registration  was 
more  a  matter  of  local  wan  Imperial 
concern.  Members  living  in  coimties 
and  boroughs  could  see  that  this  was  an 
opportunity  not  to  be  missed  of  bring- 
ing before  the  Government  the  fact  that 
a  cheek  must  be  placed  upon  the  imposi- 


tion of  more  burdens  on  the  rates,  and 
that  those  burdens  should  be  placed  not 
upon  real  property  alone,  but  also  upon 
personal  property.  It  was  all  very  well 
for  the  Gt>vemment  to  dangle  before  the 
House,  year  after  year,  the  promise  that 
they  should  have  a  Local  Government 
Bill  shortly ;  but  that  Bill  never  came, 
for  either  they  were  engaged  in  a  war, 
or  there  were  rumours  of  war,  or  they 
were  employed  in  evading  war,  or  other 
things,  that  they  had  no  time  for  passing 
such  a  Bill.  He  hoped  the  ratepayers 
would  see  that  their  interests  were  better 
attended  to  in  future  Parliaments  than 
they  had  been  in  the  past,  and  he 
thought  they  would  probably  desire  to 
have  a  different  Government  to  carry 
out  their  wishes.  This  was  the  last 
straw  on  the  camel's  back.  The  agri- 
cultural labourer  was  at  present  the 
victim  of  a  new  tax,  the  education  tax, 
which  ground  many  of  them  to  the  dust, 
and  he  had  no  doubt  it  produced  a  simi- 
lar effect  in  the  boroughs.  And  now 
the  labourer  was  to  have  another  new 
tax  imposed  on  him,  in  the  shape  of  an 
additional  beer  ta^.  He  considered 
that  the  time  had  arrived  when  a  protest 
should  be  made  against  such  a  proceed- 
ing. 

Mb.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  said, 
that  he  disputed  the  statement  of  the 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment that  this  was  an  inopportune  occa- 
sion for  bringing  this  matter  before  the 
House.  If  the  Government  had  ac- 
quainted themselves  with  the  principle 
upon  which  those  who  represented  the 
interests  of  the  ratepayers  invariably 
acted,  they  would  have  known  that 
whenever  local  burdens  were  about  to 
be  increased  by  any  Bill,  they  threw 
themselves  into  the  battle.  The  Under 
Secretary  had  made  what  he  might  call 
an  academical  admission;  he  had  said 
that  the  present  system  of  local  taxation 
was  radically  wrong.  Well,  they  were 
tired  of  academical  admissions  and 
academical  Besolutions  of  the  House. 
Twice  during  the  present  Parliament 
the  House  had  passed  a  general  Eeso- 
lution  that  relief  should  be  given  to  the 
ratepayers;  but  they  had  obtained  no 
relief  at  all.  Now  was  an  opportunity, 
not  for  making  a  profession  of  faith, 
which,  without  works,  was  vain,  but  for 
actually  granting  a  means  of  relief.  By 
that  test  the  sincerity  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  to  be  proved ;  but  the  Under 
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Secretary  declared  that  they  should  wait 
for  a  more  convenient  season,  that  the 
wrong  they  complained  of  was  ''but  a 
little  one/'  and,  availing  himself  of  the 
plea  of  the  old  sinner,  he  excused  him- 
self from  applying  a  permanent  and 
e£Pectual  remedy  on  the  ground  that  it 
was  an  ''old''  wrong.  The  old  and 
sound  foundation  of  their  argument  was 
that  the  incidence  of  taxation  on  land 
and  houses  had  for  a  length  of  years 
been  disproportioned  to  the  incidence  of 
taxation  on  other  classes  of  property. 
By  the  last  Betum  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  placed  on  the  Table  of  the 
House,  the  yearly  expenditure  derived 
from  rates  on  land  and  houses  was 
£50,000,000,  and  thedebt  securedonthat 
property  was  £160,000,000.  Such  figures 
spoke  for  themselves,  and  need^  no 
comment.  How  were  they  to  deal  with 
that  tremendous  sum  total,  which  had 
grown  to  its  present  dimensions  in  the 
present  generation  ?  Why,  by  reducing 
it  in  the  same  way  as  it  had  been  accu- 
mulated, by  degrees.  The  householder 
and  the  freeholder  had  been  overtaxed 
by  burdens  gradually  imposed.  Let 
them  gpradually  reduce  or  remove  them. 
The  townsman,  not  less  than  the  coun- 
tryman ;  the  shopkeeper  and  the  artizan, 
not  less  than  the  farmer ;  the  labourer 
and  the  freeholder  were  tiie  parties  in- 
terested in  that  reform.  By  the  com- 
promise they  had  offered,  the  Govern- 
ment admitted  the  principle  of  their 
contention.  Bnt  was  the  compromise 
a  fair  one?  Ireland  was  to  receive 
£10,000,  England  only  £20,000.  The 
"capable  citizen"  of  England  was  to 
be  registered  at  2d,  a-head,  the  "  capa- 
ble citizen "  of  Lreland  at  bd.  a-head. 
Was  that  fair  ?  Instead  of  £20,000, 
£200,000  was  required  for  England 
alone.  He  would  wish,  however,  to 
say  a  word  not  only  against  the  paltri- 
ness of  the  amount,  but  against  the 
manner  in  which  partial  relief  was  pro- 
posed to  be  granted.  If  a  subvention 
was  to  be  resorted,  let  the  Government 
nve  a  good  round  sum  like  £500,000. 
But  he  objected  altogether  to  subven- 
tions. They  caused  extravagance,  and 
they  tended  towards  a>dual  control.  If, 
as  was  admitted,  the  business  of  regis- 
tration was  an  Imperial  business,  let 
the  Government  take  the  whole  thing 
into  their  own  hands,  let  them  do  it 
wholesale  through  the  agency  of  the 
Local  Gbvemment  Board.     He  would 

Mr.  Stanhy  Zeighton 


say  one  word  in  conclusion,  not  on  the 
relative  incidence  of  rates  and  taxes  on 
one  class  of  property  or  another,  but  on 
the  actual,  visible,  and  notorious  effect 
of  the  increase  of  the  rates  upon  the 
social  condition  of  the  people.  Heavy 
rates  meant  high  rents,  and  high  rents 
meant  the  overcrowding  of  the  dwellings 
of  the  poorest,  and  heavy  rates  meant 
also  diminished  wages,  or,  in  other 
words,  a  smaller  loaf  for  a  hungry 
family. 

Mr.  AOKEES  supported  the  Amend- 
ment, and  said  he  would  not  have  done 
so  had  it  not  embraced  boroughs  as 
well  as  counties,  a  fact  of  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cambridge  (Mr.  W. 
Fowler)  did  not  seem  to  be  aware.  He 
would  read  a  resolution  which  had 
been  passed  that  day  by  the  representa- 
tives of  58  local  Chambers  of  Agricul- 
ture at  a  meeting  of  the  Central  Coun- 
cil. That  resolution  declared  that  tiie 
offer  of  the  Gt)vemment  to  vote  £20,000 
was  altogether  inadequate,  and  there- 
fore the  Council  supported  the  Amend- 
ment now  before  the  House.  Other  re- 
solutions bearing  on  local  taxation  were 
also  passed,  and  would  be  laid  before  the 
House  on  the  discussion  of  the  Budget 
Besolutions.  He  rejoiced  that  lie' 
land  had  been  treated  more  generously, 
he  would  not  say  with  full  justice ;  but 
that  was  no  reason  why  England  ^ould 
not  have  fair  play.  It  was  not  the  ori- 
ginal intention  of  the  Gk)vemment  to 
give  anything  at  all.  The  subvention 
having  been  offered,  the  question  was 
whether  it  was  adequate  or  fair,  and  he 
submitted  thai  it  was  neither.  There 
would  not  be  the  slightest  diffioolty  in 
making  payments  to  overseers  through 
the  Clerks  to  the  Unions.  To  do  that 
would  not  be  giving  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  any  more  trouble  than  they 
had  now.  The  excuse  given  for  not 
attempting  a  pennanent  settlement  of 
this  question  now  was  scarcely  becoming 
in  the  mouth  of  a  Government  who 
could  ask  Parliament  for  £100,000,000; 
a  Government  that  was  equal  to  that 
might  very  well  have  dealt  with  this 
question  of  local  taxation.  It  was  not 
the  power  but  the  will  that  was  wanting. 
The  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  had  stated  that  it  was  impossible 
to  say  what  the  charges  were ;  out  the 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Home  De- 
partment had  no  difficulty  in  stating 
that  they    would  be   £12,500  a-yeu*. 
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That  estimate,  howeyer,  he  believed  to 
be  yery  much  under  the  mark.  It  com- 
prised only  one  portion  of  the  expenses. 
Did  it  not  mean  simply  the  expenses  of 
the  Clerks  of  the  Peace  ?  He  believed 
that  that  was  all  the  hon.  Member 
meant.  If  that  was  all,  it  was  a  small 
proportion  only  of  the  expenses  which 
had  to  be  borne.  The  £20,000  pro- 
mised might  be  better  than  nothing, 
but  it  would  not  stop  agitation.  It 
seemed  to  have  always  been  an  incon- 
venient time  for  the  Gfovemment  to  deal 
with  the  question  of  local  taxation,  and 
the  Parliament  would  expire  while  the 
ratepayers  were  starving.  The  Govern- 
ment wouldhave  to  go  to  the  country  with- 
out one  of  their  pledges  on  this  subject 
being  fulfilled.  Let  the  question  be 
treated,  not  as  a  question  between  town 
and  country,  not  as  a  question  between 
one  dasB  and  another,  but  let  it  be  put 
upon  the  broad  principles  of  equity  and 
justice,  and  then  the  time  might  come 
when,  instead  of  speaking  for  the  future, 
they  might  act  for  the  present. 

CoLONiL  KING^HABMAN  said,  it 
had  been  assumed  that  the  proposed 
subvention  of  £10,000  to  Ireland  was  a 
liberal  one  which  would  be  accepted 
gratefully.  Of  course,  it  was  a  large 
sum  as  compared  with  that  proposed  to 
be  given  to  England ;  but  it  would  not 
be  accepted  as  a  settlement  of  this  ques- 
tion or  as  a  sufficient  relief  to  local 
taxation.  They  were  told  that  it  was 
inconvenient  then  to  bring  the  question 
of  local  taxation  before  the  House ;  but 
it  seemed  to  him  that  every  fair  question 
which  they  on  that  side  brought  forward 
was  inconvenient  to  the  Government 
from  some  cause  or  other,  and  it  was 
exceedingly  difficult  to  find  a  subject 
with  which  to  confront  them  affecting 
local  rates  or  the  welfare  of  the  indus- 
trial classes  which  the  Government  did 
not  attempt  to  shelve  in  favour  of  foreign 
policy,  of  which  during  the  present  Par- 
Uament  they  had  had  more  than  enough. 
The  House  was  told  that  it  was  a  very 
small  sum  of  money  that  was  involved 
in  the  present  case ;  but,  even  if  that 
were  so,  itwas  necessary  that  they  should 
be  wary  and  watchful  to  prevent  any 
addition  being  made  to  the  local  imposts 
that  were  now  crushing  to  the  ground 
not  only  the  rural  population,  but  the 
working  men  of  the  towns. 

Sir  BALDWYN  LEIGHTON  ob- 
served that  the  hoiu  Baronet  the  Mem- 


ber for  South  Devon  had  laid  down  the 
principle  involved  in  that  Motion  very 
simply  and  distinctly.  He  had  shown 
that  the  registration  of  Parliamentary 
voters  was  an  Imperial  matter,  and  that 
it  ought  to  be  paid  for  out  of  Imperial 
funds.  The  charges  connected  with  the 
elections  of  Boards  of  Guardians  or  of 
Town  Councils,  being  local  in  their  cha- 
racter, were  defrayed  out  of  the  rates ; 
but  the  charge  which  the  House  was 
now  discussing  was  properly  a  national 
one,  and  it  ought  not  to  be  thrown  on 
the  local  rates.  If  any  justification  were 
needed,  apart  from  the  importance  of 
the  subject,  for  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Baronet,  it  would  be  found  in  the  speech 
of  the  Under  Secretary  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, who  spoke  for  theGt>vemment. 
For  the  hon.  Gentleman  admitted  frankly 
and  generously  the  g^evous  injustice  of 
this  local  taxation  on  real  property,  and 
he  had  heard  very  different  language 
used  from  that  side  and  from  the  Trea- 
sury Bench,  where  every  sort  of  argu- 
ment had  been  used  to  put  aside  the 
settlement  of  the  question.  But  when 
the  Under  Home  Secretary  went  into 
facts  and  figures — ^he  hoped  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  excuse  him  for  saying 
that  he  seemed  to  get  beyond  his  depth, 
for  he  told  the  House  that  in  purely 
rural  places  the  amount  was  only 
£2,000,000,  and  had  increased  by  only 
£500,000  in  10  years.  Well,  that  was  25 
per  cent.  But  did  the  hon.  Gentleman 
know  how  many  purely  rural  Unions 
there  were  in  ]^^and  that  were  un- 
mixed with  urban  districts  ?  Why,  not 
more  than  about  one  quarter  of  the 
whole  number,  those  being  where  the 
assessment  was  the  lowest.  Therefore, 
like  many  others,  he  had  given  these 
statistics  without  the  practical  know- 
ledge, and  naturally  he  had  been  mis- 
led. Then  he  said — '^  But  in  urban  dis- 
tricts the  rates  are  sometimes  7«.  in  the 
pound,  whereas  in  rural  places  they  are 
seldom  half  that.''  Why,  they  never 
contended  that  this  was  a  rural  question. 
They  had  uniformly  insisted  that  the 
town  ratepayer  was  equally  taxed  un- 
justly and  grievously ;  but,  whereas  the 
town  ratepayer  was  paying  on  one-sixth 
of  his  income,  the  farmer  was  assessed 
at  double,  and  that  was  where  it  fell  so 
heavily  on  him.  Then  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  if  a  poor  man  bought  a  penny- 
worth of  tea  he  had  to  pay  half  that  in 
taxation.     That  was  a  mistake.     He 
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only  paid  a  farthingi  or  one  quarter,  in 
taxes,  as  the  tax  on  tea  was  ^d.  in  the 
lib.  Bat  the  point  immediately  be- 
fore the  House  was  the  injustice  of 
charging  an  Imperial  purpose  on  the 
local  rate.  K  this  were  for  local  or 
municipal  purposes  it  would  be  different. 
It  was  the  principle  they  were  contend- 
ing for  that  night,  not  the  amount,  and 
just  let  the  House  consider  the  tendency 
of  these  things.  For  years,  until  the 
question  was  taken  up  in  this  House,  it 
was  the  custom  of  Chancellors  of  the 
Exchequer  to  lighten  their  Budgets  by 
throwing  charges  on  the  rates.  He 
remembered,  for  instance,  in  his  own 
county  an  attempt  of  the  Cbvemment 
to  charge  Militia  infirmaries  on  the 
rates,  and  when  it  was  successfully  re- 
sisted the  answer  was  that  they  had  in- 
duced other  counties  to  do  so.  If  they 
allowed  this  additional  sum  to  be  im- 
posed upon  them  now,  they  would  have 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  some  two  or  three  years  hence 
pointing  to  what  they  had  sanctioned  in 
that  case,  and  making  it  a  precedent  for 
further  action  in  the  same  direction.  It 
was,  moreover,  very  impolitic  to  leave 
the  question  of  local  taxation  unsettled. 
He  did  not  know  if  such  a  course  as 
deliberately  disregarding  a  vote  of  the 
House  on  this  question,  as  the  Govern- 
ment had  done,  was  unconstitutional  and 
unparalleled ;  but  he  was  certain  it  was 
very  inconvenient  for  any  Government, 
and  they  would  probably  find  it  so,  in 
getting  the  fag  end  of  the  Session  turned 
into  a  local  taxation  debate.  Such  Bills 
as  this  would  be  disturbed  and  aggra- 
vated by  the  question.  Such  questions 
as  the  Budget  would  be  disturbed,  or 
perhaps  upset  by  it ;  and  such  questions 
as  police  superannuation  would  probably 
be  dropped  altogether  on  this  account, 
as  the  Eivers  Conservancy  Bill  had 
been.  Ministers  told  them  they  were 
going  to  give  them  a  Local  Government 
Bill,  when  matters  of  that  kind  would 
be  settled ;  but  the  House  might  have 
to  wait  four  or  five  years  looger  before 
such  a  promise  was  fnl611ed,  and  mean- 
while the  oppressive  burden  of  local 
taxation  would  be  continued,  and  pro- 
bably increased.  Last  year  a  Govern- 
ment of  London  Bill  was  brought  in 
which  was  to  be  the  basis  for  county 
government,  and  the  whole  question  of 
relief  to  local  taxation  was  sedulously 
and  deliberately  excluded  from  the  pro- 

Sir  BiMwyn  Leighton 


visions  of  that  Bill.  How  could  they  be- 
lieve in  the  sincerity  of  the  Government 
after  that  ?  Then  they  were  told  by  a 
Cabinet  Minister  of  a  plan  for  creating 
large  Provincial  Building  Societies,  and 
that  was  to  take  the  place  of  giving  the 
ratepayers  representation  on  the  County 
Bowl.  And  that  was  the  way  they 
were  put  off.  The  House  and  the  Go- 
vernment must  not  be  surprised  if  they 
found  themselves  now  beset  by  this 
question,  nor  if  the  forecast  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Liskeard  (Mr.  Courtney) 
came  true,  and  they  found  this  question 
settling  for  them  some  of  the  elections 
next  autumn. 

Mb.  GBEGORY  said,  he  thought  that 
in  the  discussion  which  had  taken  place 
upon  this  subject  the  real  question  had 
been  lost  sight  of.  This  was  not  exactly 
a  question  of  local  taxation,  but  a  ques- 
tion whether  the  cost  of  registration 
should  be  thrown  upon  local  funds.  It 
was  a  question  of  national,  and  not  of  local 
concern.  In  the  great  Eeform  Bill  of 
1832  provision  was  made  for  the  revision 
of  voters'  list  by  Revising  Barristers  and 
their  payment  by  the  House;  but  no 
provision  was  made  for  the  overseer, 
who  in  connection  with  electoral  lists 
had  very  important  work  to  do  in  con- 
nection with  the  Revising  Barrister,  and, 
in  fact,  had  to  act  as  his  assistant.  The 
overseers  made  the  returns  to  the  Revising 
Barristers  upon  which  the  electorate 
was  founded,  and  surely  the  preparation 
of  these  returns  was  a  matter  of  national 
concern.  Many  hon.  Gentlemen  had,  no 
doubt,  mounted  to-night  the  hobby  of 
local  taxation,  which  was  a  very  good 
one  on  the  proper  occasion.  Local  taxation 
was  a  fair  topic  for  discussion  and  consi- 
deration indeed.  It  had  been  admitted 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton 
(Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  that  local  taxation 
was  at  present  on  a  very  unsatisfactory 
footing.  He  (Mr.  Gregory),  however, 
considered  that  the  present  question  was 
one  which  should  be  treated  upon  the 
larger  and  broader  ground ;  it  was  a 
matter  involving  Constitutional  prin- 
ciples and  election  of  Representatives  to 
Parliament,  and  it  was,  therefore,  a  mat- 
ter for  Imperial  consideration.  On  that 
ground  he  would  venture  to  support  the 
Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend.  He  thought 
that,  in  his  able  speech,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wolverhampton  had  underrated 
the  duties  and  responsibilitieB  which 
were  thrown  upon  the  overseers  by  the 
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Begistration  Bill.  It  had  been  said  that 
in  making  out  the  new  lists  all  that  the 
overseer  would  have  to  do  would  be  to 
turn  to  his  Begisters.  But  that  was  by 
no  means  all  that  he  would  have  to  do, 
because  he  would  in  many  cases  have 
not  only  to  see  who  was  already  re- 
gistered, but  who  was  the  occupier  in  pos- 
session to  be  brought  upon  the  Begister. 
The  questions  of  the  lodger  and  service 
franchise,  again,  could  not  be  settled  by 
merely  looking  at  the  Begister;  the 
overseer  would  have  to  make  inquiries 
as  to  who  were  entitled  to  vote.  In 
rural  districts  there  would  be  many 
houses  rated  to  the  farmer,  but  occupied 
by  his  servants,  and  all  this  would  have 
to  be  found  out  by  the  overseer.  It 
was,  however,  upon  the  larger  Constitu- 
tional questions  that  he  proposed  to  sup- 
nort  this  Motion. 

*  Mb.  LYULPH  STANLEY  main- 
tained that  in  the  case  of  both  the 
lodger  and  the  service  franchise  claims 
must  be  made  by  the  persons  who  wished 
to  be  put  upon  the  Begister ;  and,  there- 
fore, it  was  not  the  case  that  the  over- 
seer would  have  to  ransack  the  whole  of 
his  parish.  He  thought  that  the  poli- 
tical activity  of  the  people  themselves 
would  be  amply  sui&cient  for  this.  Hon. 
Members  opposite  had  always  prided 
themselves  upon  being  opposed  to  cen- 
tralization in  matters  of  local  govern- 
ment. There  was  a  serious  danger  in- 
volved in  putting  these  expenses  upon 
the  Imperial  Exchequer.  Those  who 
had  to  pay  the  money  must  finally  have 
the  appointment  of  those  who  were 
paid;  and  if  they  gave  effect  to  this  Be- 
Bolution  they  must  recognize  that  the 
appointment  of  these  officers  must  come 
into  the  hands  of  the  Central  Authority. 
The  appointment  of  the  overseer,  and, 
where  necessary,  of  an  assistant  over- 
seer, was  now  in  the  hands  of  the  rate- 
payers in  vestry,  and  in  many  parts  of 
the  counties  the  people  clung  to  this 
right,  and  considered  it  a  matter  of  the 
greatest  importance.  They  made  it  a 
matter  of  local  Party  contests  and  Party 
interest.  If  they  were  now  going  to 
place  the  charge  on  the  national  taxes 
they  were  putting  it  in  the  hands  of 
the  central  political  government;  and 
he  thought  that  it  was  unwise  that  this 
matter  should  be  put  in  the  hands  of 
officers  who  were  to  be  appointed  as 
well  as  dismissed  by  the  Central  Autho- 
rity.   That  was  not  his  idea  of  local 

YOL.  COXOYII.    [third  sbbies.] 


self-government.  In  the  case  of  prisons 
and  police,  where  hon.  Members  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  had  clamoured 
for  State  aid,  State  control  and  State 
regulation  had  followed.  With  regard 
to  the  question  of  trying  to  shift  the 
burdens  from  the  ratepayer,  he  entirely 
sympathized  with  those  who  thought 
that  the  present  area  of  taxable  pro- 
perty was  not  wide  enough  for  local 
purposes,  and  he  would  be  glad  to  see  it 
extended.  There  was  a  strong  dejno- 
cratic  movement  in  favour  of  increasing 
taxation  on  land.  Those  who  were  in 
favour  of  the  Amendment  had  treated 
the  question  as  an  occupiers'  question^ 
and  not  as  an  owners'  question.  But 
they  would  lose  a  great  deal  of  popu- 
larity with  the  farmers  if  they  adopted 
that  tone  in  the  country,  and  would  only 
tend  to  increase  the  feeling  which  was 
growing  up  in  favour  of  reviving  the 
old  Land  Tax  of  4«.  in  the  pound. 

Mb.  GBANTHAM  said,  he  must  pro- 
test against  the  idea  that  land  was  not 
sufficiently  taxed  already.  There  was 
no  class  in  the  country  which  had  felt 
the  increase  of  local  burdens  more  than 
the  landowners.  If  some  of  the  Gentle- 
men opposite  were  to  invest  their  money 
in  land  they  would  soon  change  their 
tone.  Burdens  ought  to  be  fairly  dis- 
tributed among  owners  of  property  of 
all  kinds,  and  an  undue  proportion 
ought  not  to  be  laid  on  the  shoulders  of 
landowners,  as  would  be  the  case  if  the 
Amendment  were  not  carried. 

Mr.  hicks  said,  he  failed  to  dis- 
cover that  any  valid  reasons  had  been 
adduced  by  the  Government  or  their 
supporters  for  resisting  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet's proposal,  especially  as  no  de- 
mand was  made  for  the  reduction  of 
taxation.  Had  the  proposal  included 
such  a  demand  there  would  be  some 
force  in  the  arguments  of  hon.  Members 
opposite ;  but  such  was  not  the  case — 
they  were  simply  resisting  an  increase 
of  local  burdens.  In  1883,  31  Members 
opposite  who  had  voted  with  the  Go- 
vernment afterwards  petitioned  in  the 
same  sense  as  the  Amendment.  If  he 
was  not  mistaken,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Great  Grimsby  (Mr.  Heneage)  was 
among  them.  From  the  first  time  he 
had  attended  meetings  of  the  Central 
Chamber  of  Agriculture  this  question 
had  been  a  subject  which  engaged  their 
attention.  He  had  contended  that  it 
had  been  not  only  a  question  for  coun- 
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ties,  but  for  boroughs  also,  and  not  for 
ratepayers  in  England  only,  but  for  the 
whole  of  the  United  Kingdom.  He 
hoped  that  hon.  Members  would,  re- 
gardless of  Party,  vote  against  the  pro- 
posed increase  to  the  local  burdens  not 
only  of  England,  but  of  the  United 
Kingdom  at  large. 

Mr.  p.  a.  MUNTZ  said,  that  hon. 
Members  had  heard  many  statements 
which  were  intended  to  lead  the  House 
to  believe  that  the  Opposition  only  re- 
cognized the  agricultural  interests  of 
the  country,  and  that  the  landed  in- 
terests paid  scarcely  any  taxes.  He 
could  but  attribute  those  statements  to 
an  absence  of  knowledge  on  the  part  of 
Gentlemen  who  had  used  them.  He 
contended  that  agriculture  was  more 
highW  taxed  than  any  other  industry  in 
the  Kingdom.  There  were  great  quan- 
tities of  land  which  were  wholly  unpro- 
ductive, but  upon  which  the  taxation, 
amounting  to  3  per  cent,  was  levied. 
That  was  a  hardship  to  which  the  manu- 
facturing interest  of  the  country  would 
not  be  willing  to  submit.  The  question 
was  whether  they  should  permit  any 
increase  of  burdens  already  too  heavy. 
As  for  himself,  he  was  glad  to  support 
the  reduction  of  local  taxation  as  far  as 
possible.  He  had  the  greatest  sympathy 
with  all  local  taxpayers,  whether  they 
were  in  the  boroughs  or  in  the  agricul- 
tural districts ;  and  hon.  Members  might 
rely  upon  it  that  in  the  coming  elections 
this  question  would  have  a  very  im- 
portant bearing  upon  the  results. 

Mr.  DIXON-HAKTLAND  said,  he 
wished  to  caU  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  a  form  which  had  been  received 
by  the  inhabitants  of  St.  George's  Han- 
over Square,  but  which  no  one  could 
understand.  It  was  stated  on  the  form 
that  those  failing  to  fill  it  up  would  be 
liable,  under  the  Hepresentation  of  the 
People  Act,  to  a  fine  of  40«.  In  the 
House  itself  he  had  not  been  able  to 
find  a  single  Gentleman  who  knew  how 
the  form  was  to  be  filled  up ;  and  he, 
therefore,  asked  how  were  the  people  to 
whom  it  was  addressed  to  know  what 
to  do? 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH 
said,  he  thought  it  strange  that  they 
had  had  no  expression  of  opinion  on 
this  subject  from  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  President  of  the  Local  Gk>- 
vernment  Board  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke). 
They  had  heard  a  very    able  speech 

Mr.  Kicks 


from  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler),  who,  he  was 
sure,  every  Member  of  the  House  would 
congratulate  upon  having  a  seat  on  the 
Ministerial  Bench.  But  he  did  not 
think  that  the  Office  held  by  the  hon. 
Member  enabled  him  to  speak  with  suf- 
ficient authority  on  behalf  of  the  Go- 
vernment proposal.  This  question  had 
been  discussed  in  a  very  different  frame 
of  mind  from  that  in  which  it  was  dis- 
cussed upon  the  Irish  Begistration  Bill 
the  other  night,  when  the  Prime  Minister 
appeared  to  elevate  it  to  the  highest  re- 
gions of  Constitutional  importance,  ap- 
pealing to  hon.  Members,  as  guardians  of 
the  Constitution,  to  aid  the  Government 
in  resisting  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Gal  way .  The  right  hon .  Gen- 
tleman said  that  proposal  was  one  which 
would  lead  to  the  corruption  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  that  it  was  illegitimate 
in  principle;  but  this  evening  all  that 
had  been  forgotten,  and  the  Gt)vemment 
had  accepted  the  principle  that  some 
of  the  registration  expenses  should  be 
defrayed  by  the  Treasury.  They  had, 
therefore,  to  discuss,  not  a  great  ques- 
tion of  Constitutional  principle,  but 
whether  the  proposal  of  the  Government 
on  this  matter  was,  as  it  had  been 
stated  to  be  by  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State,  a  fair  and  adequate  proposition 
for  the  settlement  of  this  question. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  told  them  that 
they  were  contending  about  a  sum  no 
larger  than  one-tenth  of  a  farthing  in 
the  pound  upon  the  assessment  of  the 
county  ratepayers  in  England.  Was 
that,  he  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach) 
asked,  a  fair  and  adequate  proposition 
for  the  settlement  of  this  matter  as  far 
as  England  was  concerned?  Upon  the 
first  blush  of  the  case  it  was  not,  because, 
whereas  the  Government  intended  to 
grant  £10,000  to  Ireland,  they  only  pro- 
posed to  give  £20,000  towards  the  same 
kind  of  expenditure  in  England,  in  spite 
of  the  enormous  excess  of  work  to  be 
done  owing  to  the  larger  population. 
He  did  not  say  that  £10,000  was  enough 
for  Ireland;  but  he  did  say  that  if  it 
was  not  more  than  enough,  £20,000 
could  not  be  a  fair  and  adequate  propor- 
tion in  England.  His  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  East  Sussex  (Mr.  Gregory) 
had  explained  that  under  the  provi- 
sions of  this  Registration  Bill,  coupled 
with  those  of  the  Franchise  Act,  a  very 
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large  amount  of  extra  work  must  neces- 
sarily be  thrown  upon  the  overseers  and 
assistant  overseers,  for  which  work  it  was 
only  just  and  fair  they  should  receive 
adequate  compensation.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
Ternment  Board  suggested  the  other 
evening  that  it  was  impossible  to  give 
that  compensation,  because  the  remune- 
ration of  the  officials  for  this  work  was 
mixed  up  with  other  kinds  of  payments 
for  the  preparation  of  jury  lists  and 
other  matters,  and  one  class  of  payment 
could  not  be  separated  from  another. 
He  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  wished 
to  point  out  that  in  every  Local  G-overn- 
ment  Board  Beport  there  was  a  heading 
setting  out  what  the  registration  expen- 
diture amounted  to  for  the  whole  King- 
dom during  the  year.  That  Return  was 
composed  of  certain  items,  and  it  would 
be  perfectly  possible  for  those  who 
sent  the  items  in  to  state  what  would 
be  a  fair  charge  to  make  for  this  regis- 
tration work.  He  did  not  think,  with 
some  hon.  Members,  that  the  payment 
out  of  national  sources  for  regis- 
tration work  would  interfere  with  the 
independence  of  the  officials.  He  sub- 
mitted that  the  proposal  of  the  Qovern- 
ment  was  neither  fair  nor  adequate,  and 
he  was  astonished  that  it  merely  applied 
to  Clerks  of  the  Peace  in  counties,  and 
gave  nothing  whatever  from  national 
sources  for  boroughs  in  respect  of  simi- 
lar work  to  that  done  in  the  counties. 
What  he  thought  one  of  the  best  parts  of 
the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  was  this — 
that  he  looked  at  this  question  fairly  as 
regards  both  boroughs  and  counties. 
That  raised  the  question  whether  the 
whole  of  the  expenditure,  or  only  the  in- 
creased expenditure  which  was  thrown 
on  the  rates  by  the  registration  of  this 
year,  was  to  be  borne  by  the  Treasury  ? 
He  was  not  contented  with  the  argument 
that  this  expense  had  always  been  on  the 
rates,  as  he  believed  it  had  been  thrown 
on  the  rates  from  the  carelessness  or 
idleness  of  the  House  of  Commons  of 
the  day.  It  had  been  stated  that  the 
Government  were  following  the  prin- 
ciple adopted  in  1 867 .  He  did  not  think 
it  necessary  to  go  back  upon  that  time. 
He  was  not  one  of  those  who  were  re- 
sponsible for  the  Act  of  1867,  as  he  had 
only  then  the  responsibility  of  a  private 
Member.  But  if  an  injustice  were  done 
in  1867,  that  was  no  reason  why  it 
should  be  repeated  now.    It  seemed  to 


him  that  the  payments  in  respect  of 
registration  ought  in  justice  to  be  made 
a  national  charge,  and  not  a  local  one. 
He  did  not  know  whether  they  would 
be  told  that  they  ought  not  to  raise  so 
large  a  question  on  this  Bill,  which 
only  professed  to  apply  the  existing 
Begistration  Law  to  those  who  were 
entitled  to  the  franchise  under  the  Act 
recently  passed.  It  should  be  borne  in 
mind,  however,  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment had  not  scrupled  to  deal  in 
the  Irish  Begistration  Bill  with  a 
matter  of  at  least  as  great  importance. 
The  point  of  difference  was  not  a  very 
large  one  as  between  Her  Majesty's 
Government  and  those  who  sat  on  that 
side  of  the  House.  The  principle  was 
conceded  to  them,  for  the  Government 
had  agreed  that  a  certain  portion  of 
these  expenses  should  no  longer  be 
charged  upon  the  rates.  When  that 
principle  was  conceded,  the  question  of 
how  much  was  merely  a  minor  affair. 
Their  contention  was  that  the  registra- 
tion of  voters  who  were  to  return  Mem- 
bers to  that  House,  being,  as  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  East  Sussex 
said,  a  national  affair,  the  expenditure 
for  it  ought  to  be  paid  for  from  na- 
tional sources.  They  asked  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  deal  justly  and 
fairly  with  this  question.  They  did  not 
ask  the  Government  to  give  them  a 
shilling  more  in  England  in  proportion 
to  the  work  to  be  done  than  it  was  pro- 
posed to  give  in  other  parts  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  He  hoped  they 
w6uld  not  hear  from  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  a  repetition  of  some 
words  which  f  ellf  rom  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  to 
the  effect  that  if  this  Amendment  were 
carried  it  would  destroy  the  Begistration 
Bill.  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
not  paid  such  attention  to  the  votes  of 
the  House  on  questions  of  local  taxation 
as  to  lead  them  to  believe  that  they 
would  take  such  an  exaggerated  view  of 
the  carrying  of  an  Amendment  of  this 
kind.  He  trusted  that  if  the  Amend- 
ment were  carried  the  Government  would 
postpone  further  proceeding  with  the 
Bill  until  they  had  reconsidered  the 
matter;  and  that,  after  having  recon- 
sidered it  in  a  spirit  of  fairness,  they 
would  inform  the  House  that  they  were 
prepared  to  accede  to  the  Vote  which 
had  been  given,  and  to  pay  from  na- 
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tional  sources  that  which  was  justly  a 
national  charge. 

SiE  OHAKLES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
would  admit  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
opposite  (Bir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  that 
this  Amendment  was  one  which  was  to 
be  expected,  and  that  the  debate  which 
had  taken  place  upon  it  was  one  which 
they  might  reasonably  think  hon.  G-en- 
tlemen    opposite,   with    their    opinions 
upon  this  subject,  would  raise  on  a  Bill 
of   this  kind.      He  would  go  further, 
and  would  thank  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  for  having  given  them,  in  Com- 
mittee on  this  Bill,  Notice  that  they 
intended  to  raise  the  question.    The 
Amendment,  however  much  it  might  be 
regretted  by  those  who  did  not  agree 
with  the  views  of  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site, was,  he  admitted,  one  which  it  was 
quite  fair  for  them  to  bring  forward. 
He  knew  that  there  was  no  desire  on 
the  part  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to 
obstruct  the  Bill;   but  if  he  excepted 
the  speech  of  the  lion.  Member  for  East 
Sussex  (Mr.  Gregory),  he  must  say  that, 
in  his  opinion,  a  great  deal  of  the  de- 
bate had  been  of  a  thoroughly  discur- 
sive kind.    Indeed,  much  of  it  had  been 
in  the  nature  of  a  reconnaissance  in  force 
on  the  Customs  and  Inland  Bevenue 
Bill,  just  as  if  some  hon.  Members  had 
been  rehearsing  in  advance  the  speeches 
they  intended  to  deliver  in  the  course  of 
a  few  weeks'  time  on  the  proposals  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.    The 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was, 
however,  of  a  dififerent  kind,  as  he  had 
dealt  closely  with  the  subject.      The 
right  hon.  Baronet  complained  that  the 
Government  had  treated  Ireland  on  a 
different  system  and  in  a  more  liberal 
manner  than  they  were  treating  Eng- 
land.   But,  as  the  right  hon.  Baromet 
was  aware,  Ireland  possessed  a  wholly 
different  system  of  registration  to  that 
which  existed  in  England ;  and  it  was 
impossible  to  apply,  in  the  case  of  Ire- 
land, the  same  proposals  that  were  ap- 
plicable in  the  case  of  England  and 
Scotland,  though  they  greatly  desired 
to  do  BO.    However,  he  might  point  out 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that,  in 
1868,    the    Conservative     Government 
made  a  proposal  with  regard  to  Ireland, 
and  gave  money  for  registration  pur- 
poses in  that  country,  while  they  made 
no    proposal    whatever    in    regard   to 
England  and  Scotland.    Therefore,  he 
thought  it  hardly  lay  in  the  mouth  of  I 
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the    right   hon.    Gentleman    and    his 
Friends  to  reproach    the   Gt>vernment 
with  treating  Ireland  more  favourably 
than  they   had   treated  England   and 
Scotland.     At  the  same  time,  when  that 
matter  of  greater  favour  being  shown  to 
Ireland  was  mentioned,  he  might  ob- 
serve that  no  speaker  had  reminded  the 
House  how  very  large  the  increase  of 
voters   in   Ireland   was.     It  was  even 
greater  in  the  Irish  boroughs  than  it 
was  in  the  Irish  counties.    To  estimate 
the  total  increase  of  the  voters  in  Ire- 
land was  rather  difficult,  but  it  would 
certainly  be  over  500,000  ;  and  that  was 
a  consideration  which  ought  not  to  be 
lost  sight  of  in  the  comparison  which 
hon.  Members  opposite  had  instituted. 
The  consideration  of  the  Irish  case  from 
the  Government  point  of  view  led  them 
to  the  result  which  they  had  arrived  at, 
and    which    hon.    Gentlemen  opposite 
failed  somewhat  to   appreciate.     They 
had  to  look  to  the  fact,   in  the   first 
place,  that    additional  labour  and  the 
additional  charge  would  be  caused  in 
the  course  of  the  present  year  by  the 
Bills  now  before  Parliament.     In  the 
case  of  Ireland,  there  was  no  doubt  that 
additional  labour  would  be  caused,  and 
additional  charge  occasioned.  He  thought 
that  the  language  of  the   right  hon. 
Baronet  was  a  litUe  strong  in  relation  to 
his  political  Friends  beside  him,  when 
he  spoke  of  the  apathy,  and  used  similar 
epitnets  respecting  the  conduct  of  Par- 
liament in  1867  and   1868.     In  those 
years  an  enormous  increase  was  made 
to  the  cost  of  registration ;  and  the  right 
hon.  Baronet's  political  Friends  made 
no  grant  whatever  for    the    increased 
charge  occasioned  in  respect  of  registra- 
tion in  England  or  Scotland — the  only 
thing  they   did  was  to   give  a  grant 
of  some  £5,000  or  £6,000  to  meet  the 
additional  cost  of  regish'ation  in  Ireland. 
That  was  a  fact  they  were  bound  to 
comment  upon  and  to  remind  the  House 
of.    The  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
South  Devon  (Sir  Massey  Lopes)  was 
very  wrath  with  the  Government  of  that 
day  for  its  neglect,  although,  to  some 
extent,  he  was  a  sharer  in  that  neglect, 
as  he  had  a  seat  in  the  House.     So 
great  was  the  increase  in   1868   as  to 
double  the  charge  for  registration,  yet 
no  contribution  was    made  except    to 
Ireland,  and  that  only  of  a  temporary 
character.    It  was  now  said  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  was  repeating  the 
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injustice  committed  against  the  boroughs 
in  1868.  But  the  proposals  now  made 
involved  no  increase  in  the  expenditure 
in  boroughs,  the  increased  expenditure 
was  only  in  counties ;  while,  on  the  other 
hand,  in  1868  there  was  a  large  increase 
in  the  expenses  of  registration  in  bo- 
roughs. The  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  South  Devon,  as  well  as  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  who  had  just  sat  down, 
had  argued  that  registration  was  a 
national  question  and  not  a  local  ques- 
tion, and  ought  to  be  dealt  with  entirely 
out  of  national  funds.  For  his  part,  he 
(Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  had  never  been 
able  to  see  how  hon.  Members  opposite 
drew  the  line  between  what  they  called 
''  national "  and  what  they  called 
'*  local "  charges.  He  had  heard  nearly 
every  charge  called  *'  national "  which 
at  the  present  time  pressed  upon  the 
rates.  That  description  applied  to 
highways,  to  poor  rates,  and  other 
charges  of  a  like  character;  and  he 
failed  to  see  what  were  local  charges  in 
the  opinion  of  hon.  Members  opposite. 
He  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oldham  (Mr.  Lyulph  Stanley)  that  it 
was  impossible  for  the  State  to  take 
upon  itself  all  these  charges  they  called 
national,  without  entirely  breaking 
down  the  fabric  of  local  self-govern- 
ment of  which  they  were  so  proud.  He 
would  not  discuss  this  part  of  the  ques- 
tion further,  but  would  only  ask  hon. 
Members  belonging  to  the  Conservative 
and  Constitutional  Party  whether  it 
was  not  an  old  Constitutional  doctrine 
that  the  return  of  Members  was  a  local 
question,  and  whether  the  history  of 
representation  of  communities  in  Parlia- 
ment did  not  show  that  throughout  the 
history  of  this  country  representation 
had  been  looked  upon  and  treated  as  a 
local  matter,  so  much  so,  indeed,  that  in 
former  times  Members  were  paid  wages 
by  their  several  constituencies?  The 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  South 
Devon  had  proposed,  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Leicestershire  (Mr. 
Pell),  who  spoke  with  so  much  know- 
ledge and  authority  on  this  question, 
had  seconded,  the  proposal,  now  made 
for  the  first  time,  that  the  whole  charge 
of  registration  should  bo  borne  by  the 
State,  and  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  East  Gloucestershire  had 
now  given  his  countenance  to  that  pro- 
posal. He  (Sir  Charles  W.  Di&e) 
thought  he  was  right  in  saying  that  was 


the  first  time  that  that  proposal  had 
been  brought  before  the  House  in  a 
formal  shape.  It  had  been  contended 
that  the  proposal  made  by  the  Govern- 
ment to  give  a  subvention  conceded  the 
principle  for  which  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site contended  ;  but  that  arg^ument  told 
both  ways,  and  the  hon.  Baronet  should 
be  satisfied  with  the  victory  he  had 
gained,  and  that,  for  the  first  time. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  was  pro- 
posing to  make  any  contribution  by  the 
State  towards  the  expenses  of  local 
registration  in  England  and  Scotland. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  made  the 
proposal,  vainly  thinking  that  it  would 
meet  the  views  of  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site; but,  unfortunately,  it  had  been 
rejected  with  something  like  scorn.  He 
should  have  thought  that  the  hon. 
Baronet  would  have  been  satisfied  that 
the  principle  for  which  he  contended 
had  been,  to  a  certain  extent,  conceded, 
although  in  a  temporary  manner,  and 
that  he  would  have  contented  himself 
to  treat  it  as  a  precedent  on  which  to. 
base  similar  proposals  on  a  future  ooca- 
sion.  Very  wide  questions  had  been 
raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Preston 
(Mr.  Ecroyd),*who  had  argued  with  very 
great  ability  that  the  charges  on  locid 
rates  ought  not  to  fall  upon  one  de- 
scription of  property  only.  He  (Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke)  could  only  say  that, 
on  that  side  of  the  House,  they  also 
agreed  in  that  view.  They  had  dis- 
tinctly stated  that  they  agreed  that 
there  should  be  a  division  of  these 
charges,  and  that  the  tax  ought  not  to 
fall  upon  one  description  of  property 
alone ;  and  there  was  not,  therefore,  any 
difference  of  opinion  between  the  two 
sides  of  the  House  on  that  question. 
But  hon.  Members  said  that  they  had 
never  been  able  to  introduce  Bills  to 
give  effect  to  these  principles.  He  would 
only  say  that,  in  their  opinion,  if  legis- 
lation were  now  allowed  to  progress  at 
the  same  rate  as  legislation  did  in  1869, 
1870,  and  1872,  those  Bills  would  have 
passed  into  law  a  long  time  ago.  The 
House  was  aware  that  the  Government 
had  actually  framed,  and  put  into  shape, 
a  Bill  embodying  their  proposals  on  the 
subject;  but  it  was  a  Bill  of  such 
magnitude  that,  in  their  opinion,  at  the 
present  rate  of  progress  it  would  take  a 
whole  Session  to  pass  the  Bill.  How 
the  last  three  Sessions  had  been  con- 
sumed the  House  was  aware,  and  it  was 
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uzmeceBsary  for    bim  to   speak.     The 
hoQ.  Member  for  Nortb  Sbropsbire  (Mr. 
Stanley  Leigbton)  bad  told  tbem  that  in 
lieu  of  a  Bill  the  Government  might 
grant  a  subyention  of  £500,000  until 
they  were  able  to   introduce  the  Bill. 
He  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  was  bound 
to  say  that  the  knowledge  they  hitherto 
gained  of  the  effect  of  subventions  in 
swelling  and  augmenting  local  charges 
did  not  make  them  regard  subventions 
with  any  favour.     He  could  not  conceive 
any  practice  more  calculated  to   swell 
the  amount  of  local  charges  than  the 
assumption  of  them  all  by  the  State. 
If  that  proposal  were  accepted,  and  if 
all  these  charges  were  assumed  by  the 
State,  they  would  grow  in  a  very  short 
time  to  the  large  sum  which  had  been 
mentioned  by  the  hon.  Baronet  opposite 
(Sir  Massey  Lopes).     The  right  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  said 
that  the  proposal  made  did  not  meet  the 
case  of   the  overseers'    expenses.     In 
making  that  statement,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  only  followed  the  words  of  his 
statement.     He  said  that  the  G-ovem- 
ment  proposed  to  contribute  something 
approaching  to  the  whole  county  cost 
which  was  incurred  by  a  small  number 
of   officers    easily  known   and   got  at. 
These  officers  were  accustomed  to  render 
accounts ;  and  it  was  towards  their  ex- 
penses it  was  proposed  to  contribute  a 
sum  very  considerably  exceeding  what 
those  expenses  had  been  hitherto,  and 
falling  not  far  short  of  what  they  would 
reach    in   the    future.     As   he    stated 
yesterday,  the  Eetums  of  the  expendi- 
ture lumped  together  the  expenses  of 
Parliamentary  registration  and  munici- 
pal   registration,    and  the  printing  of 
jury  lists,  and  it  was  exceedingly  difficult 
to  separate  these  items.     Up   to  that 
time  he  had  found  the  difficulty  insuper- 
able.    Passing  that  by,  the  main  posi- 
tion of  the  Government  was,  that  they 
could  not  be  parties  in  the  last  year  of 
this  Parliament  to  propose  to  take  the 
whole  charge    of   registration   on   the 
State  as  a  permanent  charge.     There- 
fore, they  could  not  accept  the  proposal 
now  made.     If  they  were  to  make  a 
temporary  proposal  now  with  regard  to 
overseers,  it  was   his  belief    that   the 
acceptance  of  this  proposal  would  plunge 
the  State  in  a  very  large  expenditure 
indeed,  and  that  the  proposal  was  one 
which  was  almost,  if  not  entirely,  un- 
workable.    There  were  between  700  and 
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800  parishes  in  which  there  were  hardly 
any  voters  at  all,  the  numbers  varying 
from  one  to  five.    There  were  between 
1,100  and  1,200  parishes  in  which  there 
were  from  6  to  15  voters.    Thwe  were 
between  2,000   and  3,000  parishes  in 
which  there  were  from  15  to  25  voters. 
There  were  between  4,000  and  5,000 
sets  of  overseers  who  would  have  each 
of  them  to   deal  with  fewer  than   25 
voters.     There  were  16,000  sets  of  over- 
seers   in  all.     In    a  vast    number  of 
parishes  it  would  be  necessary  to  deal 
with  these  sets  of  overseers  in  respect  of 
a  small  number  of  names  and  absurdly 
trifling  sums.     Consider  what  would  be 
the  cost  and  trouble  attending  that  pro- 
ceeding.   At  present  the  expenses  were 
certified  by  Bevising  Barristers  who,  in 
many  cases,  had  insufficient  data  to  go 
upon.     There  was  uniform  system  of 
certifying    that   expenditure,    and    the 
methods  varied  in  an  extraordinary  de- 
gree.   Any  attempt  to  make  direct  pay- 
ment to  the  15,000  or   16,000  sets  of 
people  would  involve  enormous  labour. 
They  would  have  to  be  paid  by  means 
of  orders  on  the  Postmaster  General. 
Many  of  them  kept  no  banking  account, 
and  they  would  have  to  get  their  orders 
paid  through  a   banker  or  directly  in 
London.      It  had  been  said  that  they 
might  be  paid  by  ordinary  Post  Office 
order;    but  the  difficulty  was  that  in 
many  cases  receipts  would  never  be  re- 
turned, and  without  receipts  the  accounts 
could  not  be  audited.     Therefore,  the 
difficulty  of  dealing  with  16,000  sets  of 
people  was  one  which  the  House  could 
hardly  realize,  however  simple  it  might 
appear  to  be.    By  the  plan  of  the  Go- 
vernment   all    these     difficulties    were 
avoided.     Each  parish  contributing  to 
the  county  rate  would  have  to  meet  a 
precept  for  a  less  sum.    In  his  belief, 
if  the  State  met  all  the  expenses,  the 
result  would    be  great  extravagance; 
but  in  any  case  the  Government  ob- 
jected to  putting  the  charges  upon  the 
State  in  the  last  year  of  this  Parliament, 
and  they  had  made  a  temporary  pro- 
posal which  was  workable,  and  which 
would  afford  a  certain  measure  of  relief. 
If  the  State  assumed  all  these  charges, 
they  would  fall  upon  Imperial  funds,  to 
which  it  had  been  shown  the  labouring 
classes  contributed  in  an  undue  degree. 
They  were  not  prepared  to  take  that  re- 
sponsibility in  the  last  year  of  this  Par- 
liament.   They  believed  they  had  met 
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the  Opposition  half-way  in  making  this 
temporary  proposal.  They  had  gone 
far  beyond  any  proposal  preriously 
made  to  the  House,  and  they  could  not 
go  beyond  it. 

Mb.  SOLATER-BOOTH  said,  that 
the  conclusion  he  drew  from  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  indeed 
from  the  proposals  he  had  submitted  to 
the  House,  was  that  until  these  later 
days  of  the  present  Session  the  Govern- 
ment had  paid  no  attention  whatever  to 
the  difficulties  that  lay  before  them  and 
the  country  in  regard  to  this  Begistra- 
tion  BUI.  When  he  (Mr.  Sdater-Booth) 
first  saw  the  measure,  it  was  his  opinion 
that  such  was  the  case ;  and  though  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  now  said  that  it 
was  fair  on  the  part  of  the  Opposition, 
and  was  only  to  be  expected  on  their 
part,  that  they  should  raise  this  ques- 
tion, it  was  clear  that  the  Government 
had  never  faced  the  question,  and  had 
never  expected  that  it  would  be  raised, 
and  that  it  was  owing  to  indolence,  care- 
lessness, and  forgetfulness  that  they  had 
put  aside  the  subject  of  the  registration 
of  the  new  voters,  a  subject,  he  ventured 
to  say,  of  great  difficulty,  and  which  was 
as  worthy  of  the  attention  of  the  Govern- 
ment as  the  admittance  of  the  new  voters 
to  the  franchise.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  at  the  last  moment,  in  conse- 
quence of  what  had  recently  occurred, 
made  a  proposal  which  very  fairly  met 
the  expenses  incurred  by  County  Autho- 
rities through  the  agency  of  the  Clerks 
of  the  Peace  in  making  up  the  Poll 
Books,  and  he  trusted  that  the  precedent 
would  be  followed  on  future  occasions. 
He  was  not  prepared  to  say  that  the 
£20,000,  or  whatever  the  sum  was  that 
was  to  be  repaid  to  the  County  Authori- 
ties for  making  up  the  Poll  Books,  would 
not  be  an  adequate  sum ;  but  the  regis- 
tration of  these  new  voters  would  in- 
volve very  serious  and  difficult  duties  on 
the  part  of  the  officials,  and  he  thought 
that  the  Local  Gk)vernment  Board,  if  any 
Department  of  the  State  should  have 
known  that  to  impose  duties  on  unpaid 
officers  without  providing  statutory  re- 
muneration for  their  services  was  to  run 
their  heads  against  a  stone  wall,  and 
to  take  a  course  which  was  certain  to 
result  in  confusion  and  disappointment 
when  it  came  to  actual  working.  He 
was  satisfied  that  it  was  too  late  now  to 
do  much,  if  anything ;  and  he  had  no 
doubt  that  the  registration  of  the  new 


voters  in  the  year  now  coming  would  be  a 
chaotic  mass  of  confusion,  and  that  it 
would  take  many  years  to  set  right.    It 
must  be  remembered  that  overseers,  as 
arule,wereperson8ofverymoderatebusi- 
ness  capacities,  and  that  in  all  important 
places  their  duties  were  performed  by 
assistant  overseers — officers  who  were 
paid  for  their  services.    In  the  larger 
parishes,  where  the  duties  were  per- 
formed by  paid  officials,  some  capacity 
might  be   reckoned   on ;    but  even  as 
regarded  this  system  of  officers,  he  would 
point  out  that  there  were  duties  pro« 
vided  for  under  this  Bill  which  ought 
never  to  have  been  placed  upon  such 
persons  by  Parliament  without  a  statut- 
able right  to  recover  from  the  State  a 
remuneration  for  the  duties.   It  was  not 
merely  the  preparing  of  a  reprint  or  a 
copy  of  the  Bate  Book  that  was  required 
of  the  officers ;  but  they  were  required  to 
ascertain  the  names  and  residences  of  all 
the  voters,  a  most  difficult  and  laborious 
subject  of  inquiry,  and  one  which,  he 
ventured  to  say,  ought  not  to  be  left  at 
the  hazard  of  the  more  or  less  perfunctory 
discharge  of  duties  by  unpaid  officers, 
but  which  should  be  entrusted  to  Clerks 
of  Guardians  or  some  officials  appointed 
for  the  purpose.    Then  there  were  most 
elaborate  Betums  to  be  collected  from 
owners  of  property  and  occupiers.     He 
hoped  that  hon.  Gentlemen  would  take 
the  trouble  to  look  at  the  Notice  Paper 
on  Thursday  next.    They  would  there 
see  some  questions  propounded  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Westminster  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  which 
would  show  the  absurdity  of  providing 
for  the  enfranchisement  of  a  large  num- 
ber of  new  voters  without  taking  timely 
and  sufficient  measures  for  their  regis- 
tration.    The  Begistration  Bill,   as  it 
came  down  from  the  Select  Committee, 
was    very    much    improved    from    the 
condition    in    which    it    was    when    it 
originally  went  before  that  body.     It 
contained  a  power  to  call  for  Betums.  If 
the    Bill  contained  those  absurd  pro- 
posals, he  contended  that  it  was  not  a 
proper  measure  on  which  to  base  the 
initiation  of  this  enormous  mass  of  new 
voters  into  the  electorate  of  the  country. 

Sir  CHABLES  W.  DILKE  :  That  is 
not  in  the  Begistration  Bill,  but  in  the 
Bepresentation  of  the  People  Bill. 

Mb.  SCLATEB-BOOTH  said,  there 
were  very  many  provisions  in  the  Be- 
gistration Bill  of  equal  perplexity  and 
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difficulty.  How  were  the  electors  to  be 
got  at  in  county  districts,  and  how  were 
the  electors  in  the  service  franchise  to 
be  registered?  Most  of  those  matters 
had  been  dealt  with  in  the  Bill  in  a 
haphazard  manner.  They  should  all 
have  been  properly  provided  for  by  the 
establishment,  not  only  of  a  system  by 
which  the  overseers  should  do  the  work, 
but  of  means  for  remunerating  them 
and  providing  solicitors  and  others  to 
aid  them.  The  duties  of  Revising  Bar- 
risters would  be  as  nothing  compared 
with  the  duties  which  this  Bill  would 
impose  upon  the  officers ;  and  sufficient 
funds  ought  to  have  been  provided  to 
enable  the  overseers  to  obtain  the  as- 
sistance of  solicitors  to  aid  them  in  their 
work,  and  to  get  on  the  Electoral  Eoll 
the  enormous  mass  of  people  admitted 
to  the  franchise  by  the  County  Franchise 
Bill.  Nothing  of  the  kind  had  been 
attempted.  The  Bill  was  an  attempt  to 
introduce  into  the  framework  of  the  law 
a  new  measure,  by  means  of  nume- 
rous references  to  obscure  and  anti- 
quated Statutes,  which  probably  no  over- 
seer had  ever  seen  or  heard  of.  The 
methods  of  reference  observable  in  the 
Bill  were  resorted  to  by  draftsmen 
when  they  had  not  the  time  or  means  of 
framing  a  new  project  applicable  to  the 
new  circumstances  under  which  they 
found  themselves.  He  would  do  the 
Select  Committee  the  justice  to  say  that 
they  had  done  their  best  to  improve  and 
elaborate  the  framework  of  the  Bill 
which  he  said  was  so  antiquated;  but 
they  had  been  imable  to  make  it  per- 
fect. They  had  added  to  it  a  series  of 
instructions  to  overseers  which  he  was 
afraid  would  only  result  in  making  confu- 
sion a  thousand  times  more  confounded. 
How  the  overseers  were  to  carry  out 
the  instructions  given  to  them  in  the 
Bill  he  was  really  at  a  loss  to  conceive. 
He  wished  to  discriminate  between  the 
charges  thrown  on  the  rates  through 
the  agency  of  the  Clerks  of  the  Peace, 
and  those  thrown  on  the  localities  by 
the  agency  of  the  overseers.  As  to  the 
£rst,  he  was  satisfied  with  the  proposal 
of  the  Government,  provided  it  was  un- 
derstood that  it  was  to  be  a  precedent 
to  be  followed  till  Parliament  should 
devise  some  different  manner  of  regis- 
tration. As  to  the  second,  it  touched 
an  inherent  blot  in  the  registration 
of  the  people,  and  it  was  impossible  to 
say  so  late  in  the  day  how  it  was  to  be 
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remedied.  Why  had  not  a  monej 
been  incorporated  in  the  Bill,  providof 
for  the  expenses  of  this  new,  and 
plicated,  and  difficult  process  oi 
tration,  which  were  certainly  not  in  jus- 
tice to  be  imposed  upon  the  oTersesn  ? 
Why  had  not  the  Government  proridad 
for  the  expenses  that  would  be  uysojtvL 
in  respect  of  the  overseers  ?     It  was 
quite  evident  that  the  GKivemmeot  bU 
paid  no  attention  to  the  Hegistrmtkn 
Bill  until  the  last  moment,   and    tbas 
they  had  not  had  time  to  frame  a 
provision  of  law  which  would  be 
factory  and  would  meet   the  case.    Ii 
was  evident  that  now,  at  the  last  mo- 
ment, having  been  imexpeotedlj  defeated 
on  this  point  when  it  suddenly  arose  ii 
connection  with  the  Irish  Bill,  they  hid 
awakened  to  the  difficulties  of  the  atas- 
tion,  and  endeavoured  at  the  last  mo- 
ment by  a  sop  in  the  shape  of  £20,  OM 
to  throw  dust  in  the  eyes  of  the  Hoosc 
and  make  it  appear  that  they  had  doat 
all  that  was  necessary  to  meet  the  jss> 
tice  of  the  case.    He  was  not  at  all  coa- 
oemedwith  what  had  occurred  in  1866. 
The  question  now  raised  had  assumed  a 
much  more  acute  form  since  those  dam 
It  was  not  until  the  year  1872  that  hi* 
hon.   Friend    the    Member  for    Soatk 
Devonshire  (Sir  Massey  Lopes)  obtsiasi 
his  well-known  and  famous  majorilj; 
but  since  that  time,  and  within  the  ImI 
three  or  four  years,  the  question  of  ralat 
had  assumed  a  much  more  acute  fona. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Under  Secretaij  d. 
State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr. 
H.  H.  Fowler)  had  shown  very  clearhr. 
in  a  way  that  he  (Mr.  8clater-BooCh) 
had  very  often  shown  himself^  thai  t^ 
burdens  on  land  in  the  aggregate 
not  increasing  in  a  rapid  ratio,  bat  wi 
in  fact,   almost  at  a  standstill.     Bat  a 
charge  of  an  equal  amount  in  actasl 
money  upon  land,  valued  and  rated  as  it 
now  was,  was  five  times  as  great  as  it 
was  in  1868.    If  everyone  woidd  study 
the  Buturns  in  Schedule  A  of  the  Pro- 
perty Tax  they  would  see  that,  whersss 
20  years  ago  the  value  of  land  was  half 
as  much  again  as  the  valae  of  hoiuc 
property,  the  reverse  was  the  case  now. 
and  house  property  was  worth  25  or  ^ 
per  cent  more  than  land  in  Koglaad. 
That  reduced  the  apparent  injustice  oX 
the  rate  on  landed  property ;  but  it  did  aot 
at  all  follow  from  that  that  a  similar  rats 
on  landed  property  was  not  Tsvy  mock 
heavier  than  it  was  in  those  days.    At 
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all  events,  be  that  as  it  might,  the  ques- 
tion had  now  fairly  come  before  them  ; 
and  they  had  an  opportunity  of  resisting, 
however  small  an  increase,  still  an  in- 
crease, upon  the  rates — of  resisting  the 
proposal  to  throw  upon  the  rates  a 
charge  for  public  services.  It  might 
not  be  a  serious  charge  in  itself,  but 
taken  in  the  aggregate  those  charges 
came  to  a  serious  amount,  and  even  this 
charge  might  prove  to  be  a  much  greater 
one  than  the  House  thought.  He  thought 
the  House  was  justified  in  taking  the 
opportunity  presented  to  it  of  putting 
its  foot  down  upon  those  charges.  The 
matter  evidently  had  not  been  sufficiently 
thought  out,  and  was  one  which  ought 
to  have  received  much  greater  attention 
from  Her  Majesty's  Government. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  that  he  must 
apologize  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke)  for  interfering  in  the 
debate,  as  this  was  an  English  Bill.  But 
he  should  like  to  recall  to  the  memory 
of  the  House—and  he  thought  that  word 
was  permissible  in  debate  at  the  present 
time — ^how  Ireland  had  been  mixed  up 
in  this  Bill.  They  were  told  that  the 
fate  of  the  Irish  Bill  very  largely  de- 
pended upon  that  of  the  English  Bill, 
and  therefore  Irish  Members  had  a 
great  interest  in  this  English  registra- 
tion measure ;  and  he  thought  he  (Co- 
lonel Nolan)  had  put  a  question  to  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  after  that  announcement  had  been 
made,  as  to  whether  this  money  for  Ire- 
land would  cover  the  cost,  not  of  regis- 
tration, but  of  the  expenditure  defrayed 
by  the  Poor  Law  Unions  ?  The  answer 
was  that  that  was  a  question  to  be  dis- 
cussed on  the  Bill  itself,  and  not  at  the 
present  time.  That  being  so,  he  did  not 
see  how  an  Irish  Member  could  help 
recalling  this  matter,  and  putting  a  few 
facts  before  the  House.  The  first  fact 
he  would  put  before  the  House  was  the 
extraordinary  statement  of  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, who  had  opened  the  debate 
that  night.  He  had  said  that  they  were 
only  disputing  about  a  10th  of  ^d,  in 
the  pound  upon  burdens  imposed  upon 
the  rates.  He  (Colonel  Nolan)  had  dis- 
tinctly heard  the  hon.  Member  say  that, 
and  he  should  like  very  shortly  to  put 
one  or  two  fig^es  before  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  test  the  accuracy  of  his  statement. 
The  Union  to  which  he  (Colonel  Nolan) 
belonged  had  a  valuation  of  £70,000, 


and  1-1 0th  of  Id.  on  that  valuation 
would  only  amount  to  £8.  ^d.  was 
only  a  1,000th  part  of  £1,  so  that 
1-lOth  of  id,  would  come  to  £8  on  a 
valuation  of  £70,000.  Did  the  hon. 
Gentleman  mean  to  say  that  in  a  Union, 
with  a  population  of  40,000  people,  £8 
was  sufficient  to  do  the  whole  work  of 
the  registration  ?  It  was  impossible,  and 
utterly  absurd.    

Mb.  H.  H.  fowler  :  What  I  said 
was  that  the  present  cost  for  registration 
expenses  is  £  1 2, 500,  which  is  only  1  - 1 0th 
of  id,  in  the  pound  on  the  county  rates. 
I  made  no  reference  to  Ireland  at  all. 

CoLOKBL  NOLAN  said,  he  did  not  be- 
lieve the  hon.  Member  had  been  so  par- 
ticular in  his  statement  in  his  speech. 
It  was  true,  the  hon.  Member  had  been 
speaking  upon  the  English  Bill ;  but  he 
had  not  specially  confined  himself  to  the 
English  counties.  There  could  be  no 
doubt  of  what  the  hon.  Member  had  in 
his  mind ;  but,  at  any  rate,  he  (Colonel 
Nolan)  did  not  think  that  would  affect 
his  argument.  He  wanted  to  show  that 
the  hon.  Member  had  based  a  large  part 
of  his  argument  on  the  fact  that  this 
rate  would  be  so  small  that  it  would  not 
amount  to  more  than  1-lOth  of  id.  In 
Ireland  it  would  amount  to  a  good  deal 
over  id.  in  the  pound,  which  was  an 
appreciable  amount.  It  was  not  a  large 
sum  in  itself,  but  taken  together  with 
other  rates  id.  became  an  appreciable 
sum.  He  could  give  further  statistics 
to  show  that  there  was  a  stronger  case 
even  than  that.  Let  them  take  the  case 
of  Clifden  Union  as  an  average  case. 
There  there  was  a  valuation  of  nearly 
£14,000,  and  a  population,  he  thought, 
of  some  30,000.  The  rate  would  there, 
of  course,  be  very  much  more  than  id. 
in  the  pound.  Probably  id.  in  the 
pound  would  be  required,  so  that  the 
question  was  really  of  much  greater  im- 
portance than  the  Under  Secretary's 
statement  would  appear  to  make  out. 
He  would  not  say  that  the  hon.  Member 
had  fallen  into  a  mistake ;  but  he  had 
omitted  to  point  out  that  his  statement 
did  not  apply  to  Ireland.  The  fact  was 
that  in  England  five-sixths  of  local  taxa- 
tion was  paid  by  property,  while  in  Ire- 
land it  was  just  the  reverse,  five-sixths 
being  paid  by  occupiers,  or,  if  not  five- 
sixths,  at  least  considerably  more  than 
three-quarters.  The  hon.  Member,  he 
thought,  had  rather  undervalued  in  his 
argument  the  relief  which  would    be 

[First  Night.'] 


1715      Registration  {Occupation     {COMMONS} 


Voters)  Bill. 


1716 


afforded  by  the  removal  of  these  burdens 
of  Imperial  taxation  to  the  ratepayers, 
because  he  had  said  that  the  poor  people 
paid  to  the  Imperial  taxation,  and  the 
rich  people  paid  to  the  poor  rates.  The 
very  reverse  was  the  case  in  Ireland.  A 
great  many  people  who  contributed  to 
the  poor  rates  in  Ireland  were  poor — as 
poor  as  they  could  be  without  being  ac- 
tually paupers.  He  had  no  hesitation 
in  saying  that  if  they  called  together 
100  people  paying  £7  or  £8  rent  every- 
one would  say  that  he  would  rather  pay 
the  Imperial  taxation  than  local  taxa- 
tion, because  they  could  avoid  paying 
Imperial  taxation.  They  could,  for  in- 
stance, avoid  drinking  the  very  dear 
whisky,  and  therefore  avoid  paying  the 
old  taxation  and  the  new  impost  which 
it  was  proposed  to  put  upon  that  article. 
He  did  not  say  that  they  would  do  it — 
he  did  not  believe  they  would — but  they 
were  not  bound  to  pay  this  taxation  on 
whisky,  because  they  were  not  bound  to 
buy  that  commodity.  They  were  bound 
to  pay  poor  rates,  however — they  could 
be  prosecuted  if  they  did  not.  He  had 
another  objection  to  putting  those 
charges  upon  the  poor  rates,  and  it  was 
that  they  were  converting  an  unpaid 
body  of  officials  into  tax-gatherers.  Those 
officials  ought  to  be  paid.  He  had  great 
respect  for  the  Poor  Law  G-uardians,  and 
he  did  not  think  that  those  gentlemen, 
who  took  the  trouble  to  attend  the  Poor 
Law  Board  for  the  benefit  of  the  locality 
with  which  he  was  connected,  and  of 
the  poor,  should  be  turned  into  tax- 
gatherers.  It  was  found  necessary,  from 
time  to  time,  on  Boards  of  Q-uardians  to 
prosecute  poor  people  for  not  paying  the 
poor  rate.  He  need  not  say  that  that 
was  a  most  troublesome  and  disagree- 
able duty ;  but  it  was  one  which  they 
undertook,  because  they  knew  that  if 
they  did  not  compel  each  person  who 
was  liable  to  pay,  a  much  greater  burden 
would  be  imposed  on  other  poor  people. 
But  now  the  Government  were  taxing 
them  not  only  for  medical  relief  and  re- 
lief of  other  kinds,  but  also  for  gather- 
ing the  taxes.  He  did  not  think  a 
volunteer  body,  as  the  bulk  of  the  Poor 
Law  Guardians  were,  should  be  called 
upon  to  perform  this  duty.  If  they  were 
called  upon  to  discharge  it,  it  would 
make  them  dislike  their  work,  and  the 
result  would  be  that  it  would  not  be 
possible  to  secure  the  best  men  on  the 
Boards  of  Guardians.  Those  gentlemen 
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did  not  wish  to  be  tax-gatherers  for  Im- 
perial purposes.  As  to  calling  this 
money  a  subvention,  for  his  own  part 
he  would  not  use  any  such  phrase.  He 
looked  upon  it  as  an  Imperial  tax  that 
they  were  forced  to  collect.  The  (Go- 
vernment were  forcing  an  Impenal  bur- 
den upon  them,  and  were  not  rating 
them  for  a  local  purpose.  The  purpose 
was  strictly  an  Imperial  one.  He  did 
not  wish  to  delay  the  House  very  long ; 
but  before  he  sat  down  he  wished  to  say 
this  one  thing  to  the  Prime  Minister — 
that  he  congratulated  him  on  having  re- 
frained from  taking  up  an  inflexible 
attitude  on  the  subject.  He  thought 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  shown 
the  g^od  sense  of  the  great  statesman 
in  reconsidering  the  matter,  and  in 
showing  that  he  could  bend  to  the  x>opu- 
lar  voice,  and  to  an  expression  of  an 
opinion  on  the  part  of  the  House. 
Whichever  way  hon.  Members  went,  he 
thought  they  ought  to  be  obliged  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  to  thank  him 
for  having  taken  the  first  step  towards 
helping  them  to  throw  off  those  local 
burdens,  which  were  not  for  local,  but 
for  Imperial  purposes. 

Mb.  STAVELEY  HILL  said,  he 
quite  agreed  with  what  had  fallen  from 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  the  Member 
for  West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B.  Bart- 
telot)  earlier  in  the  evening,  that  this 
question  might  be  kept  within  a  small 
compass,  and  it  was  only  in  the  way  of 
endeavouring  to  bring  it  within  a  small 
compass  that  he  ventured  to  address  the 
House  on  this  occasion.  The  point  to 
which  they  should  direct  their  attention 
in  regard  to  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet (Sir  Massey  Lopes)  was,  first  of 
all,  whether  the  registration  of  voters 
was  of  National  or  Imperial  importance. 
On  this  they  were  told  from  the  other 
side  that  they,  on  the  Conservative 
Benches,  ought  to  consider  that  their 
representation  was  local  rather  than  na- 
tional. He  begged  to  say  that  he  en- 
tirely differed  from  the  hon.  Baronet 
who  said  that;  and  he  could  not  con- 
sider that  the  localization  of  the  Mem- 
ber rendered  the  representation  itself, 
and  consequently  the  registration,  other 
than  a  national  matter.  Taking  it  that 
registration  was  of  national,  rather 
than  local  importance,  he  would  ask 
what  it  was  that  they  had  now  to  dis- 
cuss ?  It  was  simply  the  quantum  which 
was  to  be  paid  by  the  nation;  it  was 
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too  late  now  to  discusa  the  question 
of  principle.    They,  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House,  had   entirely  conceded 
the  principle.     They  had  conceded  it 
when  they  said — **We   will  give  you 
£20,000."      If    they    said    they    were 
going  to  give  away  only  as  much  as  1^. 
for  the  registration  of  voters,  the  prin- 
ciple was  conceded — the  raising  difficul- 
ties as  to  how  overseers  were  to  he  paid, 
and  how  receipts  were  to  he  taken  from 
them  and  given  in  as  vouchers,   was 
heside  the  mark,  heoause  the  Govern- 
ment, by  granting  this  sum,  had  said 
— **  We    consider   the   registration    of 
voters  of  national  rather  than  local  im- 
portance; and  we  will,  therefore,  give 
you  £20,000  towards  the  cost  of  it ;  and 
we  believe  you  will  be  able  so  to  distri- 
bute this  money  that  we  can  take  from 
you  who  receive  it  the  proper  vouchers." 
The  whole  argument  as  to  the  difficulty 
of  fixing  the  amount  which  was  to  be 
paid  by  the  State,  therefore,  fell  to  the 
ground.      The    Conservative   Members 
were,  consequently,  right  in  their  con- 
tention that  the  justice  of  the  case  de- 
manded that  the  sum  paid  by  the  State 
should  not    be   fixed  at  £20,000,  but 
should  be  either  more  or  less,  as  the 
case  might  be — should  be  absolutely  the 
sum    the    registration    of  voters   cost. 
Supposing  in  regard  to  any  other  mat- 
ter a  claim  was  made  for  an  allowance 
of  money,   the  Government   examined 
closely  into  the  claim  to  see  whether  a 
certain  sum  was  required.    If  more  was 
required    it    was    given,    if    less    the 
amount  was  reduced.     Why  not  do  the 
same  in  connection  with  this  matter  of 
registration  ?    Why  should  a  lump  sum 
be  paid — ^why  should  not  an  exact  claim 
be  made — why  should  they  not  ascer- 
tain the  precise  cost  and  pay  it  ?    The 
right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  CharlesW.Dilke) 
said — ''  Oh,   but  we  are  only  making 
this  allowance  for  this  occasion,  and  we 
do  not  want,  in  the  last  year  of  an  ex- 
piring Parliament,  to  tell  you  what  will 
be  the  sum  you  will  have  to  pay  in  fu- 
ture."   But  that  was  precisely  the  time 
at  which  payment  should  be  claimed 
from  the  Government,   there  'being  a 
great  expense  about  to  be  incurred  in 
respect  of  a  great  national  requirement. 
The  Government  admitted  the  require- 
ment to  be  a  national  one — this  enor- 
mous extension  of  the  franchise.    The 
Conservatives  agreed  that  this  extension 
should  take  place,  and  as  registration 


had  to  be  provided  for,  and  as  the 
operation  would  be  extraordinary  and 
expensive,  they  said,  fairly  enough — 
''  Pay  the  ratepayers  not  a  limited  sum, 
but  the  exact  sum  that  this  registration 
will  cost."  The  principle  being  admitted, 
and  the  question  being  simply  as  to  the 
amount  of  detail  to  be  got  over,  the 
Conservative  Party  in  all  justice  said — 
'*  Do  not  put  in  the  way  difficulties  as 
to  the  amount  of  money  to  be  allocated ; 
but,  on  proper  proof  made  to  you  of  the 
amount  expended,  allow  it,  and  do  jus- 
tice to  the  ratepayers." 

Mb.  WABTON  (who  was  received 
with  loud  cries  for  a  division)  said,  it 
was  not  his  fault,  but  his  misfortune, 
that  he  rose  at  this  period  of  the  even- 
ing.   For  at  least  two  hours  he  had  en- 
deavoured in  vain  to  catch  Mr.  Speaker's 
eye.     He  had  risen  many  times  earlier 
on,   knowing  the  subordinate  position 
he  held  in  the  House  as  a  mere  back 
seat  Member,  and  not  wishing  to  ob- 
trude himself  amongst  the  mighty  ones 
who  generally  wound  up  important  de- 
bates.    But  even  though  he  was  only  a 
back  seat  Member,  he  must  say  that 
observations  had  been  made  by  hon. 
Members  opposite  which  had  reached 
his  Bench,  and  one  of  the  hon.  Members 
to  whose  speech  he  particularly  wished 
to  refer  was  the  hon.  Member  for  Brad- 
ford   (Mr.    Illingworth).      That    hon. 
Member  had  committed  —  if  he  might 
say  BO  with  great  respect — a  contrary 
error  to  that  he  (Mr.  Warton)  had  him- 
self committed.     He  had  risen  too  early 
in  the  debate.     He  had  said  that  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Massey 
Lopes)  was  not  supported  by  any  bo- 
rough   Members.      Now,   if  the    hon. 
Member  had  waited  a  little  longer  he 
would  not  have  been  able  to  say  that, 
because,  after  he  spoke,  they  had  had 
the  hon.  Members  representing  the  very 
important    boroughs    of    Manchester, 
Liverpool,  and  Preston  all  joining  in 
the  prayer  uttered  by  the  hon.  Baronet. 
It  was  easy  for  an  hon.  Member  to  get 
up  early  in  a  debate  and  say  that  no 
borough  Member  had  spoken;  but  no 
doubt  the  hon.  Member  for  Bradford 
would  now  be  prepared  to  withdraw 
what  he  had  said  when  he  heard  such 
important  Members  as  the  Members  for 
Manchester,    Liverpool,    and    Preston 
urging  the  case  as  strongly  from  the 
borough  point  of  view  as  county  Mem- 
bers had  urged  it  from  the  county  point 

IFirst  Night.'] 


1719    Regutration  ( Occupatio7i       { COMMONS } 


Voters)  Bill 


1720 


of  view.  Another  hon.  Member  who  sat 
on  the  opposite  side — ^the  hon.  Member 
for  Salford  (Mr.  Arnold)  —  had  used 
most  extraordinary  arguments  until  he 
was  checked  by  Mr.  Speaker — the  argu- 
ments that  the  Motion  before  the  House 
had  a  tendency  towards  manhood  suf- 
frage and  the  payment  of  Members.  If 
Mr.  Speaker  had  not  checked  the  hon. 
Member,  no  doubt  he  would  have  gone 
through  all  the  other  points  of  the 
Charter.  But  one  important  argument 
the  hon.  Member  u^ed  was  that  repre- 
sentation was  only  connected  with  one 
species  of  property.  For  his  own  part, 
he  held,  and  he  had  always  been  of 
opinion,  that  if  any  kind  of  property 
made  a  man  better  than  his  fellows  as 
being  of  more  intelligence,  that  property 
should  confer  a  Yote ;  and  that  had  been 
the  opinion  of  the  Liberal  Party  until, 
he  was  sorry  to  say,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr. 
John  Bright),  by  the  adoption  of  the 
phrase  "fancy  franchise,"  destroyed  that 
very  sensible  proposition.  But  he  (Mr. 
Warton)  would  not  take  up  further  time 
by  alluding  to  the  speeches  of  those  hon. 
Members.  He  would  confine  himself  to 
the  proposition  before  the  House.  Now, 
he  thought  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke),  in  that 
pretentious  style  which  was  so  often 
adopted  by  Ministers  now — and  against 
which  he  (Mr.  Warton)  begged  leave 
most  heartily  to  protest — said,  **  I  think 
it  right  that  you  should  bring  this  mat- 
ter forward ;  I  do  not  complain  of  the 
language  you  have  used;  I  think  you 
are  very  good  little  boys."  He  (Mr. 
Warton)  must  protest  against  the  spirit 
which  dictated  such  words  as  those.  He 
held  that  it  was  not  right,  nor  proper, 
nor  decent  in  a  Minister  of  the  Crown 
to  tell  the  Opposition  that,  forsooth,  he 
did  not  complain  of  what  they  had  done. 
It  was  not  for  the  right  hon.  Baronet  to 
criticize  what  they  had  done.  As  to  the 
Motion  before  the  House,  it  was  a 
matter  of  the  greatest  importance — it 
was  a  matter  of  importance  for  the  rea- 
son that  it  was  laying  down  a  broad 
general  principle  which  was  only  just 
beginning  to  be  acknowledged  by  the 
Government.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter 
B.  Barttelot)  had  said  that  this  was  a 
national  question  ;  and  if  they  only 
looked  at  the  first  few  lines    of   the 
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Amendment  they  would  see  that  that 

idea  of  a  national  question  was  the  most 

prominent  idea  in  it.     But  when  they 

looked  at  the  last  line,  which  said  that 

the  rate  was  to  be 

''Levied  in  respect  of  the  occupation  of  a 
single  description  of  property," 

they  saw  that  there  was  admitted  into 
the  debate  the  question  what  kind  of 

{)roperty  it  was  on  which  the  rates  were 
evied.  What  kind  of  property  ?  ['*  Di- 
vide !  "]  When  they  considered  that  it 
had  been  held  by  all  competent  judges 
that  real  property  had  now  far  more 
burdens  upon  it  than  it  ought  to  bear, 
and,  moreover,  when  they  considered 
that  under  the  Budget  which  was  put 
before  them  the  other  day  real  property 
was  to  have  an  additional  burden  never 
yet  imposed  upon  it — and  one  which  had 
been  hitherto  kept  away  from  it  because 
it  was  considered  it  ought  not  to  bear  it 
— added  to  its  existing  burdens,  it  was 
imperatiye  that  this  new  rate  should  be 
levied  on  personal  property.  They  had 
had  the  usual  excuse — if  it  was  an  ex- 
cuse— which  the  Government  put  before 
them.  They  had  had  the  scheme  of 
County  Government  put  before  their  eyes. 
With  the  tremendous  majority  the  Go- 
vernment had  had — a  majority  com- 
mencing with  considerably  over  100 — 
they  had  not  been  able  in  the  course  of 
five  years  to  bring  in  a  County  GoTem- 
ment  Bill.  He  believed  that  no  such 
Bill  had  yet  been  drafted ;  he  belioTed 
there  was  no  scheme  for  County  Govern- 
ment in  the  archives  of  the  Government. 
But  it  suited  the  Government  to  make 
the  excuse  that  a  Bill  would  be  brought 
forward,  and  that  was  the  excuse  with 
which  hon.  Members  had  been  met 
That  was  the  argument  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board.  The  argument  as  to 
the  overseers — that  it  would  be  impos- 
sible to  get  receipts  from  them — was  an 
unworthy  argument.  He  would  ask 
whether  it  was  or  was  not  the  custom  of 
those  who  received  money  by  Post  Office 
Order  to  signify  the  same  by  signing 
their  names  at  the  bottom  of  ti^em? 
He  should  have  thought  that  that  fact 
would  have  been  within  the  knowledge 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  and  that  that 
receipt  would  be  held  sufficient  for  all 
practical  purposes.  It  seemed,  however, 
that  that  was  not  enough  to  satisfy  the 
right  hon.  Baronet.  The  rieht  hon. 
Gentleman  had  argued  very  feebly ;  for, 
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after  all,  what  did  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net's argument  oome  to  ?  They  were 
told  that  the  rate  would  be  2d.  per  head. 
Well,  he  had  heard  of  a  weak  argument 
being  described  as  ''  twopenny-half- 
penny argument ;  "  but  here  the  argu- 
ment was  no  more  than  a  ''  twopenny  " 
argument.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  he  did 
not  think  the  G-ovemment  were  right  as 
to  the  2d.  per  head,  for  the  £20,000  was 
not  to  apply  to  the  whole  2,400,000  new 
electors  to  be  admitted  to  the  franchise, 
but  only  to  the  new  electors  of  Great 
Britain ;  therefore,  the  amount  would 
be  something  more  than  2d.  per  head. 
They  were  told  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Kendal  (Mr.  Cropper)  that 
there  was  always  a  great  deal  of  extra- 
vagance attendant  upon  what  were  called 
subventions.  It  was  possible  that  there 
might  be  extravagance  in  connection 
with  some  subventions;  but  he  would 
ask  with  confidence  whether  it  was  pos- 
sible for  there  to  be  extravagance  in 
this  case  ?  Was  it  possible  for  the  over- 
seers to  increase  their  claims  ?  It  seemed 
to  him  impossible  for  them  to  do  it. 
The  Government  knew  very  well  what 
the  charges  ought  to  be.  [  Crtes  o/ ''  Di- 
vide, divide!"  amidst  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  resumed  his  seat.] 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  240 ;  Noes 
237:  Majority  3. 

AYES. 


Adand,  C.  T.  D. 
Agnew,  W. 
Allen,  H.  G. 
AUon,  W.  8. 
Arnold,  A. 
Asher,  A. 
Ashley,  hon.  E.  M. 
Baldwin,  E. 
Balfour,  rt.  hon.  J.  B. 
Barclay,  J.  W. 
Baring,  Viacount 
Barnes,  A. 
Barran,  J. 
Bass,  Sir  A. 
Biddolph,  M. 
Blennerhassett,  £.  P. 
Bolton,  J.  G. 
Brand,  hon.  H.  R. 
Brasaej,  Sir  T. 
Brassey,  H.  A. 
Bright,  J. 
Brinton,  J. 
Broadhurst,  H. 
Brogden,  A. 
Brooks,  M. 

Bruce,  rt.  hon.  Lord  C. 
Bruce,  hon.  R.  P. 
Bryce,  J. 


Buchanan,  T.  R. 
Burt,T. 
Buxton,  S.  C. 
Caine,  W.  S. 
Cameron,  0. 
Campbell,  Sir  G. 
Campbell,  R.  F.  F. 
Campbell  -  Bannerman, 

right  hon.  H. 
Cartwright,  W.  0. 
Causton,  R.  E. 
Cavendish,  Lord  £. 
Chamberlain,  rt.  hn.  J. 
Cheetham,  J.  F. 
Clark,  S. 
Clarke,  J.  C. 
Clifford,  C.  C. 
Cohen,  A. 

Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  £. 
Ceilings,  J. 
Collins,  E. 
Colman,  J.  J. 
Conrtauld,  G. 
Courtney,  L.  H. 
Cqwen,  J. 
Cowper,  hon.  H.  F. 
Creyke,  R. 
Cropper,  J. 


Cross,  J.  E. 
Crum,  A. 

Cunliffe,  Sir  R.  A. 
Currie,  Sir  D. 
Davey,  H. 
Davies,  D. 
Davies,  R. 
Dickson,  T.  A. 
Dilke,  rt.  hn.  Sir  C.  W. 
Dodds,  J. 
Duff,  R.  W. 
Earp,  T. 

Ebrington,  Visconnt 
Edwards,  H. 
Edwards,  P. 
Egerton,  Admiral  hon. 

F. 
Elliot,  hon.  A.  R.  D. 
Evans,  T.  W. 
Fairbaim,  Sir  A. 
Fai-quharson,  Dr.  R. 
Ferguson,  R. 
Ferguson,  R.  C.  Munro- 
Ffolkes,  Sir  W.  H.  B. 
Findlater,  W. 
Firth,  J.  F.  B. 
Fitzmaurioe,  Lord  E. 
Fitz William,  hon.C.W. 
Flower,  C. 
Foljambe,  F.  J.  S. 
Forster,  Sir  C. 
Forster,  rt.  hn.  W.  E. 
Fort,  R. 
Fowler,  H.  H. 
Fowler,  W. 
Fry,  L. 
Fry,  T. 

Gladstone,  rthn.  W.E. 
Gladstone,  H.  J. 
Gladstone,  W.  H. 
Gordon,  Sir  A. 
Goschen,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
Gourley,  E.  T. 
Gh)wer,  hon.  E.  F.  L. 
Grafton,  F.  W. 
Grant,  Sir  G.  M. 
Grant,  A. 
Grant,  D. 
Grey,  A.  H.  G. 
Gurdon,  R.  T. 
Uarcourt,  rt.  hn.  Sir  W. 

G.  V.  V. 
Hardcastle,  J.  A. 
Hartington,  Marq.  of 
Hastings,  G.  W. 
Hayter,  Sir  A.  D. 
Henderson,  F. 
Heneage,  E. 
Henry,  M. 
Herschell,  Sir  F. 
Hibbert,  J.  T. 
Hill,  T.  R. 
Holden,  I. 
Holland,  S. 
Hollond,J.R. 
Holms,  J. 
Hopwood,  C.  H. 
Howard,  G.  J. 
IlUngworth,  A. 
Ince,  H.  B. 
Ind^rwick,  F.  A. 
James,  Sir  H. 
James,  hon,  Wt  H. 


James,  0.  H. 
Jardine,  R. 
Jenkins,  Sir  J.  J. 
Jenkins,  D.  J. 
Jemingham,  H.  E.  H. 
Johnson,  E. 
Jones-Parry,  L. 
Einnear,  J. 
Lambton,  hon.  F.  W« 
Lea,  T. 
Leake,  R. 
Leatham,  E.  A. 
Leatham,  W.  H. 
Lee,  H. 

Lefevre,rt.  hn.  G.  J.  S. 
Lloyd,  M. 
Lubbock,  Sir  J. 
Lyons,  R.  D. 
Mackie,  R.  B. 
Mackintosh,  C.  F. 
Macliver,  P.  S. 
M* Arthur,  Sir  W. 
M* Arthur,  A. 
M*Coan,  J.  C. 
M*Intyre,  JEneas  J. 
M*Lagan,  P. 
McLaren,  C.  B.  B. 
Maitland,  W.  F. 
Mappin,  F.  T. 
Maijoribanks,  hon,  E. 
Martin,  R.  B. 
Maskelyne,  M.  H.  K. 

Stoiy- 
Mason,  H. 
Meldon,  C.  H. 
Mellor.  J.  W. 
Moreton,  Lord 
Morgan,  rt.  hon.  G.  0, 
Morley,  A. 
Morley,  J. 
Morley,  S. 

MundeUa,  rt.  hn.  A.  J. 
Noel,  E. 

O'Beime,  Colonel  F. 
O'Shea,  W.  H. 
Paget,  T.  T. 
Pabner,  G. 
Parker,  C.  S. 
Pease,  A. 
Peddie,  J.  D. 
Pennington,  F. 
Philips,  R.  N. 
Picton,  J.  A. 
Playfair,  rt.  hn.  Sir  L. 
Portman,  hon.W.H.B. 
Pulley,  J. 
Ramsden,  Sir  J. 
Rathbone,  W. 
Rendel,  S. 
Richardson,  T. 
Roberts,  J. 
Robertson,  H. 
Roe,  T. 

Rogers,  J.  E.  T. 
Roundell,  C.  S. 
Russell,  Lord  A. 
Russell,  C. 
Russell,  G.  W.  E. 
Russell,  T. 
Rnston,  J. 
Rylands,  P. 
St.  Aubyn,  Sir  J. 
Samuelso^y  Sir  B. 

[FirH  Ifighi.'] 
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'*  And  the  first  fourteen  dayi  after  the  said 
twenty-fifth  day  of  August  shall  be  substituted 
for  the  first  fourteen  days  of  September.*' 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  4  (Amendment  as  to  revision). 

Mr.  E.  H.  PAGET  proposed  to  leave 
out  "and  seven,"  in  line  13,  and  in- 
sert— 

**  But  in  the  case  of  a  Parliamentary  county 
not  less  than  ten." 

Seven  days'  notice  would  be  quite  in- 
sufficient in  the  case  of  counties,  because 
all  papers  were  not  of  daily  circulation. 
Many  of  the  chief  county  papers  were 
only  of  weekly  circulation ;  and,  there- 
fore, it  would  be  impossible  to  give  any 
adequate  notice  if  it  were  confined  to 
seven  days.  He  had  been  strongly 
urged  to  move  the  Amendment,  and  he 
did  so  with  the  only  view  of  insuring 
that  there  should  be  an  opportunity  for 
sufficient  publicity. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  3,  line  13,  to  leave  out  the  words 
''and seven/'  and  insert  the  words  ** but  in  the 
case  of  a  Parliamentary  county  not  less  than 
ten."— (Jfr.  B.  ff.  Faget.) 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  the  words 
<  and  seven  '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Henby  James)  said,  this  matter  was 
mentioned  in  the  Select  Committee,  and 
the  conclusion  arrived  at  was  that  seven 
days'  notice  was  preferable  to  10.  The 
Revising  Barristers  only  wished  for  seven 
days,  and  the  Clerks  of  the  Peace  were 
satisfied  with  such  a  notice.  Notice  was 
given  to  the  Clerks  of  the  Peace  iu  ad- 
vance, and  they,  of  course,  would  take 
care  to  give  sufficient  notice.  It  was 
wished  to  economize  time  as  much  as 
possible,  and  all  those  who  had  practical 
knowledge  of  the  subject  were  content 
with  seven  days'  notice. 

Me.  R.  H.  PAGET  said,  he  would 
not  put  the  Commiitee  to  the  trouble  of 
dividing  if  the  Attorney  General  was 
satisfied  that  seven  days'  notice  was 
sufficient. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Me.  WAETON  proposed  to  omit  the 
word  '^each"  in  line  13,  and  insert 
**  such."  *'  Each  "  implied  a  choice  be- 
tween one  or  more ;  but  here  there  was 
only  one  Court  mentioned,  and,  there- 
fore, what  was  the  use  of  employing  that 
word? 


Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3, 
13,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  each,'' 
insert  the  word  "  such." — {Mr. 


Question  proposed,  "  That  the 
'  each '  stand  part  of  the  Claoae." 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Heioiy  Jahcs)  preferred  the  vor€ 
*'each,"  as  it  woidd  cover  every  Ccmt. 
*'  Such  "  would  refer  to  nothing. 

Me.  WARTON  remarked,  that  if  t^ 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  woold  eoft> 
descend  to  note  the  meaning^  of  tht 
word  ''each,"  he  would  find  it  implied 
that  they  had  already  a  reference  in  the 
same  sentence  to  more  than  one  Goml 
"A"  would  do  just  as  well  as  "soeh;* 
but  "  each  "  was  not  sufficient.  If  hi 
withdrew  the  Amendment,  woold  t^ 
Attorney  General  accept  *'a"?  **k 
Court "  appeared  in  line  12. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  JSr 
Henby  James):  No,  Sir;  I  pceiBr 
*'  each." 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  ATToamr  Gm- 
EAL,  the  following  Amendment  made: 
— Page  4,  lines  4  and  6,  after  "  lists  oi" 
insert  **  voters  for." 

Me.  R.  H.  PAGET  proposed  to  km 
out  ''  consecutively,"  in  pag^  4,  line  ^ 
and  insert  ''continuously."  "HIa  obj«i 
in  proposing  that  alteration  was  to  nub 
it  clear  that  in  the  enumeration  of  ti^ 
numbers  in  each  polling  district  t^ 
numbers  should  be  made  *'oontiniio«i" 
throughout.  "  Continuously  "  had  b«ca 
suggested  as  a  more  correct  dafinitioa 
of  a  series  of  voters. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  4,  line  26,  to  leare   oat  tike  vort 
"  coneecutivdy,"  and  insert  the  word  ••  ( 
ously."— (Jfr.  R,  E.  Fsgtt,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the 
'  consecutively '    stand     part     of    tki 
Clause." 


The  attorney  GENERAL  Sir 
Heket  James)  said,  this  was  reallv  • 
matter  of  taste.  He  had  always  niwltf^ 
stood  that  "  continuously  "  was  apptiii 
to  time  rather  than  to  material  sabjedk 
He  thought  that "  oonsecutivelj  "  vooii 
be  the  better  word  to  nse,  but  he  hd 
very  little  feeling  in  the  matto*. 

Amendment,  by  leave, 


Me.  R.  H.  PAGET  proposed  to  hsn 
out  the  words  ''  to  be  entared,'^  ia  list 
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ToUemache, hon.  W.  F.  Warton,  C.  N. 

Tollemache,  H.  J.  Whitley,  E. 

Tomlinflon,  W.  B.  M.  Wilmot,  Sir  H. 

Tottenham,  A.  L.  Wilmot,  Sir  J.  E. 

Treraayne,  J.  Wolff,  Sir  H.  D. 

Wallace,  Sir  R.  Wortley,  C.  B.  Stuart- 

Walrond,  Col.  W.  H.  Wyndham,  hon.  P. 

Warhurton,  P.  E.  Yorke,  J.  R. 

[»38] 

TBIXSBI. 

Thomhill,  T.  Winn,  R. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH: 
Alter  the  division  which  has  just  been 
taken,  I  would  venture  to  express  a 
hope  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  reconsider  this  matter  before 
proceeding  with  the  Bill.  We  have  no 
desire,  as  was  very  fairly  admitted  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  President  of 
the  Local  G-ovemment  Board,  to  inter- 
fere with  the  progress  of  this  measure  ; 
but  I  think  that  the  vote  which  has  just 
been  taken  is  one  of  very  considerable 
significance.  It  shows  that  there  is  a 
very  inconsiderable  majority  against  the 
proposition  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  South  Devon ;  and  surely 
it  is  a  case  in  which,  under  all  the  cir- 
cumstances, Her  Majesty's  G-ovemment 
might  make  some  concession  to  what  has 
been  shown  to  be  the  opinion  of  so  very 
large  a  minority  of  this  House. 

Me.  GLADSTONE  :  Sir,  with  respect 
to  concession,  I  may  say  that  there  never 
was  a  case  in  which  a  Government  went 
to  a  g^eaterlength,  considering  the  views 
it  entertained,  in  order  to  meet  the  views 
of  those  opposed  to  it.  We  have  made 
our  concession;  we  have  failed  to  meet 
the  views  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
and  we  have  failed  also  to  obtam  from 
them  any  concession  in  return.  The 
Government  having  made  its  concession, 
the  House  has  sanctioned  the  course 
they  have  taken. 

Bib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  Sir, 
the  position  which  the  Government  has 
taken  up  is  one  which,  no  doubt,  they 
consider  to  be  fair  and  reasonable ;  but, 
on  the  other  hand,  it  has  not  satisfied — 
I  will  not  say  hon.  Gentlemen  on  this 
side  of  the  House — but  those  who  take 
an  interest  in  the  question  of  local  taxa- 
tion and  the  burdens  cast  upon  the 
localities.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
cannot  conceal  from  himself  the  signi- 
ficance of  the  very  narrow  division  which 
has  just  been  taken ;  and  it  is  only  fair, 
I  think,  that  the  Government  should  re- 
consider the  position  in  which  that  di- 
vision places  them,  and  that  they  should 


consider  what  course  they  will  take  in 
regard  to  further  proceedings  in  relation 
to  this  Bill. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  have  no 
further  announcement  to  make  upon 
this  subject.  What  has  fallen  from  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  woidd  be  perfectly 
appropriate  if  the  majority  had  been 
reversed. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agresd  to. 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
Clauses  1  and  2  agreed  to. 

Clause  3  (Alteration  of  dates). 

Ma.  H.  G.  ALLEN  said,  the  object 
of  the  Amendment  he  was  about  to  move 
was  to  prevent  loss  of  time  in  the  Re- 
vising Barristers'  Courts,  occasioned  by 
wrangles  over  the  sufficiency  of  claims 
and  notices  of  objection  in  respect  of 
the  names  of  divisions  of  counties  which 
were  likely  to  take  place  if  the  Bill  did 
not  contain  a  provision  of  the  kind  which 
he  proposed. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  after  sab-seotion  (1),  to  insert  the 
following  Buh-aection  : — *'  Where,  under  'The 
Redistribution  of  Seats  Act,  1885,'  any  division 
of  a  Parliamentary  county  or  borough  shall 
have  received  any  aJtemative  name,  it  shall  be 
sufficient,  under  sub-section  (1)  of  this  Clause, 
that  any  notice  of  claim  or  objection  should 
refer  to  one  only  of  such  alternative  names." — 
(Jfr.  S.  a,  Allen.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  sub- 
section be  there  inserted." 

The  attorney  GENEBAL  (Sir 
HsNRT  Jakes)  said,  there  were  two  ob- 
jections to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man's proposal.  In  the  first  place,  there 
was  no  such  statute  as  the  Kedistribu- 
tion  of  Seats  Act,  1885,  as  that  Bill  had 
not  yet  become  law,  and  they  could  not, 
therefore,  legislate  upon  it.  Secondly,  if 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  chose 
to  treat  that  Bill  as  an  Act,  there  was 
in  it  already  a  clause  which  would  make 
the  Amendment  entirely  unnecessary. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  toithdrawn. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  B.  H.  Paqbt,  the 
following  Amendment  made: — Page  3, 
line  5,  leave  out  "  sections  nine  and 
eleven,"  and  insert  ''  section  nine." 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Attorney  General, 
the  following  Amendments  made: — 
Page  8,  line  5,  leave  out  **  eleven,"  and 
insert "  nineteen ; "  line  9,  after  "  occur, 
add— 

IFirst  Night.-] 
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**  And  the  first  fourteen  dayg  after  the  said 
twenty-fifth  day  of  August  shall  be  substituted 
for  the  first  fourteen  days  of  September." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  4  (Amendment  as  to  revision). 

Mr.  E.  H.  PAGET  proposed  to  leave 
out  ''and  seven,"  in  line  13,  and  in- 
sert— 

"  But  in  the  ease  of  a  Parliamentary  county 
not  less  than  ten." 

Seven  days'  notice  would  be  quite  in- 
sufficient in  the  case  of  counties,  because 
all  papers  were  not  of  daily  circulation. 
Many  of  the  chief  county  papers  were 
only  of  weekly  circulation ;  and,  there- 
fore, it  would  be  impossible  to  give  any 
adequate  notice  if  it  were  confined  to 
seven  days.  He  had  been  strongly 
urged  to  move  the  Amendment,  and  he 
did  so  with  the  only  view  of  insuring 
that  there  should  be  an  opportunity  for 
sufficient  publicity. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  3,  line  13,  to  leave  out  the  words 
"  and  seven/'  and  insert  the  words  *'  but  in  the 
case  of  a  Parliamentary  county  not  less  than 
ten/'— (ifr.  R.  JST.  Faget.) 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  the  words 
'  and  seven '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Henrt  James)  said,  this  matter  was 
mentioned  in  the  Select  Committee,  and 
the  conclusion  arrived  at  was  that  seven 
days'  notice  was  preferable  to  10.  The 
Revising  Barristers  only  wished  for  seven 
days,  and  the  Clerks  of  the  Peace  were 
satisfied  with  such  a  notice.  Notice  was 
given  to  the  Clerks  of  the  Peace  iu  ad- 
vance, and  they,  of  course,  would  take 
care  to  give  sufficient  notice.  It  was 
wished  to  economize  time  as  much  as 
possible,  and  all  those  who  had  practical 
knowledge  of  the  subject  were  content 
with  seven  days'  notice. 

Me.  E.  H.  PAGET  said,  he  would 
not  put  the  Commiitee  to  the  trouble  of 
dividing  if  the  Attorney  General  was 
satisfied  that  seven  days'  notice  was 
sufficient. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Me.  WAETON  proposed  to  omit  the 
word  '^each"  in  line  13,  and  insert 
''  such."  ''  Each  "  implied  a  choice  be- 
tween one  or  more ;  but  here  there  was 
only  one  Court  mentioned,  and,  there- 
fore, what  was  the  use  of  employing  that 
word? 


Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
13,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  each,"  and 
insert  the  word  **  such." — {Mr,  JFarion.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
*•  each '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Heney  jAiies)  preferred  the  word 
**each,"  as  it  would  cover  every  Court. 
**  Such  "  would  refer  to  nothing. 

Me.  WAETON  remarked,  that  if  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would  con- 
descend to  note  the  meaning  of  the 
word  **  each,"  he  would  find  it  implied 
that  they  had  already  a  reference  in  the 
same  sentence  to  more  than  one  Court. 
**  A  "  would  do  just  as  well  as  **  such ; " 
but  "  each  "  was  not  sufficient.  If  he 
withdrew  the  Amendment,  would  the 
Attorney  General  accept  **a"?  "A 
Court "  appeared  in  line  12. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Heney  Jakes):  No,  Sir;  I  prefer 
*'  each." 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Attoeney  Gbke- 
EAL,  the  following  Amendment  made : 
— Page  4,  lines  4  and  6,  after  "  lists  of," 
insert  "voters  for." 

Me.  E.  H.  PAGET  proposed  to  leave 
out  **  consecutively,"  in  page  4,  line  26, 
and  insert  '^  continuously."  His  object 
in  proposing  that  alteration  was  to  make 
it  clear  that  in  the  enumeration  of  the 
numbers  in  each  polling  district  the 
numbers  should  be  made  *'  continuous  " 
throughout.  **  Continuously  "  had  been 
suggested  as  a  more  correct  definition 
of  a  series  of  voters. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  4,  line  26,  to  leave  out  the  word 
"  consecutively,"  and  insert  the  word  "  oontinn- 
ously."— (Jfr.  jR.  ff.  Fsgtt) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
<  consecutively '  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Heitey  James)  said,  this  was  really  a 
matter  of  taste.  He  had  always  under- 
stood that ''  continuously  "  was  applied 
to  time  rather  than  to  material  subjects. 
He  thought  that  "  consecutively  "  would 
be  the  better  word  to  use,  but  he  had 
very  little  feeling  in  the  matter. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Me.  E.  H.  PAGET  proposed  to  leave 
out  the  words  ''  to  bo  entered,"  in  lin^ 


1733 


Ways  and 


{M^Y  5,  1885} 


Means, 


1734 


Committees ;  and  had  commenced  at  1 3 
o'clock;  and  he  thought  it  would  be 
working  them  a  little  too  hard  to  at- 
tempt to  make  further  progress  with  this 
Bill  at  25  minutes  to  2  o'clock. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. — {Sir 
fFalter  B.  BartteloL) 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hbnby  Jakes)  said,  that  he  thought  it 
had  been  understood  that  they  should 
finish  the  clause  they  were  on  and 
Clause  5  before  reporting  Progress ;  but 
as  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  had 
made  the  Motion  he  would  not  propose 
to  go  any  further. 

Mr.  BIGQAR  :  May  I  ask  what  is  the 
Business  for  to-morrow  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  :  The  intention  at  present 
is  to  proceed  with  this  Bill  first,  and 
after  that  with  the  Report  of  the  Irish 
Bill. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill    be    deferred    till  to- 


morrow. 


» 


Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE : 
Upon  that  I  would  take  the  opportunity 
of  asking  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
Richard  Grosvenor)  if  he  can  tell  us 
what  arrangements  will  be  made  as  to 
Business  for  the  next  two  or  three  days  ? 
I  understood  the  Prime  Minister  to  say 
that  the  discussion  on  the  Vote  of  Credit 
might  either  be  taken  on  Thursday,  in 
which  case  the  Army  Estimates  wiU  be 
taken  on  Monday,  or  on  Monday,  when 
the  Army  Estimates  will  be  taken  on 
Thursday.  We  think  it  would  be  more 
conyenient  to  take  it  on  Monday.  In 
the  event  of  that  arrangement  being 
made,  I  think,  as  the  P^me  Minister 
said,  the  second  reading  of  the  Customs 
and  Inland  Revenue  BiU  would  be  taken 
first  on  Monday.  That  would  afford  an 
opportunity  for  the  discussion  mentioned 
the  other  day. 

Lord  RICHARD  GROSVENOR  : 
The  Orders  of  the  Day  to-morrow  will 
be  very  much  in  the  same  position  as 
they  were  on  the  Paper  to-day ;  and  on 
Thursday,  in  aooordance  with  the  ar- 
rangement made,  and  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  wish,  we  proposfif to 
take  the  Army  Estimateis.  The  Business 


of  Friday  must  depend  upon  the  way  we 
get  on  with  Business  in  the  meantime. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE :  The 
second  reading,  then,  will  be  taken  on 
Monday  ? 

Lord  RICHARD  GROSVENOR: 
Yes. 

Mr.  he  ALT:  In  case  the  Irish  Bill 
is  not  finished  to-morrow,  when  will  it 
come  on  ?  The  English  BUI  will  take  a 
great  deal  of  time. 

Lord  RICHARD  GROSVENOR: 
That  will  be  a  matter  for  consideration. 

Mr.  HEALY:  Will  it  be  taken  on 
Thursday  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  :  No ; 
not  as  first  Order.  If  it  should  be  con- 
venient to  finish  it  on  Thursday  night 
we  should  be  very  glad  to  go  on  with 
it  then. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  When  do  you 
expect  the  Parliamentary  Elections  (Re- 
distribution) Bill  to  come  on  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  On 
Friday  or  Tuesday.  It  wiU  depend,  to 
some  extent,  on  the  progress  made  to- 
morrow. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 


LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROTISIONAL  ORDER 

(poor  law)  (no.  8)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Gboboe  Russbll,  Bill  to 
confirm  a  Provisional  Order  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  under  the  provisions  of  '*  The 
Poor  Law  Amendment  Act,  1867,"  as  amended 
bj  *<The  Poor  Law  Amendment  Act,  1868," 
and  extended  by  "The  Poor  Law  Act,  1879," 
relating  to  the  Township  of  Kendal,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Gborob  Russbll  and 
Sir  Oha&lbs  Dilkb. 

Bill  j^M#>t/e<f,andread  the  flrsttime.  [Bill  168.] 


WAYS  AND  MEANS. 

Order  for  Conmiittee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair.'' 


a 


Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  not  being  present. 

House  adjourned  at  half  after 

One  o'clock. 
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through  all  the  lists  in  the  case  of  each 
Bame. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  said,  that  that 
altered  the  matter. 

Mb.  WAETON  said,  they  had  al- 
ready provided  for  the  question  being 
put  to  the  voters  as  to  whether  or  not 
they  had  votes  in  more  than  one  divi- 
sion, so  that  there  was  not  much  danger 
of  a  person  voting  twice  over ;  and  he 
should  think  there  would  be  agents  re« 
presenting  both  Faii;ies  at  each  revision 
sharp  enough  to  see  that  voters'  names 
did  not  appear  in  more  places  than  one. 
If  they  read  this  by  the  light  of  the 
next  sub-section  {h\  they  would  see 
that  it  was  throwing  on  the  voter  an 
amount  of  trouble  which  ought  not  to 
be  thrown  upon  him. 

The  OHAIBMAN:  Does  the  hon. 
Member  for  Preston  withdraw  his 
Amendment  ? 

Mb.  TOMLINSON :  Yes. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mb.  WABTON  said,  he  wished  to 
move,  in  page  4,  line  86,  to  omit  the 
words  "  Parliamentary  county,"  in  order 
to  insert ' '  county  division."  He  wished 
to  point  out  that  they  had  counties  at 
large  and  divisions  of  coimties,  and  both 
were  Parliamentary  counties.  There 
was  no  limitation  in  their  description, 
although  the  word  ^*  Parliamentary " 
was  to  apply  only  to  county  divisions, 
keeping  up  that  difference  between 
counties  at  large  and  Parliamentary 
counties.  He  apprehended  that  what 
was  meant  in  the  dause  was  county 
diTisions. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  4,  line  36,  to  leave  out  the  words 
''  Parliamentazy  county,"  and  insert  the  words 
"  county  division." — (Mr.  WdrUm,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
'Parliamentary  county'  stand  part  of 
the  Clause." 

Thb  ATTOBNET  QENEEAL  (Sir 
HEimT  James)  said,  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  was  somewhat  late  in 
bringing  forward  this  Amendment,  be- 
cause the  form  and  description  to  which 
he  took  exception  had  already  been 
adopted  12  times.  It  had  hitherto  es- 
caped the  vigilance  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member ;  and  it  was,  therefore, 
now  too  late.  He  would  point  out  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  that  these 
phrases  were  mentioned  in   the   Par- 

77ie  Attorney  General 


liamentary  Elections  (Bedistribution) 
Bill. 

Mb.  WABTON  :  In  what  section  ? 
He  had  read  the  Bill  as  carefully  as  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General,  and 
he  did  not  remember  the  expression 
** Parliamentary  county"  at  all  in  it. 
As  to  his  not  having  noticed  this  ex- 
pression in  any  previous  part  of  the  Bill, 
it  was  not  his  fault  that  it  escaped  his 
vigilance.  It  was  not  his  duty  to  amend 
the  form  of  the  Bill.  The  Attorney 
General  himself  should  have  noticed  the 
matter  before.  It  was  not  his  (Mr. 
Warton's)  duty  to  correct  the  Bill. 

The  ATTOBNET  GENEBAL  (Sir 
Hekby  Jakes)  :  It  may  not  be  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member's  duty  to  correct 
the  Bill ;  but  it  is  my  duty  to  see  that 
we  use  consistent  language  in  it.  We 
have  used  this  phrase  to  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  objects  over  and 
over  again. 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  said,  that  he 
would  draw  attention  to  the  fact  that 
there  was  a  definition  of  these  terms. 
"  Parliamentary  county  "  was  a  term 
clearly  defined  in  page  11  of  the  Bill  to 
mean — 

"  A  county  returning  a  Member  or  If  embers 
to  serve  in  Parliament,  and  where  the  county 
is  diyided  for  the  purpose  of  such  return  means 
a  division  of  such  county." 

It  was  a  term  of  art,  and  he  did  not  at 
present  see  any  better  phrase. 

Mb.  WABTON  said,  he  must  only 
confess  that  he  had  not  seen  the  defini- 
tion the  hon.  Gentleman  referred  to  ; 
but  at  the  same  time  he  did  not  think  it 
made  the  expression  any  more  conve- 
nient. He  thought  they  should  put  in 
the  Bill  exactly  what  they  meant.  There 
were  no  Members  to  be  returned  for 
counties  except  those  who  represented 
county  divisions. 

An  hon.  Membxb  :  Yes ;  in  the  case  of 
Butland. 

Mb.  WABTON :  That  is  a  county  in 
itself ;  therefore,  I  suppose  this  will  not 
apply  to  it. 

An  hon.  Mbmbbb  :  Yes,  it  does. 

Mb.  WAETON :  Then  I  withdraw. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Sib  WALTEB  B.  B ABTTELOT  said, 
he  thought  that  this  would  be  a  conve- 
nient time  for  reporting  Progress.  They 
were  in  the  House  until  S  o'clock  that 
morning,  or  rather  yesterday  morning, 
and  he  and  others  had  been  at  work  on 
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OommitteeB ;  and  had  commenced  at  13 
o'clock;  and  he  thought  it  would  be 
working  them  a  little  too  hard  to  at- 
tempt to  make  further  progress  with  this 
Bill  at  26  minutes  to  2  o'clock. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gressy  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. — {Sir 
Walter  B,  BartteloL) 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Heioit  Jakes)  said,  that  he  thought  it 
had  been  understood  that  they  should 
finish  the  clause  they  were  on  and 
Clause  5  before  reporting  Progress ;  but 
as  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  had 
made  the  Motion  he  would  not  propose 
to  go  any  further. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  :  May  I  ask  what  is  the 
Business  for  to-morrow  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  :  The  intention  at  present 
is  to  proceed  with  this  Bill  first,  and 
after  that  with  the  Report  of  the  Irish 
Bill. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill    be    deferred    till  to- 


>» 


morrow. 

Sm  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE: 
Upon  that  I  would  take  the  opportunity 
of  asking  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
Richard  Grosvenor)  if  he  can  tell  us 
what  arrangements  will  be  made  as  to 
Business  for  the  next  two  or  three  days  ? 
I  understood  the  Prime  Minister  to  say 
that  the  discussion  on  the  Vote  of  Credit 
might  either  be  taken  on  Thursday,  in 
which  case  the  Army  Estimates  will  be 
taken  on  Monday,  or  on  Monday,  when 
the  Army  Estimates  will  be  taken  on 
Thursday.  We  think  it  would  be  more 
conyenient  to  take  it  on  Monday.  In 
the  event  of  that  arrangement  being 
made,  I  think,  as  the  I^rime  Minister 
said,  the  second  reading  of  the  Customs 
and  Inland  Revenue  BiU  would  be  taken 
first  on  Monday.  That  would  afford  an 
opportunity  for  the  discussion  mentioned 
the  other  day. 

Lord  RICHARD  GROSVENOR  : 
The  Orders  of  the  Day  to-morrow  will 
be  very  much  in  the  same  position  as 
they  were  on  the  Paper  to-day ;  and  on 
Thursday,  in  accordance  with  the  ar- 
rangement made,  and  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  wish,  we  propose  to 
take  the  Army  Estimates.  The  Business 


of  Friday  must  depend  upon  the  way  we 
get  on  with  Business  in  the  meantime. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE :  The 
second  reading,  then,  will  be  taken  on 
Monday  ? 

LoED  RICHARD  GROSVENOR: 
Yes. 

M».  HEALY:  In  case  the  Irish  Bill 
is  not  finished  to-morrow,  when  will  it 
come  on  ?  The  English  Bill  will  take  a 
great  deal  of  time. 

Lord  RICHARD  GROSVENOR: 
That  will  be  a  matter  for  consideration. 

Mr.  HEALY:  Will  it  be  taken  on 
Thursday  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  :  No ; 
not  as  first  Order.  If  it  should  be  con- 
venient to  finish  it  on  Thursday  night 
we  should  be  very  glad  to  go  on  with 
it  then. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  When  do  you 
expect  the  Parliamentary  Elections  (Re- 
distribution) Bill  to  come  on  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  On 
Friday  or  Tuesday.  It  will  depend,  to 
some  extent,  on  the  progress  znade  to- 
morrow. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow, 


LOCAL  GOYERITMEirr  PBOTISIOVAL  OSDEE 

(poor  law)  (NO.  8)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Gboboe  Russbll,  Bill  to 
confirm  a  Provisional  Order  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  under  the  provisions  of  '*  The 
Poor  Law  Amendment  Act,  1867,"  as  amended 
bj  *<The  Poor  Law  Amendment  Act,  1868," 
and  extended  by  "The  Poor  Law  Act,  1870," 
relating  to  the  Township  of  Kendal,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Georob  Russbll  and 
Sir  Charlbs  Bxlkb. 

BiU  j9rM#ff<^<f,and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  168.] 


WATS  AND  MEANS. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Ohair." 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  not  being  present, 

House  adjonrned  at  half  after 

One  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 
JFednesdi^j  eth  May,   1885. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bills  —  Ordergd—First 
Reading — Representation  of  the  People  (Con- 
BoUdation)  •  [160]. 

Wirti  jReadififf  —  Criminal  Law  Amendment  * 
[159]. 

Committee  —  Hegistration  (Occupation  Voters) 
{re-eomm.)  [140]  [Second  Night."] — b.p. 

Third  Reading^BmsX  Boards  (Contested  Elec- 
tions) *  [106],  and  passed. 


ORDER  OF  THE  DA  T. 


BEGISTRATION  (OCCUPATION  VOTERS) 
{re-eommitted)  BILL.— [Bill  140.] 

{Mr.  Attorney  Oeneral,  Sir  CharUs  W,  Dilke, 
Mr.  Sibbert,  Mr.  H.H.  Fowler.) 

COMMITTEE.     [^Progr$4s  5th  May.'] 

[beoond  kiqht.] 

Bill  wnMered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  4  (Amendment  as  to  revision). 

Me.  a.  M'AI^THXTB  said,  he  had 
given  Notice  of  his  intention  to  move, 
in  page  4,  line  36,  after  ''  county,"  to 
insert  ''or  borough,"  the  object  being 
to  provide  that  when  the  name  of  a 
person  appeared  to  be  entered  more 
than  once  as  a  Parliamentary  voter  on 
the  list  of  voters  for  the  same  Parlia- 
mentary county  "or  borough,"  the  Re- 
vising Barrister  should  inquire  whether 
such  entries  related  to  the  same  person ; 
and,  on  proof  that  such  entries  did  re- 
late to  the  same  person,  should  retain 
one,  and  erase  the  others.  He  failed  to 
see  why  any  distinction  should  be  drawn 
between  the  oases  of  the  counties  and  of 
the  boroughs  in  this  respect.  Duplicate 
voters  in  boroughs  entailed  consider- 
able expense  and  difficulty,  and,  in  some 
oases,  led  to  endless  coofusion  in  per- 
fecting the  Begister.  Although  he  hoped 
his  Amendment  would  be  accepted,  he 
had  no  wish  to  waste  the  time  of  the 
Committee,  especially  as  his  hon.  Col- 
league (Mr.  Picton)  had  an  Amendment 
upon  the  Schedules,  which  would  come 
on  later,  and  which,  if  adopted,  would 
answer  the  same  purpose,  and  probably 
involve  less  trouble  in  altering  the 
clauses  of  the  Bill.  He  trusted  that  the 
matter  would  be  fuUy  discussed,  and  it 


was  in  order  to  afford  an  opportunity 
for  such  a  discussion  that  he  had  placed 
his  Amendment  upon  the  Paper.  If, 
however,  it  was  the  desire  of  the  Com- 
mittee, he  would  withdraw  that  Amend- 
ment now,  so  that  the  discussion  might 
be  taken  upon  the  proposition  of  his 
hon.  Colleague. 

Wb..  PICTON  said,  that,  before  the 
Amendment  was  withdrawn,  he  would 
like  to  add  a  word  to  the  statement  of 
his  hon.  Colleague.  He  thought  there 
ought  to  be  some  explanation  from  Her 
Majesty's  Oovemment  as  to  the  reason 
why  tMs  difference  had  been  introduced 
between  the  counties  and  boroughs. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  I  must  remind 
the  hon.  G-entleman  that  there  is  no 
Question  before  the  House.  If  the  hon. 
Member  desires  to  move  the  Amendment 
profarmd,  he  can  do  so. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Me.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD,  in  moving 
an  Amendment,  in  page  4,  Sub-sec- 
tion 9,  to  leave  out  paragraph  (6),  which 
was  as  follows : — 

"  The  said  person  may  select  the  entry  to  be 
retained  by  notice  in  writing  deHyered  or  sent 
by  post  to  the  revising  barrister  at  or  before 
the  opening  of  the  first  court  at  which  he 
revises  any  of  the  lists  in  which  any  of  such 
entries  appear,  or  by  application  made  by  such 
person  or  on  his  bcSialf  at  the  time  of  the  re- 
vision of  the  first  of  such  lists," 

said,  the  question  raised  here  was  one  of 
selection ;  and  his  object  in  moving  the 
Amendment  was  to  provide  that,  in 
the  case  of  counties  as  well  as  of  bo- 
roughs, the  Revising  Barrister  should 
have  no  option  but  to  select,  in  the  first 
instance,  the  place  of  abode  in  connec- 
tion with  which  the  name  of  the  voter 
was  to  appear  on  the  Register.  In 
cases  where  the  voter  possessed  a  plural 
qualification,  the  name  would  be  re- 
stricted to  the  first  place  of  abode  men- 
tioned in  the  Register. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4,  Sub- 
section 9,  line  40,  to  leave  out  para- 
graph (Jb). — {Mr.  Arthur  Arnold.) 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  paragraph 
{b)  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hbioiy  James)  said,  he  was  sorry  that 
he  could  not  accept  the  Amendment  of 
his  hon.  Friend.  He  did  not  see  why 
a  county  voter  should  not  be  allowed  to 
continue  to  do  what  was  invariably  dooe 


1737      RegtBtration  {Occupation     {May  6,  1886} 


Voters)  Bill 


1738 


now  in  reference  to  the  counties — 
namely,  to  select  the  place  for  which  he 
would  be  registered. 

Mr.  AETHUE  AENOLD  said,  that 
that  was  only  done  in  the  case  of  muni- 
cipal elections. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henby  Jahbb)  said,  it  was  done  in  Par- 
liamentary elections  also.  He  did  not 
see  why,  if  a  person  had  a  freehold  in 
one  part  of  a  county  and  a  dwelling- 
house  in  another,  he  should  not  select 
the  place  at  which  he  desired  to  vote. 
For  instance,  it  might  be  more  con- 
venient to  Yote  at  his  place  of  business 
than  at  his  place  of  residence ;  and  he 
saw  no  reason  why  the  county  voter 
should  be  deprived  of  the  privilege  of 
selection. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  said,  he 
would  not  press  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  Jakes),  in  moving  in  paragraph 
{e)  of  the  same  clause  to  insert  the 
word  **  only  "  after  the  word  **  one,"  in 
order  to  provide  that  **one  only"  of  the 
entries  first  on  the  list  of  ownership 
voters,  if  unobjected  to,  should  be  re- 
tained. In  one  sense,  the  Amendment 
was  a  verbal  one.  It  dealt  with  plural 
entries  where  no  selection  was  made  by 
the  voter,  and  he  proposed  to  insert  the 
word  **  only "  in  order  to  avoid  any 
future  difficulty. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5, 
line  6,  after  **one,"  insert  "only." — 
{Mr,  Attorney  General.) 

Question,  '^  That  that  word  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  said,  the  next  Amend- 
ment he  should  propose  was  in  order  to 
carry  out  the  view  of  the  House,  when 
the  Bill  was  in  Committee,  in  relation 
to  the  boroughs.  He  proposed  to  omit, 
after  the  words  "ownership voters,"  the 
words  "and  unobjected  to;"  and  he 
intended  to  move  a  similar  Amendment 
in  the  next  paragraph  of  the  clause. 
He  also  proposed  to  add,  at  the  end  of 
the  clause,  an  affirmQ.tive  paragraph  to 
provide  that  if  any  such  entry  to  be  re- 
tained was  objected  to  the  Revising 
Barrister  should  not  finally  erase  such 
entry  until  the  objection  to  the  entry  to 


be  retained  had  been  determined  by 
him  in  favour  of  the  voter. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5, 
line  7,  leave  out  "  and  unobjected  to." 
— {Mr,  Attorney  General,) 

Question,  "  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Clause," 
put,  and  negatived:  words  left  out  ac- 
cordingly. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  6,  line  8,  leave  out  the  words 
*'  neither  of  the  entriei  is,"  in  order  to  insert 
the  words  ''  all  or  none  of  the  entries  are," — 
{Mr,  Aticmty  General,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Mr.  WARTON  said,  he  did  not  rise 
to  make  any  captious  observation,  be- 
cause he  approved  of  the  Amendment; 
but  he  thought  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Attorney  General  ought  to 
express  a  little  more  clearly  what  his 
meaning  was.  The  explanation  already 
given  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man appeared  to  be  satisfactory  to  hia 
own  mind,  and  to  several  hon.  Members 
opposite ;  but  it  did  not  sufficiently  ex- 
plain the  exact  object  of  these  Amend- 
ments. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  said,  he  had  desired  to 
deal  with  the  Bill  in  a  practical  way,  as 
a  matter  of  business  ;  and  he  thought  he 
had  explained  that  the  object  of  these 
Amendments  was  to  get  rid  of  a  diffi- 
culty which  was  now  experienced  in 
dealing  with  double  entries.  His  ob- 
ject, in  this  particular  instance,  was  to 
alter  the  dual  into  the  plural. 

Question  put,  and  negatived;  words 
left  out  accordingly. 

Question,  <'  That  the  words  ^  all  or 
none  of  the  entries  are'  be  there  in- 
serted," put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5,  line 
10,  leave  out  *'and  unobjected  to." — 
{Mr,  Attorney  General,) 

Question,  '^  That  those  words  be  there 
omitted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  5,  line  13,  at  end,  add  "and  if  any 
such  entry  to  be  retained  is  objected  to,  the 
revising  barrister  shall  not  finally  erase  any 
other  entry  until  the  objection  to  Uie  entry  to 
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be  retained  has  been  deiermined  by  him  in 
favour  of  the  roter." — (Mr,  Attorney  General,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mr.  WAETON  said,  he  objected  to 
the  extreme  haste  with  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  was  rattling  through  the  Bill. 
He  wanted  to  know,  before  a  final 
erasure  took  place,  how  many  times  the 
process  of  erasure  was  to  be  gone 
through  ?  Was  it  intended,  first  of  all, 
to  strike  out  the  name,  then  to  hear  ob- 
jections, and  after  that  was  there  to  be 
a  final  erasure  ?  Who  was  to  determine 
whether  the  erasure  was  final  or  not  ? 
He  wanted  the  hon.  and  learned  At- 
torney General  to  explain  what  the 
meaning  of  the  Amendment  was.  Did 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  take 
this  ground — that  a  Committee  had  been 
sitting  somewhere  else  to  settle  the 
clauses  of  the  Bill,  and  that,  although 
they  had  done  the  best  they  could,  they 
had  placed  a  very  unsatisfactory  Bill 
before  the  Committee?  ["Oh,  oh!"] 
If  hon.  Members  were  not  to  be  at 
liberty  to  raise  a  question  or  object  to 
the  wording  of  the  Bill,  of  course  this 
proceeding  was  altogether  a  farce ;  and 
it  would  be  better  for  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  to  say  so  than  for  his 
supporters,  whenever  an  hon.  Member 
rose,  to  endeavour  to  groan  him  down. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  said,  he  could  assure  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  opposite  (Mr. 
Warton)  that  he  had  no  wish  to  withhold 
any  explanation,  or  to  abstain  from  an- 
swering anyquestionthat  might  be  put  to 
him.  Theobjectof  his  Amendment  was 
this — Provision  was  contained  in  Clause  5 
by  which  the  Hevising  Barrister  received 
power,  in  the  case  of  duplicate  entries, 
to  retain  one  entry  for  voting  purposes, 
and  to  place  against  the  others  a  note 
to  the  effect  that  such  person  was  not 
entitled  to  vote  in  respect  of  that 
particular  qualification.  But  it  was 
considered  desirable  that  the  Hevising 
Barrister  should  not  erase  the  qualifica- 
tion finally,  because  when  the  owner- 
ship vote  was  reached  it  might  be  found 
that  it  was  objected  to,  and  the  conse- 
quence might  be  that  the  name  of  the 
voter  might  be  struck  off  from  the 
ownership  vote  after  it  had  been  pre- 
viously struck  off  for  another  qualifica- 
tion, the  result  being  that   the   voter 


would  have  no  vote  at  all.  Therefore, 
what  was  proposed  to  be  done  by  these 
Amendments  was  to  reserve  to  the  Re- 
vising Barrister,  on  reaching  the  first 
entry,  the  power  of  withholding  hia  sig- 
nature to  the  entry,  so  that  his  final 
judgment  would  not  be  conclusive  until 
he  had  heard  any  objection  which  might 
be  raised  to  the  ownership  vote.  The 
simple  object  was  to  preserve  the  name 
of  the  voter  upon  the  Begister. 

M&.  TOMLINSON  asked  how  a  pro- 
vision of  this  kind  would  work  in  con- 
junction with  Sub-section  6  of  Clause  4, 
which  provided  that — 

The  revising  barrister  should,  if  practioable, 
complete  the  revidon  of  the  lists  of  the  parishes 
in  one  polling  district  in  a  Parliamentary 
county,  and  transmit  the  same  to  the  clerk  A 
the  peace  of  the  county,  before  proceeding  to 
revise  the  lists  of  any  parish  in  another  polling 
district." 

The  Eevising  Barrister  was  to  transmit 
the  list  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace  before 
the  revision  was  finally  completed  and 
the  entries  finally  settled  ;  but  if  he 
complied  with  that  provision,  how  was 
he  to  reserve  any  final  judgment  as  to 
erasing  the  name  from  the  list  ? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
HsNRT  Jamss)  said,  that  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  look  at  the  wording  of 
the  sub-section  he  would  see  that  the 
Eevising  Barrister  was,  ''  if  practi- 
cable," to  complete  the  revision  of  the 
lists.  These  cases  would  not  occur  very 
often,  and  it  was  only  right,  when  they 
did  occur,  that  the  Eevising  Barrister 
should  make  a  note,  and  not  finaUy 
sign  the  Eegister  until  it  had  been  com- 
pletely determined  how  the  voter's  name 
was  to  appear  upon  the  list. 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE  hoped  that  his 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Tomlinson)  would  be 
satisfied  with  the  explanation  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General.  It  seemed  to  him  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  that  these  Amendments 
would  afford  great  protection  to  the 
voter,  whose  name  might  otherwise  be 
struck  off,  although  he  was  fully  en- 
titled to  be  on  the  Eegister. 

Mr.  E.  H.  PAGET  said,  he  had  no 
objection  to  the  Amendment ;  but  he 
would  like  to  know  how  the  Eevising 
Barrister  would  follow  out  his  instruc- 
tions for  dealing  with  the  polling  dis- 
tricts? It  seemed  to  him  that  the  two 
things  were  inconsistent,  and  that  it 
would  be  necessary  to  keep  the  polling 
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district  Register  by  itself ,  and  to  keep 
the  names  of  all  the  voters  upon  it,  until 
the  revision  was  completed. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  said,  that  if 
the  hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr.  B.  H. 
Paget)  would  look  at  the  Amendment 
of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Attorney  General  he  would  see  that  the 
point  he  had  raised  did  not  occur. 
There  was  to  be  an  actual  objection 
which  the  Revising  Barrister  proposed 
to  entertain  ;  and  in  that  case  any  other 
qualification  was  not  to  be  struck  out 
until  it  was  rendered  positivelv  certain 
that  the  name  of  the  voter  would  appear 
upon  the  Register  in  connection  with 
one  qualification  or  the  other.  This 
was  altogether  a  provision  for  the  pro- 
tection of  the  voter. 

Mb.  TOMLINSON  said,  the  proposal 
was  made,  no  doubt,  for  the  protection 
of  the  voter;  but  he  wanted  to  know 
how  it  would  work  practically,  when 
the  question  came  to  be  dealt  with  by 
the  Revising  Barrister  ?  Was  the  Re- 
'  vising  Barrister  to  keep  a  list  of  names, 
and  to  make  up  the  Register  from  that 
list?  He  thought  it  would  be  impos- 
sible for  the  Revising  Barrister  to  retain 
all  the  names  in  his  mind. 

Me.  H.  H.  fowler  said,  the  pro- 
vision dealt  with  voters  who  were 
objected  to,  and  the  Revising  Barrister 
would  have  a  list  of  objections  before 
him. 

Question  put,  and  agr$$i  to;  words 
aided  accordingly. 

Me.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD,  in  moving 
as  an  Amendment,  at  end  of  clause, 
to  add — 

"  When  it  appears  to  the  local  authority 
having  power  to  asBigii  polling  places  in  a  Par- 
liamentazy  borough  divided  into  divisions  that 
for  the  convenience  of  the  voters  it  is  expedient 
to  direct  the  holding  of  a  revision  coort  in  all 
or  any  of  such  divisions,  the  said  authority  may 
direct  the  revising  barrister  to  hold  a  revision 
court  in  all  or  any  of  such  divisions/' 

said,  that  he  intended  to  press  this 
Amendment  upon  the  acceptance  of  the 
Committee  by  every  means  in  his  power. 
Its  object  was  to  enable  the  Local  Au- 
thority, in  the  case  of  divided  boroughs, 
to  direct  that  the  Revising  Barrister, 
whenever  it  appeared  to  be  for  the  pub- 
lic convenience,  should  hold  his  Court 
in  all  or  any  of  the  divisions.  The  Com- 
mittee would  see  that  by  Sub-section  4 
of  the  clause  a  somewhat  similar  power 


wan  given  to  the  Local  Authorities  in 
counties.  The  matter  was  simply  one 
of  public  convenience.  The  only  diffi.- 
culty  which  could  possibly  occur  was  in 
the  position  of  the  voter  who  had  more 
than  one  qualification.  But  that  was  a 
much  smaller  objection  than  might  be 
supposed.  He  had  carefully  looked 
through  the  list  of  voters  in  his  own 
borough  of  Salford,  and  he  was  sur- 
prised to  find  that  fewer  than  100  voters 
out  of  a  total  of  24,000  had  duplicate 
qualifications.  Therefore,  that  question 
did  not  assume  anything  like  the  same 
proportions  as  the  question  of  the  gene- 
ral public  convenience.  He  had  con- 
sulted the  Conservative  Members  for 
Manchester  and  Liverpool,  who  sat  on 
the  opposite  side  of  the  House,  and 
hon.  Gentlemen  sitting  on  that  side  for 
Bradford  and  other  places,  and  they 
quite  concurred  with  mm  that  the  adop- 
tion of  this  Amendment  would  be  for 
the  public  advantage. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  6,  line  13,  at  the  end  of  the  Clause, 
to  add  the  words  "(10.)  When  it  appears  to 
the  local  authority  having  powOT  to  assign  poll- 
ing places  in  a  Parliamentary  horough  divided 
into  divisions,  that  for  the  convenience  of  the 
voters  it  is  expedient  to  direct  the  holding  of  a 
revision  court  in  all  or  any  of  such  divisions, 
the  said  authority  may  direct  the  revising  bar- 
rister to  hold  a  revision  court  in  all  or  any  of 
such  divisions.*' — (Jfir.  Arthur  Arnold.) 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  those  wordd 
be  there  added." 

Me.  E.  stanhope  said,  he  thought 
that  was  the  wrong  place  to  insert  the 
Amendment.  If  inserted  at  all,  it  ought 
to  come  after  Clause  5.  Clause  4  dealt 
with  the  counties ;  but  this  Amendment 
did  not  refer  to  the  counties  at  all,  but 
only  to  the  boroughs.  His  only  desire 
was  to  see  the  Amendment  inserted  in 
the  right  place. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  said,  he 
would  be  quite  ready,  if  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General 
would  make  the  suggestion,  to  propose 
the  Amendment  later  on ;  but  the  clause 
they  were  now  discussing  was  entitled 
"  Amendment  as  to  revision." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hexbt  James)  said,  that,  apart  from 
the  question  of  place,  he  would  ask  the 
Committee  to  consider  whether  this  pro- 
vision ought  to  be  accepted  at  all.  In 
the  first  place,  the  Bill  was  simply  in- 
tended to  assimilate  the  registration  of 
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householders  in  couDties  with  the  regis- 
tration of  householders  in  boroughs,  and 
it  was  not  intended  to  effect  reforms  in 
the  HegistrationLaw.  There  were  a  great 
many  Amendments  which  would  occur 
to  most  hon.  Members  of  the  House  as 
capable  of  being  introduced  into  the  Ee- 
gistration  Law;  but  the  present  Bill 
had  not  been  brought  in  for  the  purpose 
of  making  it  a  means  of  effecting  such 
reforms,  which  reforms  must  be  dealt 
with  at  a  future  period,  and  very  likely 
upon  amore  comprehensive  scale.  There- 
fore, the  Government  did  not  propose  to 
deal  with  the  question  of  improving  the 
registration  system,  except  so  far  as  it 
was  involved  in  the  proposals  contained 
in  the  Bill.  The  Amendment,  if  adopted, 
would  give  a  wide  expansion  to  the  power 
of  the  Local  Authority.  At  present,  the 
Bevising  Barrister  in  any  of  these  bo- 
roughs— ^take  the  borough  of  Salford, 
for  instance— held  his  Court  in  the  Town 
Hall,  or  some  other  public  place  pro- 
vided by  the  Local  Authority,  and  no 
complaint  had  hitherto  been  made  that 
the  voters  were  required  to  travel  too 
far. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  said,  he 
believed  that  great  objection  was  felt  on 
the  part  of  the  voters  to  the  position  in 
which  they  were  now  placed  in  that  re- 
spect. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henbt  James)  said,  the  voter  would  not 
be  placed  under  any  further  disadvan- 
tage by  the  Redistribution  Bill  than  he 
had  now  to  contend  with.  He  would 
only  be  required  to  go  to  the  same  place. 
It  had  been  thought  a  great  advantage 
to  have  the  revision  concentrated  in  one 
place,  so  that  they  could  have  all  the 
officers  in  attendance  who  were  able  to 
give  the  information  that  was  necessary 
for  the  guidance  of  the  Revising  Bar- 
risters. Surely  that  advantage  would 
become  still  more  important  when  tHey 
were  establishing  separate  Parliamen- 
tary divisions  in  the  same  borough.  For 
instance,  an  officer  from  Division  A 
would  not  know  whether  a  particular 
voter  was  also  going  to  vote  in  Division 
B ;  but  if  the  officers  of  both  divisions 
were  brought  together,  the  officer  of 
Division  A  would  be  able  to  say — '•  We 
have  got  the  voter's  name  down  already, 
and,  therefore,  he  must  not  be  placed  in 
Division  B."  In  that  way  the  Revising 
Barrister  obtained  valuable  information. 
But  if  they  were  going  to  hold  each  re- 
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vision  of  a  division  separately,  and  to 
require  the  officer  for  Parliamentary  Di- 
vision A  to  appear  in  one  Court,  and  for 
Parliamentary  Division  B  to  appear  in 
another,  it  would  be  impossible  to  obtain 
any  community  of  information.  What 
was  required  was  some  central  place, 
where  aJlthe  officers  could  meet  in  order 
to  advise  the  Revising  Barrister.  The 
Revising  Barrister  himself,  of  his  own 
knowledge,  would  not  know  whether  a 
man  occupied  a  particular  house  or  shop 
or  not;  but  the  peirish  overseer  would 
know,  and  if  the  parish  overseers  were 
brought  together  they  would  be  able  to 
see  that  the  same  man  was  not  placed  on 
the  Register  in  regard  to  separate  quali- 
fications. He  believed  that  that  was  the 
practical  view  which  the  Revising  Bar- 
risters took  of  this  subject.  Their  feel- 
ing was  that,  if  the  Amendment  were 
adopted,  it  would  take  away  from  them 
the  opportunity  of  obtaining  the  infor- 
mation they  wanted ;  and,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  they  would  be  called  upon  to 
carry  on  their  inquiry  in  each  division 
without  having  in  their  possession  the 
special  information  they  required.  There 
were  one  or  two  other  practical  ques- 
tions which  would  also  have  to  be  con- 
sidered. Of  course,  there  was  nothing 
more  important  than  to  give  as  little 
extra  work  as  possible  to  the  Revising 
Barristers.  The  adoption  of  the  Amend- 
ment would  certainly  involve  a  waste  of 
time.  The  Revising  Barristers  would 
have  to  make  appointments  at  each  of 
the  Revision  Courts;  but  they  would 
not  be  in  a  position  to  know  how  long- 
the  sitting  at  each  would  last.  For  in- 
stance, they  might  go  to  one  Court  and 
find  the  work  over,  at  the  end  of  a 
morning  sitting,  or  in  half-an-hour,  and 
for  the  rest  of  the  day  they  would  have 
no  work  to  do.  On  the  other  hand,  the 
sitting  at  a  particular  Court  might  be 
much  more  protracted  than  they  had 
anticipated,  and  all  the  arrangements 
for  completing  the  work,  or  for  attend- 
ing elsewhere,  would  be  disorganized. 
A  great  waste  of  time  would  be  involved 
in  the  one  case,  and  in  the  other  the 
Revising  Barrister  would  not  be  in  a 
position  to  discharge  his  duty  properly  on 
the  following  day.  These,  of  course,  were 
practical  matters  which  must  be  dealt 
with.  The  Revising  Barristers  felt  very 
strongly  upon  them,  and  had  earnestly 
pressed  that  no  arrangement  should  be 
made  which  would  cut  their  time   to 
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waste,  especially  this  year,  when  it 
would  be  most  desirable,  owing  to  the 
exceptional  circumstances  of  the  case, 
that  they  should  hold  their  Courts  and 
complete  the  revision  on  the  best  infor- 
mation they  could  obtain  in  the  shortest 
possible  time.'  There  was  one  other 
practical  question  which  was  worth  con- 
sideration. The  Eevising  Barristers  had 
to  provide  the  Bevision  Courts  them- 
selves. They  had  not  only  to  find  them, 
but  to  pay  for  them.  It  would,  there- 
fore, be  not  only  more  advantageous, 
but  less  expensive,  to  go  to  a  centr^  hall 
in  Salford ;  but  if,  as  it  might  be  in  the 
case  of  Salford,  the  Bevising  Barrister 
were  required  to  hold  seven  Revision 
Courts,  instead  of  one,  he  might  be  re- 
quired to  sit  at  some  hotel,  or  some 
building,  which  was  not  a  public  institu- 
tion. His  hon.  Friend  made  no  provi- 
sion for  such  a  state  of  things,  nor  did 
he  suggest  where  the  Courts  should  be 
held.  As  had  already  been  pointed  out. 
Sub-section  4  gave  to  the  liocal  Autho- 
rity in  counties  power  to  hold  a  Kevision 
Court  in  a  town  near  the  division,  which 
might  be  just  over  the  borders  of  the 
district,  the  object  being  to  study  the 
convenience  of  the  voters.  There  was 
another  reason  why  he  was  unwilling  to 
accept  the  Amendment.  He  was  afraid 
there  might  be  Local  Authorities  who 
would  be  governed  by  political  feeling ; 
and  they  might  have  a  Local  Autho- 
rity in  one  borough  saying  to  the  Be- 
vising Barrister  '*You  shall  do  this," 
and  another  saying  **  You  shall  not  do 
it."  Upon  the  Select  Committee  they 
had  the  assistance  of  hon.  and  learned 
Gentlemen  who  had  been  Bevising  Bar- 
risters. The  matter  was  carefelly  con- 
sidered, and,  after  full  discussion,  it  was 
decided  not  to  introduce  a  clause  in  the 
direction  of  the  Amendment  of  his  hon. 
Friend.  It  was  necessary  to  concentrate 
in  one  place  the  information  from  all 
divisions  required  for  the  guidance  of 
Bevising  Barristers;  and  it  would  in- 
volve needless  delay,  inconvenience,  and 
extra  cost  to  multiply  the  Bevision 
Courts. 

Mr.  HOULDSWOBTHsaid,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  opposite  (the 
Attorney  General)  had  very  properly 
placed  before  the  Committee  the  objec- 
tions from  a  Bevising  Barrister's  point 
of  view ;  but  what  the  Committee  had 
to  consider  was  rather  the  convenience 
of   the   voters  in  connection  with  the 


registration  work,  so  that  the  Begister 
might  be  ultimately  rendered  as  perfect 
as  possible,  and  the  work  done  with  the 
least  possible  inconvenience  to  the  voters. 
He  thought  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman must  know  that  the  great  diffi- 
culty in  revising  the  Begister  was  to 
induce  those  who  had  to  appear  to  come 
up  to  the  Court  at  all ;  and  he  presumed 
that  the  object  the  hon.  Member  for 
Salford  (Mr.  Arthur  Arnold)  had  in 
view,  in  making  this  proposal,  was  that 
the  voters  should  be  placed  in  a  posi- 
tion in  which  they  could  attend  and  make 
their  claims  before  the  Court  of  Bevision, 
or  appear  in  order  to  substantiate  their 
claims  when  their  names  were  objected 
to.  He  (Mr.  Hoiddsworth)  thought  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  had 
not  quite  understood  the  object  of  this 
provision.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman seemed  to  suppose  that  it  was 
intended  to  deal  with  the  revision  list 
for  one  division  in  one  particular  neigh- 
bourhood, and  that  nobody  else  should 
appear  from  any  other  district ;  and  it 
was  imagined  that  if  more  than  one 
Court  was  held  the  Bevising  Barrister 
would  be  deprived  of  the  general  infor- 
mation which  he  would  receive  if  the 
Court  sat  in  a  central  position.  But 
there  was  no  reason  why  the  officers 
who  were  required  to  supply  informa- 
tion could  not  as  easily  attend  each 
Divisional  Court  as  the  Central  Court. 
It  appeared  to  him  that  it  was  a  ques^ 
tion  between  the  Bevising  Barristers 
and  the  officers  on  the  one  hand,  and 
the  great  mass  of  the  electors  on  the 
other ;  and  as  the  number  of  those  who 
would  have  to  attend  in  order  to  sub- 
stantiate their  claims  was  much  greater 
than  the  number  of  officials  who  would 
be  required  to  give  information,  the 
balance  of  advantage  was  certainly  in 
favour  of  providing  for  the  convenience 
of  the  voter  rather  than  of  the  officer. 
If  he  thought  there  was  any  practical 
difficulty  in  the  way  he  would  not  press 
the  Amendment.  But  he  could  corro- 
borate what  the  hon.  Member  for  Sal- 
ford had  stated — that  it  was  felt  to  be  a 
great  grievance  to  be  required  to  travel 
for  a  considerable  distance — perhaps 
from  two  to  four  miles — to  the  Bevision 
Court,  thus  wasting  a  great  deal  of  time ; 
whereas,  if  the  revision  took  place  in 
the  immediate  district,  the  loss  of  time 
would  be  considerably  less,  and  the 
general  convenience  much  greater.    It 
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was  only  a  permissive  clause,  and  he  | 
trusted  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Attor- 
ney General  would  consider  it  favour- 
ably. If  any  difficulty  arose,  it  might 
be  provided  for  upon  another  occasion ; 
but  his  own  impression  was  that  if  the 
Amendment  were  once  adopted  the  diffi- 
culties which  had  been  suggested  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  would 
disappear. 

Mb.  MELLOE  said,  he  wished  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  to  one 
objection  which,  to  his  mind,  was  a 
serious  practical  difficulty.  It  was 
this — that  the  Bevising  Barrister  had 
to  settle  his  Courts,  and  to  announce 
them  beforehand,  so  that  all  the  sittings 
of  the  Court  were  fixed  when  he  went 
down  to  hold  the  inquiry.  When  a 
Hevising  Barrister  began  to  hold  his 
first  Court  in  a  large  borough,  he  might 
find  that  he  had  a  great  deal  more  to  do 
than  he  had  anticipated,  and  that  he 
had  allowed  only  one  or  two  days  for  the 
completion  of  work  which  would  last 
three  or  four  days.  It  was  altogether 
impossible  for  a  Revising  Barrister, 
holding  his  Court  in  a  large  borough, 
to  tell  beforehand  how  long  he  would 
be  required  to  sit.  Therefore,  if  the 
Amendment  moved  by  the  hon.  Member 
were  adopted  this  difficulty  would 
arise.  The  Bevising  Barrister  would 
have  to  fix  his  first  Court  at  a  particular 
place— -say,  a  Town  Hall — and  he  would 
have  to  make  appointments  for  that  day. 
He  would  also  have  fixed  a  Court  in 
another  part  of  the  borough  for  the 
next  day ;  and  the  effect  would  be  that, 
if  the  first  inquiry  was  protracted,  he 
would  find  that  it  was  not  possible  to 
finish  the  first  list  on  the  first  day,  and 
a  long  interval  would  have  to  elapse 
before  he  would  find  himself  able  to 
return  and  take  up  the  list  again.  The 
consequence  would  be  that  he  would 
have  to  adjourn  the  Court  until  some 
indefinite  period,  and  a  number  of 
people  who  had  been  summoned  to 
attend  would  be  put  to  the  greatest 
possible  inconvenience,  and  the  time, 
not  only  of  the  voters,  but  of  the  officers, 
would  have  been  wasted.  The  next  day 
the  same  difficulty  would  occur  again, 
and  the  Hevising  Barrister  would  then 
find  himself,  from  day  to  day,  in  a  posi- 
tion never  to  be  able  to  finish  anything. 
In  addition  to  the  public  officers,  a  con- 
siderable number  of  voters  would  have 
been  brought  to  the  Court  at  great  per- 
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sonal  inconvenience  and  expense.  He 
trusted  that  his  hon.  Friend  would  with- 
draw the  Amendment,  and  he  hoped  his 
hon.  Friend  would  not  refuse  to  listen 
to  his  (Mr.  Mellor's)  suggestions,  simply 
because  he  happened  to  have  been  a 
Bevising  Barrister.  He  had  endea- 
voured to  deal  with  the  matter  only 
from  a  practical  point  of  view. 

Mb.  E.  STANHOPE  said,  he  sympa- 
thized with  the  views  which  had  been 
put  forward  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Salford  (Mr.  Arthur  Arnold)  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Manchester  (Mr. 
Houldsworth).  He  thought  that,  in 
this  matter,  they  ought  to  consult,  not 
only  the  convenience  of  the  Bevising 
Barrister,  but  also  that  of  the  voter; 
and  he  believed  that,  in  some  cases, 
the  convenience  of  the  voter  would  be 
best  consulted  if  an  inquiry  were  held 
in  each  separate  division.  But,  at  the 
same  time,  he  felt  the  force  of  what 
had  been  urged  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  as  to 
the  convenience  of  central  sittings,  and 
also  the  difficulty  of  entertaining  in  the 
present  Bill  proposals  that  were  in  the 
nature  of  reforms,  rather  than  the  mere 
assimilation  of  law,  which  it  was  the 
object  of  the  Bill  to  secure.  He  was 
afraid  that  the  only  way  of  preventing 
duplicate  entries  upon  the  Begister  was 
to  nave  all  the  officers  together  in  one 
place.  The  Amendment  certainly  went 
beyond  the  province  of  the  Bill ;  and 
he  was  afraid,  if  they  were  going  to  set 
to  work  to  amend  all  the  defects  of  the 
Begistration  Law  which  now  existed, 
the  scope'  of  the  Bill  would  have  to  be 
materially  extended.  He  thought  it 
would  be  better  to  try  and  limit  the 
measure  to  the  exact  purposes  for  which 
it  had  been  introduced. 

Mb.  ABTHUB  ABNOLD  said,  it 
was  somewhat  unfortunate  for  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  that  every  hon. 
Member  who  had  spoken  against  his 
proposal  was,  or  had  been,  a  Bevising 
Barrister.  As  far  as  the  evidence  of 
Bevising  Barristers  was  concerned,  he 
had  no  hesitation  in  admitting  that  the 
Bevising  Barristers,  as  a  body,  would 
be  against  his  proposal.  They  would 
not  like  to  be  under  the  direction  of  the 
Local  Authority,  even  in  the  case  of  a 
great  borough  like  Manchester ;  but  his 
contention  was  that  they  ought  to  be. 
In  Manchester  and  Salford  there  were 
seven  Town  Halls,  so  that  there  would  be 
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no  difficulty  in  finding  public  buildings 
suitable  for  the  purposes  of  the  Heyising 
Barrister.  The  hon.  and  learned  At- 
torney General  objected  to  the  proposal 
on  the  ground  that  it  was  somewhat 
beyond  the  scope  of  the  present  Bill. 
He  (Mr.  Arthur  Arnold)  maintained  that 
it  was  exactly  within  the  scope  of  the 
Bill ;  because  it  was  consequent  on  the 
passing  of  the  Bedistribution  Bill  and 
the  division  of  great  boroughs  into 
separate  constituencies.  The  Attorney 
Oeneral  had  pointed  out  that  the  voters 
would  be  in  no  worse  position  if  the 
Amendment  were  not  passed ;  but  what 
he  (Mr.  Arthur  Arnold)  wanted  was  to 
place  them  in  a  betterposition.  He  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Manchester 
(Mr.  Houldswonh)  that  the  voters  gene- 
rally would  derive  great  benefit  from  the 
adoption  of  this  provision,  and  that  they 
would  be  prevented  from  being  required 
to  walk,  as  was  constantly  the  case  at 
present,  from  two  to  four  miles  in  order 
to  support  their  qualification.  A  further 
argument  in  favour  of  the  Amendment 
was  that  it  was  permissive  and  not  com- 
pulsory, and  there  was  no  possibility  of 
its  being  put  in  force  where  it  would  not 
be  for  the  convenience  of  the  voters. 
Where  it  was  for  the  convenience  of 
the  voters,  it  would  undoubtedly  be 
put  in  force;  and  he  thought  it  was 
a  matter  of  the  highest  importance  that 
the  Local  Authority  should  possess  this 
power. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  said,  there  was 
one  point  in  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  which  had  not 
been  alluded  to  by  previous  speakers, 
and  he  did  not  think  that  it  had  been 
properly  met  by  those  who  supported 
the  Amendment.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Salford  (Mr.  Arthur  Arnold)  had 
spoken  of  that  borough  having  three 
Town  Halls.  [Mr.  Arthur  £inold  : 
Manchester  has  four.]  There  might  be 
a  borough  divided  under  the  Redistri- 
bution Bill  which  had  no  public  institu^ 
tion  whatever  in  the  second  division, 
which  would  answer  the  purpose  of  a 
Bevision  Court.  If,  therefore,  the  Ee- 
vising  Barrister  was  required  to  hold  a 
Court  in  a  division  of  that  kind,  there 
ought  to  be  some  provision  to  secure 
that  the  Local  Authority  should  provide 
a  place  in  which  to  hold  the  extra  sitting. 
It  ought  to  be  the  duty  of  the  Local 
Authority  to  provide  a  place  of  meeting, 
and  not  of  the  BevisiDg  Barrister. 


Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTBB  said,  that  as 
yet  no  answer  had  been  given  to  a  most 
important  objection  to  the  Amendment 
which  had  been  made  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attnrney  Gene- 
ral— namely,  that  in  the  absence  of  in- 
formation at  the  Divisional  Courts  elec- 
tors might  get  placed  on  the  list  for  two 
or  three  divisions.  Before  the  Com- 
mittee went  into  the  Lobby,  he  would 
be  glad  if  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Salford  (Mr.  Arthur  Arnold),  or 
somebody  who  took  the  same  view, 
would  answer  that  objection,  which  was 
certainly  a  most  formidable  one. 

Mr.  ABTHUB  ABNOLD  said,  the 
objections  advanced  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  and  his  right 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  upon 
that  matter  would  be  as  apparent  to  the 
Local  Authority  as  the  Bevising  Bar- 
rister. The  Amendment  had  been  op- 
posed chiefly  from  the  Bevising  Bar- 
rister's point  of  view.  Surely  the  prac- 
tical considerations  which  had  been  put 
forward  would  be  appreciated  quite  as 
much  by  the  Local  Authorities  as  by  the 
Bevising  Barristers.  His  (Mr.  Arthur 
Arnold's)  contention  was  that  the  chief 
matter  of  importance  was  the  conveni- 
ence of  the  public  officers  and  the  voter ; 
and  he  was  sure  that  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster)  would  have  full  confi- 
dence in  the  Local  Authorities  that  they 
would  only  pay  regard  to  the  public  con- 
venience. He  had  already  stated  to  the 
House  that,  on  looking  through  the  list 
of  voters  for  the  borough  of  Salford,  he 
found  that  the  duplicate  entries  were 
very  few  indeed ;  and  he  had  no  doubt 
that,  if  his  right  hon.  Friend  would 
examine  the  list  for  the  borough  ff 
Bradford,  he  would  find  that  it  was  in  a 
similar  position. 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLEB  said,  that  be 
was  not  a  Bevising  Barrister,  he  had 
never  been  one,  and  never  expected  to 
be ;  but  he  was  the  Bepresentative  of  a 
large  borough,  which  was  to  be  divided 
under  the  Bedistribution  Bill,  and  he 
thought  the  arguments  which  were  .put 
forward  by  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
and  the  Attorney  General  were  sound 
and  practicable.  He  thought  that,  so 
far  as  the  balance  of  convenience  was 
concerned,  there  might  be  some  advan- 
tage if  they  could  bring  the  Bevising 
Barrister  to  the  voter's  own  door.  But 
they  had  to  deal  with  a  limited  amount 
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of  time,  and  there  was  another  provision 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Salford 
(Mr.  Arthur  Arnold)  had  overlooked — 
namely,  the  possible  protraction  of  the 
business  of  the  Divisional  Coarts,  which 
might,  if  the  Amendment  were  adopted, 
much  delay  the  completion  of  theBegister 
for  the  borough  of  Salford  and  Man- 
chester. 

Mb.  AETHUE  ARNOLD  remarked, 
that  the  course  he  had  suggested  was 
adopted  in  Salford  the  year  before  last. 

Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLER  said,  that  it 
was  done  by  the{-  Bevising  Barrister  for 
the  convenience  of  the  voter,  and  the 
Bevising  Barrister  was  a  local  gentle- 
man who  understood  the  working  of  his 
own  Court.  The  main  question  for  the 
consideration  of  Parliament  was  to  pre- 
vent duplicate  entries.  They  were  in- 
troducing a  new  system  now,  and  what 
might  have  been  of  trivial  importance 
before,  when  the  voter  could  only  vote 
for  two  Members,  became  of  much 
greater  importance  now  that  the  borough 
was  divided  into  a  large  number  of  divi- 
sions. It  now  became  of  the  utmost 
importance  to  prevent  a  man  from  find- 
ing his  way  upon  the  Begister  for  more 
than  one  division,  in  which  case  he  might 
possibly  be  tempted  to  vote  for  each. 
He  thought  the  balance  of  'convenience 
was  against  the  Amendment  of  his  hon. 
Eriend. 

Me.  HOULDSWOBTH  thought  that 
the  difficulty  raised  by  the  Oovemment 
in  regard  to  duplicate  votes  was  fictitious, 
and  that  the  district  Be  vision  Courts 
might  be  so  arranged  as  to  have  the 
agents  and  the  officers  of  each  part  of 
the  borough  in  attendance  at  the  same 
time.  All  of  them  could  go  to  each  of 
the  districts  in  turn,  and  the  same  in- 
f&rmation  would,  in  that  case,  be  before 
the  Bevising  Barristers  in  each  district 
division  as  in  the  central  division.  He 
did  not  see,  therefore,  that  the  adoption 
of  the  Amendment  would  create  further 
difficulties  in  the  case  of  duplicate  en- 
tries. 

Mr.  ILLINGWOBTH  said,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler)  and  the  hon.  and  learned  At- 
torney General  thought  that  the  Be- 
vising Barrister's  inquiry  should  be  held 
in  one  Court  for  two  or  more  divisions. 
His  (Mr.  Illingworth's)  opinion  was, 
that  if  a  borough  were  divided  into 
three  divisions  and  three  distinct  Courts 
were  held,  the  officers  would  be  in  pre- 
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cisely  the  same  position  as  if  they  had 
to  wait  in  a  Central  Court  until  the  lists 
for  the  second  or  third  division  were 
taken.  Li  his  judgment  no  inconve- 
nience whatever  would  arise.  If  the 
Bevision  Courts  were  held  in  different 
parts  of  the  borough,  what  would  hap- 
pen? Simply  what  happened  now. 
When  the  Bevision  Court  was  held,  the 
voter  had  to  support  his  claim  when  his 
turn  came;  and  the  uncertainty  as  to 
when  the  name  would  be  called  would 
be  g^reater  in  a  Central  Court  than  if  the 
Court  were  held  in  different  districts. 
The  convenience  of  the  voter  would  cer- 
tainly be  better  consulted  by  adopting 
the  Amendment ;  and  it  was  quite  pos* 
sible  for  the  Bevising  Barrister  to  niiake 
arrangements  with  the  overseers  to  be 
present  at  the  Court  held  in  each  divi- 
sion. It  would  be  just  as  necessary  for 
the  overseers  to  attend  in  the  one  case 
as  in  the  other ;  and,  therefore,  he  saw 
nothing  in  the  objections  which  had  been 
raised  to  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  MELLOB  said,  that  having  been 
a  Bevising  Barrister,  and  being  one  no 
longer,  he  was  able  to  take  the  position 
of  an  impartial  witness.  The  Bevising 
Barristers  had  to  consult  and  did  con- 
sult the  convenience  of  the  voters ;  but, 
notwithstanding  what  had  been  said 
by  hon.  Members  who  supported  the 
Amendment,  he  believed  that  its  adop- 
tion would  create  serious  practical  diffi- 
culties. The  point  referred  to  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster)  was  a  very  serious  one 
indeed.  When  he  was  a  Bevising  Bar- 
rister, one  of  the  most  difficult  things 
he  had  to  do  was  to  ascertain,  in 
cases  of  alleged  duplicates,  whether 
the  name  objected  to  was  really  a  du- 
plicate entry  or  not — that  was  to  say, 
whether  it  was  the  same  man  whose 
name  appeared  on  the  Begister  more 
than  once.  This  was  a  very  difficult 
matter  to  decide,  because  it  sometimes 
happened  that  there  were  a  dozen  or 
twenty  persons  who  had  the  same  name. 
Of  course  the  Bevising  Barrister  was 
told  at  once  that  these  were  duplicate 
entries,  and  that  it  was  the  same  man 
who  had  three  or  four  separate  qualifi- 
cations. The  Bevising  Barrister  had  to 
examine  the  evidence  most  carefully, 
and  to  satisfy  himself  whether  the  en- 
tries related  to  the  same  man  or  not ; 
and  it  was  really  a  very  difficult  thing  to 
do.     His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 


1753    Registration  ( Occupation      {  May  6,  1 885 1 


Voters)  Bill 


1754 


Salford  (Mr.  Arthur  Arnold)  said  there 
was  no  difficulty  about  it ;  but  he  (Mr. 
Mellor)  was  convinced  that  unless  the 
Bevising  Barristers  took  the  utmost  care 
in  this  matter  a  good  many  persons 
would  run  the  lisk  of  losing  their  votes. 
He  was  glad  that  the  matter  had  been 
pointed  out  by  the  hon.  and  learned  At- 
torney General,  and  that  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  had  added  his  ob- 
jection. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  said,  he  had 
only  asked  for  information  on  the  point. 

Mb.  MELLOB  maintained  that  in 
order  to  make  certain,  and  to  prevent 
an  act  of  injustice  being  done,  it  was 
necessary  to  bring  Into  Court  all  the 
officers  who  were  connected  with  the 
parish.  They  were  all  summoned  to 
attend  the  first  Court  held  by  the  Re- 
vising Barrister;  but  if  the  sitting  of 
the  Court  was  broken  ofip,  as  it  was 
liable  to  be  if  the  proposed  Amend- 
ment were  adopted,  the  Bevising  Barris- 
ter would  find  it  impossible  to  give 
notice  beforehand  where  he  was  going 
to  hold  his  Court  next.  The  result 
would  be  that  there  would  be  in  Court 
on  the  first  day  a  great  number  of  per- 
sons who  would  necessarily  waste  their 
time,  including,  in  some  cases,  the 
officers  of  different  parishes;  and  then 
the  Bevising  Barrister  would  have  to 
adjourn  the  Court  to  some  uncertain 
day,  because  he  would  not  be  able  to 
tell  when  he  might  be  able  to  get  back 
again.  He  would  then  have  to  go  to 
another  Court  and  to  get  these  important 
parish  officers  to  go  about  with  him  ; 
and,  perhaps,  through  carelessness  or 
some  other  cause,  many  of  those  who 
had  wasted  their  time  on  the  first  day 
would  not  be  in  attendance  on  the  next, 
and  complaints  would  consequently  be 
made.  By  that  means  the  Begister  would 
get  into  confusion.  His  hon.  Eriend 
the  Member  for  Salford  had  suggested 
that  the  Bevising  Barristers  did  not  un- 
derstand the  matter,  and  that  it  was 
only  the  Local  Authority  who  did.  He 
thought  it  might  sometimes  be  assumed 
that  those  who  had  had  personal  ex- 
perience knew  best ;  and  he  was  sure 
that  the  Bevising  Barristers,  as  a  rule, 
made  it  their  first  consideration  to  con- 
sult the  convenience  of  the  voters.  He 
believed  that  if  the  Committee  adopted 
this  Amendment,  a  large  amount  of  con- 
fusion and  uncertainty  would  be  occa- 
sioned by  the  Bevising  Barrister  never 


being  able  to  see  how  much  of  the 
business  could  be  got  through  in  a  par- 
ticular day.  In  these  days  of  railways, 
tramways,  and  omnibuses,  it  would  not 
be  much  to  ask  a  working  man  to  travel 
two  or  three  miles  in  order  to  substan- 
tiate his  claim  to  the  vote.  Yoters  in 
the  counties  had  to  travel  much  greater 
distances,  and  they  did  not  complain.  It 
was  even  in  the  power  of  the  Bevising 
Barrister  to  give  costs  if  he  thought  that 
persons  had  been  improperly  objected 
to,  and  in  such  a  case  as  this  they  were 
fairly  entitled  to  costs.  He  hoped  the 
Committee  would  not  accept  the  Amend- 
ment. This  year  the  Bevising  Barris- 
ters would  have  to  do  three  or  four 
times  the  amount  of  work  they  had 
ever  been  called  upon  to  perform  be- 
fore, and  they  had  already  expressed 
their  willingness  to  do  it. 

Mb.  ABTHUB  ABNOLD  :  That  wiU 
not  be  the  case  in  the  boroughs. 

Mb.  MELLOB  said,  that  in  regard  to 
those  boroughs  which  had  been  divided 
it  would  be  found  that  the  work  had 
been  largely  increased.  He  was  very 
sorry,  for  his  own  part,  that  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Salford  had  not 
been  a  Bevising  Barrister,  so  that  he 
might  have  sat  in  one  of  these  Courts 
and  have  become  acquainted  with  the 
difficulties  which  had  to  be  contended 
with.  He  hoped  that  when  his  hon. 
Friend  went  back  to  Salford  at  the  time 
of  the  next  revision,  he  would  go  down 
to  the  Court  and  see  how  the  work  was 
managed. 

Mb.  T0MLIN80N  hoped  that  if  the 
claim  was  agreed  to  the  Committee  would 
agree  to  insert  in  it  a  Proviso  making  it 
the  duty  of  the  Local  Authority  in  the 
case  of  divided  boroughs  to  provide 
proper  places  for  the  holding  of  Bevision 
Courts. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB  said,  the  ob- 
jection which  had  been  raised  to  the 
proposal  was  fairly  met  by  the  answer 
that  the  overseers  would  attend  at  each 
Bevision  Court.  After  all,  the  Amend- 
ment was  merely  permissive.  It  would 
not  be  adopted  in  many  boroughs,  and 
he  should  be  glad  if  the  Government 
would  see  their  way  to  make  it  possible 
to  carry  out  the  proposal  of  his  hon. 
Friend. 

Mb.  TOMLINSON  asked  if  he  would 
be  in  Order  in  moving  the  Ame^  mS^^^ 
he  had  suggested  after  the  * ^^  *.  a 
which  was  about  to  take  place  ^ 

\SeeoP       ^     -• 
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The  chairman  :  Tee. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes  44  ; 
Noes  77:  Majority  33.  —  (Div.  list, 
No.  157.) 

Clause,  as  amended,  agrud  to. 

Clause  5  (Provision  as  to  double  en- 
tries in  boroughs). 

Mb.  HOULDS  worth  moved,  as  an 
Amendment,  after  *'  voter,"  in  line  33, 
to  insert — 

'*  Any  penon  who  is  entered  more  than  onoe 
as  a  Parliamentary  voter  may,  in  pursuance  of 
sub-section  fourteen  of  section  twenty-eight  of 
'  The  Parliamentary  and  Municipal  Registra- 
tion Act,  1878/  select  the  entry  to  be  retained 
for  voting  by  notice  in  writing  in  the  form 
given  in  the  Schedule  to  this  Act,  and  such 
notice  shall  be  delivered  to  the  revising  barris* 
ter  at  the  opening  of  the  revision  court  for  the 
borough." 

**  Any  person  on  the  list  of  voters  may  ob- 
ject to  the  name  of  any  person  being  retained 
for  voting  purposes  on  any  list  of  voters  in  re- 
spect of  more  than  one  qualification,  and  the 
revising  barrister  shall  hear  and  determine  such 
objection ;  and,  if  the  person  objected  to  does 
not  appear,  or  has  not  selected  the  entry  to  be 
retained  for  looting  in  manner  prescribed  by 
this  Aotp  the  revising  barrister  shall  deal  with 
such  entry  as  directed  by  sub-section  one  of 
this  present  section." 

The  hon.  Member  said,  the  simple 
object  of  his  Amendment  waste  provide 
definite  forms  in  two  oases,  one  being 
the  case  of  objection  to  a  duplicate  vote, 
and  the  other  the  case  of  selection  of 
qualification.  He  drew  the  argument 
for  the  necessity  of  this  from  some  re- 
marks which  had  been  made  by  an  hon. 
Member  opposite  upon  the  last  clause  ^ 
and  the  provision  was  rendered  neces- 
sary owing  to  the  difficulty  the  Revising 
Barrister  now  experienced  in  getting 
proper  proof  of  duplicate  qualifications, 
and  of  the  identity  of  individuals.  In 
some  cases  the  names  of  persons  ap- 
peared on  the  list  who  were  relations, 
while  in  others  they  were  not  relations 
at  all;  and  the  consequence  was  that 
very  great  care  was  required  in  de- 
ciding whether  the  name  was  that  of  a 
really  valid  voter  or  not.  It  was  well 
known  to  those  who  had  to  work  the 
registration  system  that  there  was  g^reat 
difficulty  in  getting  voters  to  attend  to 
the  application  made  to  them,  requiring 
them  to  bring  proof  of  their  identity  or 
to  substantiate  their  daim.  His  object 
xcraree  d.provide  a  definite  form  of  ob- 
were  hei'hich  might  be  sent  to  the  man 

Jfr.  2i 


who  was  objected  to,   on  the  ground 
that  he  had  more  than  one  qualification. 
If  this  were  not  done,  he  did  not  see 
any  provision  whatever  in  the  Bill,  as  it 
stood,  which  would  protect  a  man  who 
was  on  the  Begister  from  being  taken 
off,  on  the  ground  that  he  had  a  dupli- 
cate vote.    He  failed  to  see  that  there 
would  be  any  protection  at  all  unless 
some  provision,  were  made  that  the  ob- 
jection should  in  every  case  be  sent  to 
the  voter.     He  noticed,  in  the  Bill  in 
regard  to  counties,  that  there  was  a  pro- 
vision for  selection  ;   but  he  was  not 
quite  sure  that  there  was  one  in  regard 
to  objection,  and  his  object  in  providing 
this  form  of  objection  was  to  secure  that 
every  man  whose  name  was  more  than 
once  on  the  Register  should  have  an  ob- 
jection sent  to  him,  in  order  that  he 
might  be  able  to  take  the  proper  steps, 
by  appearance  or  otherwise,  to  prove 
whether  he  had  been  reaUy  duplicated 
or  not.    Now  that  there  was  to  be  a 
system  of  selectioo,  it  appeared  to  him 
that  great  confusion  wovdd  be  created 
unless  some  definite  form  were  provided 
which  the  Bevising  Barrister  could  have 
presented  to  him,  and  which,  when  duly 
signed,  he  would  accept  as  evidence  of 
the  selection  of  the  voter.    Perhaps  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
G-eneral  would  be  good  enough  to  teU 
him  how,  under  the  Bill,  the  principle 
of  selection  would  be  exercised  r    There 
was  nothing  in  the  Bill,  so  far  as  he  un- 
derstood it,  which  enabled  him  to  see 
exactly  how  it  would  work.     He  could 
understand  that  if  the  voter  appeared 
personally  before  the  Bevising  Barrister 
and  said  that  he  preferred  to  have  his 
name  upon  the  Begister  asbeing  qualified 
for   such-and-such   a  place,   that  that 
would  be  sufficient,  or  that  it  might  be 
sufficient  if  the  agent  produced  a  letter 
from  the  voter.    All  that  he  would  get 
by  establishing  a  distinct  form  pf  selec- 
tion would  be  to  enable  the  Bevising 
Barrister  to  get  through  his  work  much 
more  easily,  and  to  provide  a  form  which 
would  have  a  little  more  authority  about 
it.    The  strong  point  was  to  protect  the 
voter  against  being  taken  off,  when  it 
might  not  be  realfy  a  dupHoate  entiy 
at  aU. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  5,  line  33,  after  "  roter/'  insert— 
**Any  person  who  is  entered  more  than  onoe 
at  a  rarliamentary  voter  may,  in  pursuance  of 
sub-section  fourteen  of  section  twenty-eiglit  of 


1757      RegUtraiian  {Occupation     {May  6, 1885} 


VoUm)  Bill 


1758 


'The Parliamentary  and  linnicipal  Hegifltra- 
tion  Act,  1878,'  select  the  entry  to  be  retained 
for  voting  by  notice  in  writing  in  the  form 
giren  in  the  Schedule  to  this  Act,  and  such  no- 
tice shall  be  delirered  to  the  revising  barrister 
at  the  opening  of  the  revision  court  for  the 
borough. 

<'  Ainy  person  on  the  list  of  voters  may  object 
to  the  name  of  any  person  being  retained  for 
voting  purposes  on  any  list  of  voters  in  respNeot 
of  more  than  one  qualification,  and  the  revising 
barrister  shall  hear  and  determine  such  ob- 
jection ;  and,  if  the  person  objected  to  does  not 
appear,  or  has  not  selected  the  entry  to  be  re- 
tained for  voting  in  manner  prescribed  by  this 
Act,  the  revising  barrister  shall  deal  with  sudi 
entry  as  directed  by  sub-section  one  of  this 
present  section.*'— (Jfir.  Souldsworth.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henbt  James)  said  there  was,  under  the 
Act  already  in  force,  the  power  which 
the  hon.  Member  suggested ;  and  under 
the  present  Bill  Sub- section  9  of  Clause  3 
made  this  provision  for  counties  by  no- 
tice being  given  in  writing.  As  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  Member,  he  thought 
the  provision  would  be  very  awkward, 
because  the  voter  would  lose  the  advan- 
tage given  him  by  the  present  Act  of 
Parliament.  The  voter  now  could  write 
a  note  to  the  Revising  Barrister  and 
select  the  occupation  vote ;  and  if  the 
Revising  Barrister  was  satisfied  with  the 

fenuineness  of  the  handwriting  it  would 
e  sufficient.  In  counties  that  was  so. 
The  Revising  Barrister  would  communi- 
cate with  the  voter,  the  voter  having 
written  to  him — ''  I  give  you  notice  that 
I  wish  to  remain  on  the  list  for  that 
qualification."  The  hon.  Gentleman 
wished  to  go  further,  and  proposed  a 
form  which  he  (the  Attorney  General) 
could  not  accept,  and  which  he  thought 
the  Committee  would  see  was  unadvis- 
able.  The  hon.  Gentleman  proposed, 
however,  two  forms,  one  of  which  was  a 
form  of  olneotion.  A  person  might  go 
before  the  Revising  Barrister  and  sav — 
''  This  person  must  not  have  this  qualifi- 
cation because  he  is  on  the  Register  for 
another."  Her  Majesty's  Gt>verament 
had  considered  this,  and  he  (the  At- 
torney General)  had  framed  a  clause 
dealing  with  the  notices  of  objection;  but 
thej  found  it  was  so  complex,  casting 
the  burden  upon  the  voter,  that  he  had 
abandoned  it.  But  by  Clause  16  the 
Committee  would  see,  if  they  inserted 
this  form  in  the  Schedule,  they  would 
render  the  proceedings  taken  invalid  if 


that  form  had  not  been  used ;  whereas 
it  was  provided  that  disregard  of  a 
formal  instruction  should  not  invalidate. 
He  should  have  no  objection  to  meet  the 
hon.  Member's  views  in  the  proper  place 
by  inserting  his  form  of  objection.  He 
could  not,  however,  insert  it  in  the  clause 
under  notice. 

Me.  HOULDSWORTH  said,  his  ob- 
ject, as  he  had  stated,  was  to  protect 
persons  from  having  objections  made 
against  them  which  did  not  properly 
apply  to  them.  Under  the  Bill  any 
person  could  object  to  any  other  person 
on  the  list  for  what  seemed  to  be  a 
double  qualification ;  the  name  of  John 
Jones,  for  instance,  might  appear  twice, 
but  the  individual  in  one  case  might 
be  another  person  altogether  from  the 
individual  in  the  other.  His  proposal 
was  that  a  form  of  objection  should 
be  sent  to  every  person  whose  name 
was  more  than  once  on  the  Register 
in  order  that  he  might  take  steps,  by 
appearance  or  otherwise,  to  prove,  if 
necessary,  that  he  was  not  a  duplicate 
voter. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  asked  if  he  was 
correct  in  understanding  that  the  law 
would  be  that  if  a  man  had  two  quali- 
fications— ^say,  one  for  his  residence  in 
one  division,  and  the  other  for  his  ware- 
house in  another  division — he  would  be 
registered  for  his  house,  unless  he 
claimed  to  vote  in  respect  of  his  ware- 
house ;  but  that  it  would  not  be  obli- 
gatory upon  him  to  attend  in  person  to 
make  that  claim — that  it  would  be  suf- 
ficient for  him  to  write  a  letter  which 
would  satisfy  the  Revising  Barrister  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henrt  James)  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  correctly  stated  the 
effect  of  the  clause. 

Amendment,  byleave,  withdraum. 

Clause  agr$ed  to. 

Clause  6  (Saving  as  to  registration  of 
burgesses  and  voters  in  parishes  in  mu- 
nicipal boroughs)  agreed  to. 

Clause  7  (Clerks  of  the  peace  and 
town  clerks). 

Mr.  R.  H.  PAGET  said,  he  wished  to 
state  very  briefly  his  reasons  for  pro- 
posing the  alteration  embodied  in  the 
Amendment  he  was  about  to  move  to 
this  clause.  He  was  aware  that  there 
was  great  need  for  speed  in  the  matter 
of  th^  Bill,  and,  therefore,  he  did  not 

[Second  Ifight.'] 
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wish  to  cause  a  moment's  unnecessary 
delay.  He  would  point  out  that  Bills 
were  rarely  delivered  by  the  Queen's 
printer's  earlier  than  three  days  after 
the  Boyal  Assent  had  been  given  to 
them;  and,  therefore,  according  to  the 
clause,  Clerks  of  the  Peace  would  only 
have,  at  the  outside,  four  days  in  which 
to  issue  the  precepts  to  overseers.  Those 
precepts  were  very  lengthy,  as  the  Com- 
mittee might  observe  by  reference  to 
the  Schedules  of  the  Bill;  they  were  not 
yet  settled  ;  but  it  would  be  obligatory 
on  every  Clerk  of  the  Peace  to  issue, 
within  seven  days  after  the  passing  of 
the  Bill,  the  whole  of  those  lengthy 
precepts  to  every  overseer  in  their  re- 
spective counties.  In  the  case  of  large 
counties,  with  500  parishes,  it  would  be 
impossible  to  comply  with  the  provision 
of  the  clause  in  its  present  form.  The 
mere  printing  of  tke  precepts  would 
take  a  considerable  time.  He  repeated 
that  he  had  no  desire  to  delay  the  Bill, 
but  wished  to  make  it  a  practicable 
measure.  He  readily  acknowledged 
that  the  work  of  the  overseers  was  full 
of  difficulty,  and  that  they  wanted 
plenty  of  time ;  and  he  was  glad  to  iind 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhamp- 
ton (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler),  who  the  other 
night  regarded  this  as  a  mere  matter  of 
simple  copying,  had  been  thoroughly 
converted  on  this  point;  but,  in  order 
to  afford  time  to  Clerks  of  the  Peace  to 
perform  their  statutable  duty,  he  would 
move  the  Amendment  standing  in  his 
name. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  7,  line 
10,  leave  out  the  word  **  seven,"  in  order 
to  insert  the  word  "ten," — {Mr,  R,  H. 
Paget,) — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
'  seven '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  Jahes)  said,  that,  so  far  as  he 
was  concerned,  he  should  be  perfectly 
willing  that  ^e  Clerks  of  the  Peace 
should  have  10  days  instead  of  seven  in 
which  to  issue  the  precepts;  but  the 
Government  had  very  carefully  con- 
sidered the  point,  and  seeing  that  the 
additional  time  proposed  to  be  allowed 
to  them  must  come  out  of  the  time  in 
which  the  overseers  had  to  perform 
their  duty  he  could  not  accept  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  said,  that  al- 
though he  agreed  with  his  hon.  Priend 

Mr,  R,  H,  Paget 


(Mr.  R.  H.  Paget)  that  an  extension  of 
the  time  allowed  to  Clerks  of  the  Peace 
under  the  clause  was  desirable,  he  felt, 
at  the  same  time,  that  it  would  not  be 
advisable  to  hurry  the  overseers  in  the 
performance  of  their  duties. 

Mr.  R.  H.  PAGET  said,  he  was  glad 
to  hear  that  both  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire 
(Mr.  E.  Stanhope),  while  opposing  the 
Amendment,  had  recognized  the  fact 
that  further  time  was  necessary  for  the 
Clerks  of  the  Peace.  He  was  aware  that 
the  duties  of  the  overseers  were  difficult, 
and  he  did  not  wish  to  deprive  them  of 
a  single  day,  nor  did  he  wish  to  detain 
or  divide  the  Committee  on  his  Amend- 
ment. But  if  it  were  correct,  as  he  as- 
serted it  to  be,  that  in  certain  cases  as 
many  as  500  precepts  would  have  to  be 
issued,  then  he  said  that  Clerks  of  the 
Peace  would  be  tmable  to  comply  with 
the  words  of  the  Statute. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sip 
HEinsY  Jakes)  :  I  suggest  that  we 
should  give  the  Clerks  of  the  Peace  a 
clear  week  of  seven  working  days,  and 
I  am  prepared  to  substitute  ''eight" 
for  "seven,"  in  order  to  secure  that. 

Mr.  R.  H.  PAGET  said,  he  was  glad 
to  secure  for  the  Clerks  of  the  Peace  an* 
other  day,  and  would  ask  leave  to  with- 
draw the  Amendment,  in  order  to  move 
an  Amendment  in  conformity  with  the 
suggestion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  7,  line 
10,  to  leave  out  the  word  '•  seven,"  in 
order  to  insert  the  word  **  eight," — {Mr, 
R,  H,  Paget,) — ^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
'  seven  '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Mr.  WARTON  asked  whether  it  was 
a  fact  that  the  overseers  had  already 
acted  under  the  provisions  of  Section  9 
of  the  "  Representation  of  the  People 
Act,  1884,"  by  sending  occupiers  the 
form  of  notice  contained  in  the  3rd 
Schedule  to  that  Act  ?  The  Committee 
would  observe  that  Form  A,  in  page  59 
of  the  Bill,  had  been  copied  with  minute 
correctness  from  the  9th  section  of  the 
Act  of  1884.  The  two  forms  were  iden- 
tical. If  the  overseers  had  already  acted 
under  the  9th  section  of  the  Act  of 
1884,  then  there  would  be  more  time 
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magistrates  had  done  all  they  could  to 
carry  out  the  spirit  of  the  Act ;  but,  on 
the  whole,  he  thought  it  would  be  better 
to  put  in  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  under- 
stood that  the  object  of  the  Bill  was  to 
make  it  possible  for  a  voter  to  pass  from 
his  district  to  the  polling  place ;  but  if 
that  were  so,  other  considerations  must 
be  taken  into  account  besides  mere  dis- 
tance. Special  arrangements  were  neces- 
sary in  cases  where  Party  feeling  ran 
very  high.  In  some  towns  in  the  North 
of  Ireland — Newry,  for  instance — where 
political  feeling  was  very  strong,  the 
polling  place  was  always  put  in  the 
Orange  district.  He  trusted  that  in  such 
cases  something  would  be  done  to  ar- 
range that  each  district  —  the  Orange 
and  the  Catholic — should  be  provided 
with  a  separate  polling  place,  in  order 
that  the  voters  of  each  Party  would  be 
able  to  record  their  votes  in  safely. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henby  Jambs)  said,  that  was  a  question 
for  the  Local  Authorities. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  would  it 
not  be  possible  to  introduce  a  provision 
in  this  jBill  which  might  afterwards  be 
transferred  to  the  Irish  Bill  making  it 
oompulsory,  on  requisition  bv  a  certain 
number  of  electors,  that  the  Authorities 
ehould  provide  polling  places  in  districts 
where  it  would  be  perfectly  safe  for  the 
voters  to  go  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (8b 
Henry  Jakes)  said,  the  Local  Autho- 
rities already  had  the  power  to  arrange 
the  polling  districts  as  they  thoiight 
right. 

Mr.  PELL  said,  it  appeared  to  him 
that  they  were  now  entering  into  very 
complicated  matters.  What  were  they 
to  measure?  Where  they  to  measure 
the  highroad  ?  And  supposing  there  was 
a  ferry,  was  that  to  be  measured  also  as 
the  boat  travelled,  or  were  they  to  take 
the  nearest  cut  across  the  river  ?  What 
was  meant  by  the  hon.  Member's  Amend- 
ment ?  He  did  not  wish  to  place  ob- 
stacles in  the  Way  of  the  voter ;  but  he 
did  not  think  that  any  practical  incon- 
venience arose  under  the  present  system, 
and  it  appearad  to  him  that  they  were 
introducing  compUoations  into  the  work- 
ing of  the  Act. 

Me.  HENEAOE  said,  he  did  not  de- 
sire to  press  his  worda,  if  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber could  suggest  any  that  would  be 
better.    What  he  meant  to  provide  was 


that  the  distance  shou 
along  the  ordinary  roa 
travelled  in  getting  fro 
denoe  to  the  polling 
received  a  great  numl 
this  subject,  and  he  k 
districts  great  inconvei 
the  present  state  of 
shown,  in  one  case«  thi 
between  eight  and  12  m 
place. 

Mr.  WARTON  saic 
what  number  or  quai 
hon.  Member  opposit* 
had  in  his  possession, 
been  before  the  Cour 
casions,  and  in  all 
Judges  had  made  it  p( 
the  distance  must  be 
crow  flies.  If  the  C 
that,  they  would  be  flj 
the  legal  mind,  and 
had  practically  settle 
allowed  this  loose  Am< 
in,  the  question  woul 
''What  is  a  road  an 
define  it?"  It  was  c 
were  to  have  a  distanc 
have  the  actual  diste 
else.  This  Amendmei 
door  to  all  sorts  of  con 
was  a  road  and  what  \ 
tance  must  be  the  disi 
else.  If  they  once  w< 
tion  of  the  way  round 
themselves  into  all  s^ 
The  Amendment  seei 
very  absurd  and  oppc 
decisions. 

Mr.  e.  stanho: 

spite  of  all  the  receo 
the  hon.  and  learned 
Warton)  had  referred 
to  say  that  the  Count 
limited  themselves  to 
but  had  acted  in  the  s] 
ment  of  the  hon.  Mei 
(Mr.  Heneage). 

Mr.  sexton  sail 
the  point  advanced  bj 
forGalway  (Mr.  T. 
been  misapprehendec 
ring  to  the  towns  in  I 
and  learned    Gentler 
General  (Sir  Henry 
confidence  in  the  Jul 
Ireland  had  no  oonfi< 
believed  they  would 
placet  as  inconveniex 
the  National  Party. 
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Government,  therefore,  if  the  Corpora- 
tions in  Ireland  could  not  be  allowed  to 
have  some  voice  in  the  matter  of  arrang- 
ing the  positions  of  polling  stations^  or 
if  the  power  of  the  Justices  could  not  be 
modified  in  some  way  ? 

Mb.  BIGG-AE  said,  that,  at  the  last 
General  Election,  he  was  at  a  particular 
poUing  place  in  Ireland,  and  he  found 
that  some  of  the  people  who  lived  within 
a  short  distance,  instead  of  coming  there 
to  record  their  votes,  had  to  go  to  an- 
other polling  place  five  or  six  miles  dis- 
tant. He  did  not  know  if  this  had  been 
wilfully  arranged,  or  if  it  was  the  result 
of  gross  negligence,  but  it  had  given 
rise  to  much  inconvenience,  and  in  cases 
where  there  was  great  political  excite- 
ment it  was  calculated  to  prevent  op- 
posing parties  registering  their  opinions. 
He  hoped  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Attorney  General  would  adopt 
some  means  for  influencing  the  Local 
Authorities.  In  the  case  of  Newry,  the 
Authorities  were,  of  course,  the  county 
magistrates,  and  it  was  notorious  that 
the  county  magistrates  did  not  belong 
to  the  popular  Party  in  Ireland ;  and  he 
thought,  in  order  to  encourage  people  to 
give  their  votes,  it  would  be  better  if  the 
Government  would  give  attention  to  the 
recommendation  of  hid  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton). 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to;  words 
inserted  accordingly. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Hbneagb,  the 
following  Amendment  made  : — ^In  page 
9,  lines  20  and  21,  leave  out  "  and 
may." 

Mb.  HENEAGE  said,  he  wished  to 
move  an  Amendment,  the  object  of  which 
was  to  provide  that  the  magistrates  re- 
siding within  the  county  districts  should 
be  the  authority  to  regulate  these  poll- 
ing places.  The  suggestion  he  made 
had  been  acted  upon  by  the  Quarter 
Sessions  in  Somersetshire  already  volun- 
tarily ;  and  he  thought  his  hon.  Friend 
opposite  (Mr.  B.  H.  Paget)  would  tell 
them  that  it  had  been  working  well. 
What  they  in  Somerset  had  done  volun- 
tarily he  proposed  to  make  compulsory. 
He  proposed  that  the  Court  of  Quarter 
Session,  instead  of  sending  this  subject  to 
a  Committee  of  magistrates  of  the  whole 
Quarter  Session,  should  appoint  a  Com- 
mittee in  each  electoral  division  of  ma- 
gistrates residing  in  the  division,  and 

Mr.  Sexton 


that  they  should  sit  as  a  Court  to 
this  question  of  polling  places.  Tfam. 
however,  was  not  so  much  a  questum 
for  the  Government  as  for  the  Commit- 
tee itself,  and  therefore  he  would  appetl 
to  the  Committee  generally  to  suppoct 
his  Amendment.  He  hoped  he  ahoaU 
get  the  support  of  the  two  Front  Bendm; 
but,  in  any  case,  he  strongly  appealed 
to  those  magistrates  in  the  Hooae  w^ 
had  had  a  great  deal  of  experience  witk 
regard  to  local  self-government.  There 
was  one  case  he  should  like  to  brxn; 
before  the  Committee.  It  was  in  Soiztk 
Lincolnshire,  where  the  Quarter  SeesioBai 
areas  of  Kesteven  and  Holland  orcr- 
lapped  with  regard  to  the  Parliamentary 
county  divisions.  What  he  desired  ii 
this  case  was  that  the  two  Gomti  U 
Quarter  Session  should  each  appoint  S«> 
sident  Magistrates  to  act  as  a  oommittat 
to  decide  the  question  as  to  the  posztmi 
of  the  polling  stations.  He  begged  to 
move  the  Amendment  standing  in  kii 
name. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  pa^e  9,  line  22,  at  end,  add  the  fbUovi^ 
sub-section: — "(4.)  Where  a  parliftnuBtBT 
county  is  not  oo-extensiye  with  ooe  eoodr 
quarter  sessional  area,  the  ooart  of  qrniv 
sessions  having  jurisdiction  within  mch  pad»- 
mentary  county  shall,  within  one  month  «&r 
the  passing  of  this  Act,  for  a  oommittae  af  al 
the  magistrates  acting  for  and  residing  in  tkcflhi 
parliamentary  coiinty,  who  shall  hold  mtx 
within  the  said  parliamentary  conntyy  and 
into  consideration  the  division  of  lach  p 
mentary  county  into  poUing  distnctc,  and 
applications  for  and  assign  polling  pAaoes  ti 
such  polling  districts  in  such  "•nn^r  as  west 
make  the  districts  conform  with  the  en 
relating  to  the  division  of  counties  into 
districts,  and  measuring  the  ^'"tini^ 
mentioned  along  the  nearest  road,  so  as  to 
the  convenience  of  electors  in  reoordxng 
votes ;  the  report  of  such  committee  shall  W 
entered  upon  the  records  of  such  oonrt  or  eoart 
of  g^end  sessions,  who  shall  make  otdoi 
thereupon  according  to  the  respeotiTe  areas  ^ 
such  parliamentary  oounties  within  the  j«n»> 
diction  of  the  said  courts.*' — [iir,  H^nmft, > 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  wDtds 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  B.  n.  PAGET  said,  he  hoped  tk» 
Committtee  would  not  entertain  the  pro- 
posal made  to  them  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  (Mr.  Heneage).  It  v» 
objeotionable  on  several  gronnda,  whkh 
he  would  very  briefly  indicate.  In  tkt 
first  place,  it  produced  a  feature  which 
was  entirely  unnecessary.  The  power* 
of  the  Local  Authority  were  aapU  te 
deal  with  the  matter  aa  it  bow 
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magistrates  had  done  all  they  could  to 
carry  out  the  spirit  of  the  Act ;  but,  on 
the  whole,  he  thought  it  would  be  better 
to  put  in  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'OONNOE  said,  he  under- 
stood  that  the  object  of  the  Bill  was  to 
make  it  possible  for  a  voter  to  pass  from 
his  district  to  the  polling  place ;  but  if 
that  were  so,  other  considerations  must 
be  taken  into  account  besides  mere  dis- 
tance. Special  arrangements  were  neces- 
sary in  cases  where  Party  feeling  ran 
very  high.  In  some  towns  in  the  North 
of  Ireland — Newry,  for  instance — where 
political  feeling  was  very  strong,  the 
polling  place  was  always  put  in  the 
Orange  district.  He  trusted  that  in  such 
cases  something  would  be  done  to  ar- 
range that  each  district  —  the  Orange 
and  the  Catholic — should  be  provided 
with  a  separate  polling  place,  in  order 
that  the  voters  of  each  Party  would  be 
able  to  record  their  votes  in  safely. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
HEimy  James)  said,  that  was  a  question 
for  the  Local  Authorities. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  would  it 
not  be  possible  to  introduce  a  provision 
in  this  Bill  which  might  afterwards  be 
transferred  to  the  Irish  Bill  making  it 
compulsory,  on  requisition  by  a  certain 
number  of  electors,  that  the  Authorities 
should  provide  polling  places  in  districts 
where  it  would  be  perfectly  safe  for  the 
voters  to  go  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  rSir 
Henry  James)  said,  the  Local  Autno- 
rities  already  had  the  power  to  arrange 
the  polling  districts  as  they  thought 
right. 

Mr.  pell  said,  it  appeared  to  him 
that  they  were  now  entering  into  very 
complicated  matters.  What  were  they 
to  measure?  Where  they  to  measure 
the  highroad  ?  And  supposing  there  was 
a  ferry,  was  that  to  be  measured  also  as 
the  boat  travelled,  or  were  they  to  take 
the  nearest  cut  across  the  river  ?  What 
was  meant  by  the  hon.  Member's  Amend- 
ment ?  He  did  not  wish  to  place  ob- 
stacles in  the  Way  of  the  voter ;  but  he 
did  not  think  that  any  practical  incon- 
venience arose  under  the  present  system, 
and  it  appearad  to  him  that  they  were 
introducing  complications  into  the  work- 
ing of  the  Act. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  said,  he  did  not  de- 
sire to  press  his  words,  if  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber could  suggest  any  that  would  be 
better.    What  he  meant  to  provide  was 


that  the  distance  should  be  the  distance 
along  the  ordinary  road  which  would  be 
travelled  in  getting  from  the  voter's  resi- 
dence to  the  polling  station.  He  had 
received  a  great  number  of  letters  upon 
this  subject,  and  he  knew  that  in  some 
districts  great  inconvenience  arose  from 
the  present  state  of  things.  It  was 
shown,  in  one  case,  that  200  voters  were 
between  eight  and  12  miles  from  a  polling 
place. 

Mr.  WARTON  said,  he  did  not  care 
what  number  or  quantity  of  letters  the 
hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr.  Heneage) 
had  in  his  possession.  This  matter  had 
been  before  the  Courts  on  various  oc- 
casions, and  in  all  the  decisions  the 
Judges  had  made  it  perfectly  clear  that 
the  distance  must  be  measured  as  the 
crow  flies.  If  the  Committee  altered 
that,  they  would  be  flying  in  the  face  of 
the  legal  mind,  and  what  the  Judges 
had  practically  settled.  If  they  once 
allowed  this  loose  Amendment  to  be  put 
in,  the  question  would  at  once  arise — 
''What  is  a  road  and  how  are  you  to 
define  it?"  It  was  clear  that  if  they 
were  to  have  a  distance  at  all  they  must 
have  the  actual  distance  and  nothing 
else.  This  Amendment  would  open  the 
door  to  all  sorts  of  confusion  as  to  what 
was  a  road  and  what  was  not.  The  dis- 
tance must  be  the  distance  and  nothing 
else.  If  they  once  went  into  the  ques- 
tion of  the  way  round,  they  would  land 
themselves  into  all  sorts  of  difficulties. 
The  Amendment  seemed  to  him  to  be 
very  absurd  and  opposed  to  all  the  late 
decision  s 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  said,  that  in 
spite  of  all  the  recent  decisions  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Warton)  had  referred  to,  he  was  obliged 
to  say  that  the  County  Justices  had  not 
limited  themselves  to  so  narrow  a  view, 
but  had  acted  in  the  spirit  of  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  (Srimsby 
(Mr.  Heneage). 

Mr.  sexton  said,  he  thought  that 
the  point  advanced  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Galway  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  had 
been  misapprehended.  He  was  refer- 
ring to  the  towns  in  Ireland.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
(jl^eneral  (Sir  Henry  James)  had  great 
oonfldence  in  the  Justices ;  but  they  in 
Ireland  had  no  confidence  in  them,  and 
believed  they  would  make  the  polling 
placet  as  inconvenient  as  they  could  to 
the  National  Party.    He  would  ask  the 
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Government,  therefore,  if  the  Corpora- 
tions in  Ireland  could  not  be  allowed  to 
have  some  Toice  in  the  matter  of  arrang- 
ing the  positions  of  polling  stations^  or 
if  the  power  of  the  Justices  could  not  be 
modified  in  some  way  ? 

Mb.  BIGGAE  said,  that,  at  the  last 
General  Election,  he  was  at  a  particular 
polling  place  in  Ireland,  and  he  found 
that  some  of  the  people  who  lived  within 
a  short  distance,  instead  of  coming  there 
to  record  their  votes,  had  to  go  to  an- 
other polling  place  five  or  six  miles  dis- 
tant. He  did  not  know  if  this  had  been 
wilfully  arranged,  or  if  it  was  the  result 
of  gross  negligence,  But  it  had  given 
rise  to  much  inconvenience,  and  in  cases 
where  there  was  great  political  excite- 
ment it  was  calculated  to  prevent  op- 
posing parties  registering  their  opinions. 
He  hoped  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Attorney  General  would  adopt 
some  means  for  influencing  the  Local 
Authorities.  In  the  case  of  Newry,  the 
Authorities  were,  of  course,  the  county 
magistrates,  and  it  was  notorious  that 
the  county  magistrates  did  not  belong 
to  the  popular  Party  in  Ireland ;  and  he 
thought,  in  order  to  encourage  people  to 
give  their  votes,  it  would  be  better  if  the 
Government  would  give  attention  to  the 
recommendation  of  hid  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton). 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to;  words 
inserted  accordingly. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Hbneagb,  the 
following  Amendment  made  : — ^In  page 
9,  lines  20  and  21,  leave  out  "  and 
may." 

Mb.  HENEAGE  said,  he  wished  to 
move  an  Amendment,  the  object  of  which 
was  to  provide  that  the  magistrates  re- 
siding within  the  county  districts  should 
be  the  authority  to  regulate  these  poll- 
ing places.  The  suggestion  he  made 
had  been  acted  upon  by  the  Quarter 
Sessions  in  Somersetshire  already  volun- 
tarily ;  and  he  thought  his  hon.  Friend 
opposite  (Mr.  B.  H.  Paget)  would  tell 
them  that  it  had  been  working  well. 
What  they  in  Somerset  had  done  volun- 
tarily he  proposed  to  make  compulsory. 
He  proposed  that  the  Court  of  Quarter 
Session,  instead  of  sending  this  subject  to 
a  Committee  of  magistrates  of  the  whole 
QuArter  Session,  should  appoint  a  Com- 
mittee in  each  electoral  division  of  ma- 
gistrates residing  in  the  division,  and 

Mr,  Sexton 


that  they  should  sit  as  a  Court  to  arrange 
this  question  of  polling  places.  This, 
however,  was  not  so  much  a  question 
for  the  Government  as  for  the  Commit- 
tee itself,  and  therefore  he  would  appeal 
to  the  Committee  generally  to  support 
his  Amendment.  He  hoped  he  should 
get  the  support  of  the  two  Front  Benches ; 
but,  in  any  case,  he  strongly  appealed 
to  those  magistrates  in  the  House  who 
had  had  a  great  deal  of  experience  with 
regard  to  local  self-government.  There 
was  one  case  he  should  like  to  bring 
before  the  Committee.  It  was  in  South 
Lincolnshire,  where  the  Quarter  Sessional 
areas  of  Kesteven  and  Holland  over- 
lapped with  regard  to  the  Parliamentary 
county  divisions.  What  he  desired  in 
this  case  was  that  the  two  Courts  of 
Quarter  Session  should  each  appoint  Be- 
sident  Magistrates  to  act  as  a  committee 
to  decide  the  question  as  to  the  positions 
of  the  polling  stations.  He  begged  to 
move  the  Amendment  standing  in  his 
name. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  pa^e  9,  line  23,  at  end,  add  the  following 
Bub-stiction  : — "(4.)  Where  a  parliamentary 
county  is  not  oo-extensive  with  one  county 
quarter  Bessional  area,  the  court  of  quarter 
sessionfl  having  jurisdiction  within  such  parlia- 
mentary county  shall,  within  one  month  after 
the  passing  of  this  Act,  for  a  committee  of  all 
the  magistrates  acting  for  and  residing  in  the  said 
parliamentary  county,  who  shall  hold  sittings 
within  the  said  parliamentary  county,  and  take 
into  consideration  the  division  of  such  parlia- 
mentary county  into  polling  districts,  and  hear 
applications  for  and  assign  polling  places  to 
such  polling  districts  in  such  manner  as  may 
make  the  districts  conform  with  the  enactment 
relating  to  the  division  of  counties  into  polling 
districts,  and  measuring  the  distance  therein 
mentioned  along  the  nearest  road,  so  as  to  meet 
the  convenience  of  electors  in  recording  their 
votes;  the  report  of  such  committee  shall  be 
entered  upon  the  records  of  such  court  or  courts 
of  general  sessions,  who  shall  make  orders 
thereupon  according  to  the  respective  areas  of 
such  parliamentary  counties  within  the  juris- 
diction of  the  said  courts." — {Mr,  Himoffg.) 

Question  proposed,  * '  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  B.  H.  PAGET  said,  he  hoped  the 
Committtee  would  not  entertain  the  pro- 
posal made  to  them  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  (Mr.  Heneage).  It  was 
objectionable  on  several  grounds,  which 
he  would  very  briefly  indicate.  In  the 
first  place,  it  produced  a  feature  which 
was  entirely  unnecessary.  The  powers 
of  the  Local  Authority  were  ample  to 
deal  with  the  matter  as  it  now  existed ; 
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and  when  that  was  the  case — when  they 
had  an  authority  having  entire  control 
and  knowing  exactly  what  it  had  to 
do — ^he  could  not  see  why  a  change 
should  be  made.  Now,  what  was  it 
that  was  proposed  ?  The  Bill  provided 
that  the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions  should 
assemble  within  one  month,  and  having 
assembled  they  would,  if  the  Amend- 
ment were  accepted,  proceed  to  form  as 
a  committee  all  the  Justices  residing  in 
the  division.  The  words  of  the  clause 
were — 

"  Alone  or  jointly  form  a  committee  of  all 
the  magistrates  acting  for  and  residing  in  the 
said  parliamentary  county." 

They  would  therefore  get  a  committee 
consisting  of  50,  or  80,  or  even  100 
Justices ;  but  no  provision  was  made  for 
assembling  this  monstrous  committee. 
His  experience  was  that  if  they  wanted 
work  to  be  done,  and  done  well,  the 
Court  of  Quarter  Sessions  must  select 
the  men,  and  make  the  committee  as 
small  as  possible.  In  Somerset,  they 
had  already  set  up  committees  for  each 
of  the  seven  divisions  into  which  the 
county  was  to  be  divided  by  the  Bedis- 
tribution  Bill.  They  had  formed  com- 
mittees by  taking  two  of  the  Justices 
from  each  of  the  Petty  Sessional  divi- 
sions comprised  in  every  one  of  the 
seven  divisions.  They  knew  their  work ; 
they  had  already  got  to  work — in  fact, 
by  the  end  of  the  present  week  their 
work  would  be  done.  It  was  entirely 
unnecessary ;  indeed,  it  would  hinder, 
instead  of  help  the  work,  to  appoint 
the  vast  committee  now  suggested,  with 
nothing  to  direct  it — no  head,  no  centre. 
The  47th  section  of  the  Parliamentary 
Elections  (Corrupt  and  Illegal  Practices) 
Act  provided  for  the  revision  of  the 
polling  districts ;  that  revision  could  be 
thoroughly  well  done  under  the  existing 
system.  He  believed  the  plan  of  the 
hon.  Member  would  cause  delay  and 
difficulty,  because  it  would  produce 
committees  too  large  for  practical  work. 
It  would  be  a  very  unfortunate  thing  if 
the  Committee  were  to  adopt  this  pro- 
posal. 

Sir  WALTEE  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
he  joined  with  his  hon.  Eriend  (Mr. 
B.  H.  Paget)  in  thinking  that  this 
clause  was  not  required.  He  was  satis- 
fied that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Attorney  General  (Sir  Henry 
James)  could,  supposing  it  was  neces- 
sary, bring  up,  on  Eeport,  much  better 


words,  because  to  make  the  large  com- 
mittee proposed  would  be  the  very  worst 
thing  that  could  be  done,  and  even  op- 
posed to  the  interest  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Heneage)  really  wished  to 
serve.  His  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot's) 
county  (Sussex)  was  a  very  typical  county, 
because,  for  all  practical  purposes,  it  was 
divided  into  two  counties.  Two  of  the 
new  Parliamentary  divisions  overlapped 
the  present  boundaries ;  there  were  two 
divisions,  each  of  which  took  in  a  por- 
tion of  East  and  West  Sussex.  Now,  it 
would  be  most  unwise  to  hamper  the 
Court  of  Quarter  Sessions,  because 
what  was  it  that  those  Courts — ^for  there 
were  two  Courts  in  Sussex — always  did  ? 
They  appointed  the  best  and  smallest 
committees  that  they  could  select ;  and 
when  they  had  anything  to  do  which 
afifected  the  interests  of  both  divisions  of 
the  county,  they  had  always  appointed 
joint  committees  to  act  together.  If  they 
showed  their  mistrust  of  the  Courts  of 
Quarter  Sessions  to  do  their  work  pro- 
perly by  accepting  the  present  Amend- 
ment, they  would  strike  a  great  blow 
at  the  administration  of  the  county 
business  throughout  the  country.  The 
proceedings  of  the  House  of  Commons 
afforded  a  very  proper  precedent  in 
this  matter,  because  the  Beport  of 
every  Committee  was  brought  up  to 
the  whole  House  for  its  sanction..  He 
was  certainly  of  opinion  that  the  com- 
mittee appointed  to  assign  the  poll- 
ing districts  of  a  county  should  submit 
their  report  to  the  general  body  of  Jus- 
tices. The  clause  now  proposed  was 
quite  unnecessary,  and,  therefore,  he 
trusted  it  would  be  rejected. 

Mb.  E.  STANHOPE  said,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Great 
Grimsby  (Mr.  Heneage)  had  proposed 
this  clause  with  the  double  object  of 
dealing  with  a  particular  case  and  also 
of  making  an  amendment  of  the  law  in 
all  counties.  As  to  the  general  question, 
he  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  had  made  certain 
inquiries,  and  he  was  bound  to  say  his 
Friends  did  not  approve  of  the  proposal. 
His  Friends  were  of  opinion  that  the 
machinery  proposed  would  not  be  suit- 
able for  the  purpose  in  view,  and  that  it 
would  be  much  better  to  leave  the  mat- 
ter to  the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions, 
who  had  hitherto  had  no  difficulty  in 
dealing  with  it,  and  who  would  not  have 
the  smallest  difficulty  under  the  altered 
circumstances  in  dealing  with  it.     He, 

\_Second  Night.'\ 


1771     Registration  {Occupation      {COMMONS} 


Voters)  Bill 


1772 


therefore,  hoped  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Attorney  (General  would  not 
accept  the  Amendment.  If  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  did  accept  it,  he 
would  find  his  action  very  bitterly  op- 
posed by  many  Members. on  the  Oppo- 
sition side  of  the  House.  He  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  had  no  doubt  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Great  Grimsby  raised  a  very 
special  case  when  he  mentioned  Kesteven 
and  Holland.  But  surely  Kesteven  and 
Holland,  with  their  two  Courts  of  Quarter 
Sessions,  might  appoint  a  joint  commit- 
tee which  would  be  able  to  deal  with  all 
the  matters  in  that  respect.  He  was  not 
quite  certain  whether,  under  the  exist- 
ing law,  that  could  be  done;  but  on 
Beport  words  could  be  brought  up  to 
give  the  Courts  of  Quarter  Sessions  in 
question  all  the  power  they  needed.  On 
the  general  question  he  should  be  sorry 
to  see  the  Amendment  accepted. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  said,  he  was  glad  to  hear 
his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Heneage)  say  that 
this  was  not  a  question  for  the  Govern- 
ment, but  one  to  be  settled  by  the  Com- 
mittee itself.  It  was  essentially  a  ques- 
tion for  the  decision  of  the  county 
Members  themselves.  He  understood 
that  the  Amendment  was  intended  to 
apply  not  so  much  to  small  counties  as 
to  large  counties.  It  had  been  deter- 
mined that,  wherever  it  was  possible, 
local  knowledge  should  be  brought  to 
bear  on  this  matter ;  and  he  certainly 
was  of  opinion  it  would  be  better  that 
polling  districts  should  be  mapped  out 
by  magistrates  living  in  the  district 
rather  than  by  strangers. 

Mb.  R.  H.  PAGET  said,  that  what 
they  had  done  in  Somerset  was  to  get  a 
committee  for  each  of  the  new  divisions 
composed  of  men  from  every  locality,  so 
that  the  local  knowledge  brought  to 
bear  upon  the  matter  was  complete. 
There  was  no  area  of  any  size  in  the  di- 
visions that  was  not  thoroughly  repre- 
sented. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  said,  it  had  been  said 
that  in  many  counties  there  was  only 
one  committee.  He  could  well  under- 
stand that  under  such  circumstances 
there  might  be  found  a  want  of  local 
deLOwledge  which  would  be  somewhat 
a  Oorious  in  the  formation  of  polling 
QuarCcts.  There  was  a  great  deal  to  be 
mittee  a  favour  of  his  hon.  Friend's  (Mr. 
gistratesi's)   proposition,   presuming   it 

Mr,  Si.  Stanhope 


was  properly  worded ;  but  he  (the  At- 
torney General)  had  to  ask  himself  what 
was  the  best  course  to  take  in  regard  to 
this  Bill.  As  far  as  he  understood,  the 
majority  of  the  county  Members  were 
opposed  to  the  clause.  He  should  be 
very  sorry  to  take  a  course  which  would 
be  contrary  to  the  views  of  those  Mem- 
bers ;  and,  therefore,  whilst  he  thought 
there  was  much  to  be  said  in  support  of 
the  clause,  he  was  afraid  he  must  vote 
against  it,  leaving,  of  course,  hon.  Mem- 
bers of  the  Committee  to  vote  as  they 
pleased. 

Mr.  BULWER  said,  that  his  prac- 
tical experience  as  a  magistrate  in  the 
county  of  Norfolk  led  him  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Grimsby  (Mr.  Heneage)  was 
entirely  unnecessary.  In  the  county  of 
Norfolk  they  had  two  Courts  of  Quarter 
Sessions ;  but  they  did  not  interfere  with 
one  another,  and  the  county  had  been 
divided  for  many  years  past  into  three 
representative  areas.  What  the  magis- 
trates did  was  to  appoint  small  com- 
mittees throughout  the  county  to  map 
the  county  out  into  polling  districts. 
Their  propositions  were  submitted  to  the 
Court  of  Quarter  Sessions,  and  adopted, 
modified,  or  rejected,  as  the  case  might 
be.  No  difficulty  in  the  present  system 
was  found,  and  he  presumed  no  diffi- 
culty whatever  would  be  found  under 
the  extended  franchise.  As  he  read  the 
clause  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Grimsby, 
the  Committee  to  be  appointed  were  to 
be  paramount  in  the  matter ;  they  were 
to  submit  a  report,  and  the  Court  of 
Quarter  Sessions  were  to  act  upon  it. 
Supposing  that  he  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Grimsby  were  magistrates  in  the 
same  county,  and  both  appointed  on 
the  committee,  and  that  the  committee 
mapped  the  county  out  into  such  and 
such  polling  districts.  When  the  com- 
mittee presented  their  report,  the  hon. 
Member,  though  he  differed  with  the 
majority  of  the  committee,  could  not  ob- 
ject to  anything  that  had  been  done,  bat 
all  h^  could  do  as  a  member  of  the  Court 
of  Quarter  Sessions  would  be  to  act  upon 
the  report  submitted.  His  (Mr.  Bulwer's) 
great  objection  to  the  clause  was  that  it 
was  guite  unnecessary.  Most  of  the 
county  Justices  were  practical  men  of 
business  and  intelligence,  and  could  be 
safely  trusted  to  arrange  proper  polling 
districts.  Now,  there  was  a  very  im- 
portant matter  to  which  he  wished  to 


1773    Registration  {Occupation      {May  6,  1885} 


Voters)  BiU. 


1774 


call  the  attention  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General.  When 
the  Bedistribution  Bill  was  before  the 
House,  lie  (Mr.  Bulwer)  and  several 
other  hon.  Members  endeavoured  to  ob- 
tain separate  representation  for  the  Isle  of 
Ely,  and  he  pointed  out  on  that  occasion 
the  great  difficulty  which  would  arise 
under  the  present  arrangements.  The 
Isle  of  Ely  had  a  separate  Oourt  of 
Quarter  Sessions  and  a  separate  Com- 
mission of  the  Peace — that  was  to  say, 
the  magistrates  of  the  Isle  of  Ely  had 
no  jurisdiction  in  the  county  of  Gam- 
bridge,  and  the  magistrates  of  the  county 
of  Cambridge  had  no  jurisdiction  in  the 
Isle  of  Ely.  By  the  Bedistribution  Bill, 
the  Isle  of  Ely  was  divided  into  three 
parts.  Of  course,  no  difficulty  would 
arise  as  regarded  the  Northern  part, 
which  was  altogether  in  the  Isle ;  but 
difficulty  would  arise  in  the  case  of  the 
other  two  divisions.  Some  portions  of 
the  Isle  were  in  the  Eastern  Division 
of  Cambridgeshire,  and  other  portions 
in  the  Western  Division  of  the  county ; 
and  many  of  the  Isle  of  Ely  magistrates 
who  had  jurisdiction  in  those  por- 
tions were  not  voters.  They  did  not 
live  within  those  political  areas.  Many 
of  those  magistrates  who  did  live  in 
those  areas  had  no  jurisdiction  in  the 
Isle  of  Ely.  Now,  who  were  to  arrange 
the  polling  places  in  those  districts? 
He  saw  nothing  in  this  Bill  to  deal 
with  the  difficulty  he  had  pointed  out. 
Perhaps  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Attorney  General  would  give 
his  attention  to  the  matter. 

Mb.  ACLAND  said,  that  as  a  county 
magistrate,  he  did  not  agree  that  all 
county  magistrates  were  opposed  to  this 
proposal.  He  thought  there  was  some 
necessity  for  the  proposition  of  his  hon. 
Eriend  (Mr.  Heneage).  The  number  of 
voters  whose  convenience  had  to  be  con- 
sulted had  very  largely  increased,  and 
therefore  it  appeared  to  him  there  was 
increased  necessity  for  not  only  actual 
intimacy  of  acquaintance  with  the  neigh- 
bourhood, the  convenience  of  which  had 
to  be  met  on  the  part  of  those  appointed 
to  arrange  the  polling  districts,  but  also 
for  confidence  by  the  electors  that  such 
intimacy  of  acquaintance  existed.  The 
proposal  of  his  hon.  Friend  was  precisely 
that  which  was  most  calculated  to  secure 
both  these  results,  and  therefore  he 
hoped  his  hon.  Friend  would  go  to  a 
division. 


Mb.  HENEAGE  said,  that  many  ob- 
jections had  been  taken  to  his  proposal. 
One  was  the  large  size  of  the  committee. 
Of  course,  he  could  not  tell  what  was  the 
case  in  other  counties ;  but  in  his  own 
county  the  committees  in  every  case 
would  not  exceed  1 5  or  20.  Their  diffi- 
culty was  to  appoint  a  committee  of  12 
or  13 ;  and  having  sat  on  every  commit- 
tee in  the  county  for  the  last  18  years, 
he  knew  from  experience  that  it  was 
rarely  that  half-a-dozen  or  seven  magis- 
strates  met  together.  It  very  often  hap- 
pened that  the  magistrate  who  was  se- 
lected to  represent  a  particular  district — 
a  district  it  might  be  in  which  a  matter 
of  interest  cropped  up — was  not  present. 
If  the  difficulty  which  hon.  Members 
seemed  to  have  with  regard  to  large 
committees  could  be  obviated  by  form- 
ing small  committees,  instead  of  com- 
mittees composed  of  all  the  magistrates, 
he  should  be  willing  to  meet  their  views 
in  that  respect.  Indeed,  if  the  Commit- 
tee would  accept  the  clause,  he  should 
be  only  too  glad  to  see  it  improved  in 
every  possible  way  by  the  Government 
on  Eeport.  He  really  could  not  under- 
stand why  the  magistrates  in  the  dif- 
ferent electoral  divisions  were  so  much 
distrusted.  There  was  another  question 
which  had  been  overlooked.  It  was  said 
that  county  Members  were  opposed  to 
this  proposition.  Were  county  Members 
the  only  persons  to  be  consulted  in  a 
matter  of  this  kind  ?  He  should  have 
thought,  now  that  Parliament  had  made 
large  additions  to  the  electorate,  the 
voters  were  the  people  whose  conveni- 
ence ought  to  be  consulted.  He  should 
certainly  go  to  a  division,  cmd  be  very 
glad  of  any  support  he  got.  He  only 
wished  he  could  have  the  support  of  the 
two  Front  Benches. 

Sib  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  he 
did  not  oppose  the  Amendment  in  any 
Party  spirit — this  was  was  not  a  Party 
question — and  he  would  not  have  said 
a  word  upon  it  if  he  had  not  thought  it 
was  a  purely  practical  question.  County 
Members  had  a  right  to  speak  upon  it, 
because  they  had  great  experience  in 
the  management  of  local  afiairs  of  the 
kind.  They  had  had  large  experience 
of  the  increased  number  of  polling  places 
under  the  late  Act.  Hitherto,  gentle- 
men had  been  chosen  to  fix  polling 
places  who  had  peculiar  local  know- 
ledge. He  quite  agreed  with  what  had 
been  said  as  to  the  difficulty  of  getting 
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members  of  large  bodies  to  come  to- 
gether. When  comparatively  small 
Committees  were  appointed,  the  mem- 
bers made  it  a  point  of  honour  to  at- 
tend, and  they  set  about  the  business 
with  only  one  object  in  view — namely, 
to  do  it  as  well  as  they  possibly  could. 
The  work  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace 
would  be  of  great  advantage  in  this 
matter.  The  Clerk  of  the  Peace  in  Lan- 
cashire had  always  been  found  of  the 
greatest  possible  use  in  matters  of  this 
kind.  He  had  great  knowledge  of  the 
localities,  he  had  the  maps  of  the  dif- 
ferent districts  in  his  possession,  and 
therefore  his  assistance  was  of  great 
value.  Then,  he(SirE.  Assheton  Cross) 
thought  the  body  they  would  have,  if 
all  the  magistrates  were  to  form  the 
committee,  would  in  many  cases — in 
his  own  county,  at  all  events — be  ex- 
tremely unweildy,  and  they  would  not 
arrive  at  any  more  satisfactory  conclu- 
sions than  a  small  conmiittee  would — 
a  committee  composed  of  a  certain  num- 
ber of  each  side  of  politics.  Then, 
again,  he  did  not  think  the  Court  of 
Quarter  Sessions  should  be  altogether 
excluded  from  any  part  in  the  settlement 
of  the  matter.  If  the  matter  was  to  be 
referred  to  them,  they  must  have  a  voice 
in  it.  That  would  take  up  some  time ; 
and,  therefore,  he  could  not  help  think- 
ing that  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  had  done  wisely  in  saying  that 
the  Committee  saw  practical  difficulties 
in  the  way  of  the  acceptance  of  this  pro- 
position. 

Mr.  ACLAND  said,  he  would  suggest 
that  the  words  "  all  the,"  in  the  fourth 
line,  should  be  omitted,  so  that  the 
Court  of  Quarter  Sessions  might  appoint 
a  large  or  small  committee  as  it  thought 
fit. 

Mb.  HENEAGE  said,  he  was  willing 
to  adopt  the  suggestion  of  his  hon. 
Priend. 

Mb.  E.  H.  PAGET  said,  he  wished  to 
point  out  the  practical  difficulty  in  which 
the  Committee  stood.  This  was  an 
Amendment  which  ought  by  right  to 
have  come  up  as  a  new  clause.  Then, 
on  the  question  that  it  be  read  a  second 
time,  they  could  have  considered  whe- 
ther they  would  accept  the  principle 
involved,  and  if  they  had  agreed  to  do 
that  they  could  have  discussed  it  line  by 
line  and  put  it  into  shape.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Grimsby 
(Mr.  Heneage)  admitted  that  the  Amend- 
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ment  was  full  of  errors  in  drafting ;  he 
did  not  present  it  to  the  Committee  as 
an  Amendment  so  neatly  and  carefully 
drawn  as  to  be  worthy  of  acceptance. 
They  would  get  into  endless  difficulty  if 
they  attempted  to  deal  with  the  matter 
on  the  present  stage.  Besides,  the 
Amendment  appeared  on  the  Paper  in 
one  form,  and  had  been  submitted  to 
the  Committee  in  another  form.  In- 
deed, he  did  not  think  the  Committee 
knew  exactly  in  what  form  it  was  pre- 
sented to  them.  He  followed  the  clause 
as  read  by  the  Chairman,  and  he  noticed 
that  several  omissions  were  made.  He 
was  unable,  hastily, .  to  see  what  the 
effect  of  the  omissions  would  be.  What 
he  was  particularly  desirous  of  pointing 
out  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  was  that  by  this 
Amendment  an  entirely  new  principle 
would  be  set  up.  There  would  be  set 
up  a  small  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions  or 
a  series  of  little  Courts.  His  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Heneage)  used  the  word  **  Court" 
again  and  again ;  he  said  the  committee 
was  to  be  considered  as  a  Court,  was  to 
sit  as  a  Court,  and  the  Court  of  Quarter 
Sessions  was  not  to  have  any  authority 
over  it  beyond  that  of  approving  of 
what  it  did.  He  (Mr.  E.  H.  Paget) 
ventured  to  say  that  the  system  they 
had  employed  in  Somerset  under  the 
present  law  concurred  with  the  wish  of 
the  hon.  Member.  In  Somerset  they 
had  gone  so  far  as  to  desire  that  their 
committees  should  be  open ;  having 
settled  for  themselves  a  scheme,  they 
announced  by  advertisement  in  the  paper 
the  day  and  the  hour  on  which  the  com- 
mittees would  sit  to  receive  suggestions 
from  the  public.  They  had  adopted  for 
themselves  an  admirable  set  of  rules; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  the  Somerset 
people  did  not  wish  to  press  their  system 
upon  other  counties.  All  they  desired 
was,  that  they  should  be  allowed  to  do 
what  they  considered  best  for  them- 
selves. The  adoption  of  the  Amend- 
ment would  strike  a  great  blow  at  the 
discretion  of  Local  Authorities,  for  it 
would  introduce  uniformity  which  would 
be  extremely  objectionable.  As  well  as 
for  the  reasons  he  had  given,  he  objected 
to  the  Amendment  on  principle.  There 
had  been  no  unreasonable  opposition  to 
the  Amendment ;  it  was  not  a  necessary 
Amendment,  it  was  acontentious  Amend- 
ment ;  it  was  badly  dravm ;  it  even  ap- 
peared on  the  Paper  in  a  shape  in  which 
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i?vould  be  great  temptation  to  persona- 
tion.     Oonsiderable   safeguards  would 
Have  to  be  adopted,  and  a  great  deal  of 
extra  labour  would  have  to  be  imposed 
on  the  Bevising  Barristers.     No  doubt, 
the    olause,  if    properly    worked    out, 
-would  be  of  great  benefit  to  the  class 
of  voters  to  whom  the  hon.  Member  had 
referred,  and  he  should  be  glad  to  assist 
the  hon.  Member  in  carrying  it  if  he 
could  ;  but  he  would  ask  him,  consider- 
ing* the  course  which  had  been  taken  in 
reference  to  other  Amendments,  and  the 
course  he  would  still  have  to  take  for 
tlie  assimilation  of  the  registration  in 
the  counUes  to  that  of  the  boroughs,  not 
to  press  it. 

Mb.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  said,  that  after 
the  appeal  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman, and  also  after  the  ray  of  hope 
he  had  thrown  out  that,  at  some  future 
time,  a  Bill  would  be  brought  in  deal- 
ing with  the  inconvenience  he  had 
pointed  out,  he  would  withdraw  the 
clause. 

Motion  and  Clause,  by  leave,  with- 
drawn, 

Mr.  ACL  and  said,  he  was  now  a 
little  in  doubt  as  to  what  he  should  do 
in  regard  to  the  Amendment  which 
stood  next  on  the  Paper  in  his  name, 
dealing  with  ''claim  to  vote  at  nearest 
polling  place  to  voter's  residence."  His 
object  was  to  secure  the  completest  pos- 
sible poll  of  occupation  voters.  The 
clause  said — 

*'  Any  person  entitled  to  be  re^^iftered  in  re- 
spect of  an  occupation  franchise  in  a  district  of 
a  county  may,  by  notice  in  writing,  delivered 
to  the  overseer  of  his  parish  before  the  fifteenth 
day  of  July,  claim  to  be  registered  as  entitled  to 
vote  at  any  polling  place  which  may  be  nearer 
or  of  more  convenient  access  from  the  occupa- 
tion in  respect  of  which  he  is  entitled  to  be 
registered  than  the  polling  place  of  the  district 
in  which  the  parish  or  part  of  a  parish  in  which 
he  resides  has  been  included. 

**  And  such  claim  once  made  by  any  such  person 
shall,  if  allowed  by  the  revising  barrister,  hold 
good  from  year  to  year  so  long  as  the  place  of 
residence  of  such  person  shall  remain  un- 
changed.** 

He  hoped  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Attorney  General  would  look 
favourably  upon  the  proposal.  He  had 
limited  it  as  to  time,  so  that  it  should 
mean  as  little  increased  labour  to  the 
overseers  as  possible.  He  need  hardly 
Hay  to  anyone  acquainted  with  the  rural 
districts  of  the  country  that  it  would  be 


I  quite  impossible  for  lal 
be  employed  in  varioi] 
farming  operations  to 
the  polling  place  nearei 
It  was  also  notorious  t 
great  many  localities 
were  not  100  voters.  L 
do  the  best  they  coul 
loyal  intention  to  mee 
of  the  inhabitants  of 
he  was  certain  that  the 
places  where  laboure 
eluded  in  parishes  hav; 
three  miles  away  from 
those  labourers.      At 
there  might  be  pollin, 
districts  much  more  ooi 
to  the  labourers  than 
did  not  know  whetbe 
defect  in  the  drafting 
which  rendered   it  im 
hon.  and  learned  Att< 
accept  it;  but  he  did 
other  means  could  be  t) 
the  object  he  had  in  vie 
vinced  that  there  waf 
some  such  provision ; 
ready  to  fall  in  with  a 
and  learned  Gentleman 
and  which  he  was  satii 
the  desired  effect.   Thei 
many  hon.  Members  ^ 
him  in  his  desire ;  but 
to  go  to  a  division  im 
lutely  necessary. 

New  Clause  (Claim  i 
polling  place  to  voter's  i 
Acland,) — brought  up,  ai 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Qu 
''  That  the  Clause  be 
time." 

The  attorney  ( 
Hbnby  James)  said,  tl 
had  been  good  enougl 
make  a  suggestion,  ao 
if  he  would  do  so  he  woi 
clause.  They  should  i 
time  on  the  matter.  A 
Attorney  General)  had  e 
of  the  last  new  clause 
that  he  could  not  ace 
Amendment,  which  was 
racter,  though  it  came 
a  supporter  of  the  Go 
clause  now  before  the 
open  to  the  same  obje 
ready  disposed  of.  I 
within  the  scope  of  the 
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would  not  discourage  his  hon.  Friend 
entirely;  but  certainly  the  sub-section 
as  now  drawn  would  have  to  be  dis- 
cussed at  great  length  in  respect  to 
detail.  He  appealed  to  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  withdraw  the  Amendment  now, 
and  if,  after  consultation  with  others, 
he  could  bring  up  a  clause  on  Eeport  to 
meet  his  view,  especially  with  regard  to 
the  particular  case  of  Kesteven  and 
Holland,  to  do  so. 

Mr.  HENEAQE  said,  that  after  the 
appeal  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Attorney  Qeneral  (Sir  Henry  James), 
he  did  not  see  what  else  he  could  do  but 
withdraw  the  Amendment.  He  would 
consider  the  matter  and  bring  up  a 
clause  on  Heport,  and  he  hoped  that  in 
the  meantime  hon.  Members  would  turn 
their  attention  to  the  subject. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  14  (As  to  expenses  in  case  of 
divided  county  jurisdiction). 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Attobnet 
General,  the  following  Amendments 
made : — In  page  9,  line  29,  after  "Acts," 
insert  "or  this  Act;"  and  in  page  10, 
line  6,  after  "Acts,"  insert  "or  this 
Act." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clauses  15  to  18,  inclusive,  agreed  to, 

Mr.  J.  W.  LO  WTHER  said,  he  wished 
to  move  the  following  new  clause,  to  be 
inserted  after  Clause  9  : — 

(Voter  may  select  his  polling  district.) 

"  Any  person  whose  name  shall  appear  in  the 
list  of  voters  of  any  parish  or  town^ip  in  and 
for  any  Parliamentary  county,  shall  be  at  liberty 
to  make  his  claim  before  the  revising  barrister 
to  vote  at  the  polling  place  of  any  district  within 
the  same  Parliamentary  county;  and  every 
such  person  shall  make  his  claim  in  writing 
under  his  hand,  and  such  claim  shall  be  de- 
livered to  and  verified  before  the  revising  bar- 
rister holding  his  court  for  the  revision  of  the 
list  of  voters  in  which  the  name  of  such  person 
shall  appear  as  aforesaid,  and  it  shall  then  be 
lawful  for  the  said  barrister  to  insert  in  the 
said  list,  against  the  name  of  such  person  so 
claiming  as  aforesaid,  the  name  of  the  polling 
place  at  which  such  person  shall  be  registered 
to  vote  ;  and  such  person  so  registered  shall  be 
admitted  to  vote  at  every  contested  election  for 
the  said  Parliamentary  county  at  the  said  last- 
mentioned  polling  place  and  not  elsewhere.*' 

This  was,  he  ought,  in  the  first  place, 
to  say,  merely  an  extension  of  a  prin- 
ciple which  had  been  already  laid  down 

The  At  font  ei/  General 


in  1843.  By  the  provisions  of  the  mea- 
sure passed  in  that  year,  it  was  enacted 
that  if  voters  had  a  qualification  in  one 
polling  district  and  resided  in  another 
polling  district,  they  would  be  at  liberty 
to  select  either  as  the  place  in  which  to 
record  their  votes.  It  was  provided  that 
even  if  a  voter  was  not  within  the  polling 
district,  but  outside  the  county  alto- 
gether, he  might  be  allowed  to  choose 
the  polling  district  at  which  he  might 
prefer  to  vote.  The  clause  he  proposed 
simply  carried  that  principle  a  little 
farther,  and,  if  accepted  by  the  Com- 
mittee, would  enable  the  voter  to  choose 
whichever  polling  place  might  be  the 
most  convenient,  whether  he  resided  in 
the  district  from  which  he  took  his 
qualification,  whether  he  resided  in  the 
county  in  which  he  had  his  qualification, 
or  whether  he  resided  outside  the  county 
altogether.  He  might  say  that  the 
clause  would  chiefiy  tend  to  the  conve- 
nience of  those  who  lived  in  the  North, 
and  in  the  more  mountainous  parts  of 
the  country,  where  the  population  was 
extremely  scanty,  and  where  polling 
places  could  not  possibly  be  brought  with- 
in three  miles  of  each  elector  without 
violating  the  law  as  to  100  electors  being 
necessary  to  form  a  polling  place.  In 
these  places,  at  the  present  time,  it  was 
very  hard  for  a  man  to  find  himself  10 
or  12  miles  from  his  proper  polling 
place,  and  yet  to  have,  just  over  the 
hillside,  it  might  be  only  two  or  three 
miles  away,  a  polling  station  at  which 
he  could  easily  record  his  vote.  On  these 
grounds,  he  begged  to  move  the  inser- 
tion of  the  clause. 

Now  Clause  (Voter  may  select  his 
polling  district, ) — {Mr,  J,  W,  Lowther,) — 
brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEBAL  (Sir 
Henbt  James)  said,  this  was  one  of  a 
class  of  Amendments  which  he  thought 
would  be  an  improvement  in  the  general 
law,  but  which  did  not  come  within  that 
which  was  the  scope  of  the  Bill — namely, 
the  assimilation  of  the  borough  and 
county  registration.  He  would  ask  his 
hon.  Friend  not  to  press  the  clause  on 
this  Bill,  for,  in  populous  places,  like 
Accrington,  where  they  could  not  ex- 
pect the  different  agents  to  know  every 
person  who    came  to  the  poll,    there 
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would  be  great  temptation  to  persona- 
tion. Ck)nBiderable  safeguards  would 
have  to  be  adopted,  and  a  great  deal  of 
extra  labour  would  have  to  be  imposed 
on  the  Bevising  Barristers.  No  doubt, 
the  clause,  if  properly  worked  out, 
would  be  of  great  benefit  to  the  class 
of  voters  to  whom  the  hon.  Member  had 
referred,  and  he  should  be  glad  to  assist 
the  hon.  Member  in  carrying  it  if  he 
could ;  but  he  would  ask  him,  consider- 
ing the  course  which  had  been  taken  in 
reference  to  other  Amendments,  and  the 
course  he  would  still  have  to  take  for 
the  assimilation  of  the  registration  in 
the  counties  to  that  of  the  boroughs,  not 
to  press  it. 

Mb.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  said,  that  after 
the  appeal  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman, and  also  after  the  ray  of  hope 
he  had  thrown  out  that,  at  some  future 
time,  a  Bill  would  be  brought  in  deal- 
ing with  the  inconvenience  he  had 
pointed  out,  he  would  withdraw  the 
clause. 

Motion  and  Clause,  by  leave,  with- 
drawn, 

Mr.  ACL  and  said,  he  was  now  a 
little  in  doubt  as  to  what  he  should  do 
in  regard  to  the  Amendment  which 
stood  next  on  the  Paper  in  his  name, 
dealing  with  ''claim  to  vote  at  nearest 
polling  place  to  voter's  residence."  His 
object  was  to  secure  the  completest  pos- 
sible poll  of  occupation  voters.  The 
clause  said — 

*'  Any  person  entitled  to  be  ref^istered  in  re- 
spect of  an  occupation  franchise  in  a  district  of 
a  county  may,  by  notice  in  writing,  delivered 
to  the  overseer  of  his  parish  before  the  fifteenth 
day  of  July,  claim  to  be  registered  as  entitled  to 
vote  at  any  polling  place  which  may  be  nearer 
or  of  more  convenient  access  from  the  occupa- 
tion in  respect  of  which  he  is  entitled  to  be 
registered  than  the  polling  place  of  the  district 
in  which  the  parish  or  paH  of  a  parish  in  which 
he  resides  has  been  included. 

"And  such  claim  once  made  by  any  such  person 
shall,  if  allowed  by  the  revising  barrister,  hold 
good  from  year  to  year  so  long  as  the  place  of 
residence  of  such  person  shall  remain  un- 
changed." 

He  hoped  the  hon.  and  learned  Qentle- 
man  the  Attorney  General  would  look 
favourably  upon  the  proposal.  He  had 
limited  it  as  to  time,  so  that  it  should 
mean  as  little  increased  labour  to  the 
overseers  as  possible.  He  need  hardly 
say  to  anyone  acquainted  with  the  rural 
districts  of  the  country  that  it  would  be 


quite  impossible  for  labourers  who  might 
be  employed  in  various  most  important 
farming  operations  to  attend  other  than 
the  polling  place  nearest  their  residences. 
It  was  also  notorious  that  there  were  a 
great  many  localities  in  which  there 
were  not  100  voters.  Let  the  Authorities 
do  the  best  they  could,  with  the  most 
loyal  intention  to  meet  the  convenience 
of  the  inhabitants  of  all  districts,  yet 
he  was  certain  that  there  would  be  many 
places  where  labourers  would  be  in- 
cluded in  parishes  having  voting  places 
three  miles  away  from  the  residences  of 
those  labourers.  At  the  same  time, 
there  might  be  polling  places  in  other 
districts  much  more  convenient  of  aocess 
to  the  labourers  than  their  own.  He 
did  not  know  whether  there  was  any 
defect  in  the  drafting  of  the  clause 
which  rendered  it  impossible  for  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  Qeneral  to 
accept  it;  but  he  did  not  know  what 
other  means  could  be  taken  to  carry  out 
the  object  he  had  in  view.  He  was  con- 
vinced that  there  was  a  necessity  for 
some  such  provision ;  but  he  should  be 
ready  to  fall  in  with  any  plan  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  might  propose, 
and  which  he  was  satisfied  would  have 
the  desired  effect.  There  were,  he  knew, 
many  hon.  Members  who  agreed  with 
him  in  his  desire ;  but  he  did  not  wish 
to  go  to  a  division  unless  it  was  abso- 
lutely necessary. 

New  Clause  (Claim  to  vote  at  nearest 
polling  place  to  voter's  residence,) — {Mr, 
Aeland,) — brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hbnry  James)  said,  the  hon.  Member 
had  been  good  enough  to  ask  him  tp 
make  a  suggestion,  and  had  said  that 
if  he  would  do  so  he  would  withdraw  the 
clause.  They  should  not  occupy  much 
time  on  the  matter.  After  what  he  (the 
Attorney  General)  had  said  to  the  Mover 
of  the  last  new  clause,  it  was  obvious 
that  he  could  not  accept  the  present 
Amendment,  which  was  of  the  same  char 
racter,  though  it  came  from  so  stalwart 
a  supporter  of  the  Government.  The 
clause  now  before  the  Committee  was 
open  to  the  same  objection  as  that  al- 
ready disposed  of.  It  did  not  come 
within  the  scope  of  the  Bill. 

[Second  Night,'] 
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Me.  AKEES  -  DOUGLAS  said,  he 
hoped  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Attorney  General  would  see 
the  advisability  of  providing  in  the  future 
that  all  boundaries  of  polling  districts 
should  be  conterminous  with  the  boun- 
daries of  parishes.  In  many  counties, 
such  as  that  he  represented,  there  were 
detached  portions  of  parishes  more  than 
three  miles  from  the  parent  parish  that 
would  be  outside  the  polling  district, 
and  it  would  be  very  hard  for  a  voter 
living  in  such  detached  parish  to  have 
to  go  four  or  five  miles  to  poll ;  whereas 
if  he  were  allowed  to  poll  in  another 
district,  the  difficulty  would  be  got  rid  of. 

Mr.  AOLAND  said,  he  did  not  wish 
to  press  his  Amendment  against  the 
desire  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  would 
put  it  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
whether  there  was  not  some  other  means 
by  which  the  object  in  view  might  be 
attained  ?  Could  not  some  Amendment 
be  brought  up  on  Report?  The  con- 
dition of  the  labourers  in  certain  parts 
of  the  country  was  very  different  to 
the  condition  of  other  people.  There 
were  operations  they  had  to  attend  to, 
and  could  not  leave  without  loss  to  their 
employers.  He  was  certain  the  Com- 
mittee were  with  him  in  his  desire  to 
give  to  these  labourers  the  most  con- 
venient access  to  the  poll  possible,  and 
he  was  sure  such  access  would  not  be 
given  by  the  Bill  in  its  present  form.  If 
some  Amendment  could  not  be  inserted 
in  this  Bill,  some  indication  should  be 
given  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  as  to  the  mode  in  which  the 
desired  result  could  be  attained. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  said,  he  was  not 
only  desirous  that  the  object  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Acland)  had  in  view  should 
be  carried  out,  but  that  it  should  be 
carried  out  in  this  Bill.  He  did  not  at 
all  agree  that  the  matter  was  one  outside 
the  scope  of  the  Bill.  It  was  necessary 
that  the  voters  enfranchised  by  the  Act 
passed  last  year  should  be  placed  in  such 
a  position  as  to  be  able  to  exercise  the 
privilege  conferred  upon  them.  If  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
would  consider  the  matter  carefully,  he 
would  see  that  the  Amendment  was  one 
which  should  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  hoped  the  Com- 
mittee would  not  overweight  the  Bill. 
They  had  already  imposed  duties  enough 
on  the  overseers;  in  fact,  he  was  not 


sure  that  these  officials  would  be  able  to 
got  through  the  work  they  had  to  do. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  said,  that  no  one  wished 
to  prevent  a  voter  from  recording  his 
vote— no  doubt,  every  Member  of  the 
Committee  desired  to  see  every  elector 
come  to  the  poll.  The  Government,  at 
any  rate,  had  shown  that  this  was  their 
desire  by  passing  an  Act  for  the  exten- 
sion of  the  hours  of  polling  to  8  o'clock 
at  night.  With  regard  to  labourers 
being  unable  to  leave  their  employment 
in  certain  seasons  of  the  year,  it  would 
not  be  inconvenient  for  them  to  vote — 
in  November  and  December,  for  instance 
— when  elections  were  most  likely  to  take 
place.  He  hoped  this  would  remove  the 
objection  of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Tom- 
linson),  who  declared  that  whatever  was 
done  in  this  matter  should  be  done  in  the 
Bill. 

Mr.  AOLAND  said,  he  would  with- 
draw the  Amendment ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  would  express  a  hope  that  when 
the  general  amendment  of  the  Registra- 
tion Law  was  entered  upon,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  would  give  a 
favourable  attention  to  the  proposal  he 
(Mr.  Acland)  had  now  submitted. 

Motion  and  Clause,  by  leavOi  tcith- 
drawn, 

Mr.  MARUM  said,  he  begged  leave 
to  move  the  insertion  of  the  following 
clause  after  Clause  14  : — 

(Repeal  of  s.  78  of  2  Will.  4.) 

'*From  and  after  the  passing  of  this  Act 
section  seventy-eight  of  the  Act  of  Parliament 
passed  in  the  second  year  of  the  reign  of  His 
Majesty  King  William  the  Fourth,  chapter 
four,  shall  he  and  the  same  is  herehy  repealed." 

The  Amendment  was  on  the  same  sub- 
ject as  one  lower  down  on  the  Paper  in 
the  name  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy).  He 
(Mr.  Marum)  had  not  been  aware,  at  the 
time  he  put  down  his  Amendment,  that 
there  was  another  on  the  same  subject 
on  the  Paper.  If  he  had  been,  he 
should  not  have  made  his  proposaL 
Even  now  he  had  been  prepared  to  give 
place  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Monaghan  and  his  Amendment ; 
but  the  hon.  Member  had  desired  him 
to  retain  his  position  and  proceed  with 
his  proposal.  That  part  of  the  Reform 
Act  he  wished  to  repeal  set  forth  that 
nothing  contained  within  its  provisions 
should  in  any  way  affect  the  election  of 
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Members  to  serre  in  Parliament  for  the 
Universities  of  Oxford  or  Cambridge, 
or  for  the  city  of  Oxford  or  the  town  of 
Cambridge,  in  respect  of  any  occupation 
of  any  chambers  in  any  of  the  Colleges 
or  Halls  in  the  Universities.  The  merits 
of  the  matter  had  been  fully  debated  by 
the  House  on  the  Amendment  in  regard 
to  the  Begistration  of  Voters  (Ireland) 
Bill  brought  forward  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member,  that  Amendment  hav- 
ing for  its  object  the  disqualification  of 
certain  students  in  the  University  of 
Dublin,  and  the  bringing  of  them  under 
a  similar  electoral  law  to  that  he  had 
just  mentioned.  The  House,  by  a  large 
majority,  had  declared  that  it  would 
not  disqualify  these  students.  There 
was  no  occasion  for  his  entering  into  the 
merits  of  the  large  question  as  to  whe- 
ther students  ought  or  ought  not,  under 
certain  conditions,  to  be  entitled  to  the 
franchise ;  but  he  took  it  that  his  Amend- 
ment would  test  the  sincerity  and  con- 
sistency of  the  Committee.  The  Irish 
Members  had  determined  to  test  that 
consistency,  and  to  bring  about  an  as- 
similation of  the  franchise,  as  regarded 
University  students,  throughout  the 
United  Kingdom.  He  did  not  wish  to 
detain  the  Committee,  and  would  merely 
state  that  there  might  be  an  objection 
raised  to  the  Amendment  of  a  technical 
character — ^it  might  be  said  that  this 
was  a  Registration  Bill,  and  that  the 
Amendment  was  outside  its  scope.  It 
was  true  that  the  Bill  was  a  Begistra- 
tion  Bill;  but  this  was  an  enabling 
clause — a  clause  enabling  persons  to  be 
put  upon  the  register,  and  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  registration  facilities 
of  the  measure.  For  this  reason,  he 
held  his  proposal  to  be  thoroughly  ger- 
mane to  the  Bill.  He  trusted  the  Uom- 
mittee  would  vindicate  the  consistency 
of  the  vote  it  had  given  on  a  previous 
occasion,  and  would  accept  this  proposal 
to  enfranchise  a  body  of  literary  persons. 

New  Clause  (Bepeal  of  s.  78  of 
2  Will.  4,) — {Mr,  Marumy) — brought  up, 
and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  had  expected 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  to  at  once  rise  and 
announce  his  determination  to  accept 
the  clause.    The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 


tleman had  not  been  in  the  House  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman)  had  so 
warmly  defended  the  principle  of  retain- 
ing the  franchise  for  the  students  of 
Trinity  College,  Dublin.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had,  at  the  commencement 
of  the  debate  the  other  day,  challenged 
the  Irish  Members  to  produce  any  Act 
disfranchising  the  students  of  Oxford 
and  Cambridge  Universities,  and  had 
declared  that,  if  they  could  do  so,  he 
would  be  for  disfranchising  the  students 
of  Trinity  College,  Dublin.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Pembroke  (Mr.  Allen)  had 
immediately  risen,  and  quoted  the  sec« 
tion  of  the  Act'  disfranchising  the  stu- 
dents of  the  Universities  of  Oxford  and 
Cambridge,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had 
been  immediately  attacked  by  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  junior 
Member  for  Dublin  University  (Mr. 
Gibson),  who  said  that  this  was  not  to 
be  a  disfranchising  Act,  and  that  the 
Premier  had  declared  that  the  group  of 
Bills  associated  with  Beform  were  to  dis- 
franchise no  one,  but  were  purely  enfran- 
chising Bills.  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  had  then  g^t  up,  and  expressed 
regret  to  find  that  there  was  an  Act  dis- 
franchising the  students  of  the  Univer- 
sities of  Oxford  and  Cambridge.  He 
declared  himself  precluded  from  voting 
for  the  extension  of  any  privilege  to 
Dublin  which  was  not  extended  to 
Oxford  and  Cambridge.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South- West 
Lancashire  (Sir  B.  Assheton  Cross)  had 
protested  against  the  conduct  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  who  had 
excused  himself  by  saying  that  he  had 
only  spoken  for  himself— as  if  a  Member 
of  a  Government  in  charge  of  a  Govern- 
ment Bill  had  a  right  to  declare  that 
<<lxe  only  spoke  for  himself.''  The  new 
clause  before  the  Committee  was  a  matter 
which  would  test  the  sincerity  of  the 
Government.  He  must  say  it  was  an 
extraordinary  thing  that  Members  of  a 
Government  should  find  it  convenient  to 
absent  themselves  from  the  House  when- 
ever anything  embarrassing  was  coming 
on.  He  had  first  raised  this  question 
on  the  Bedistribution  Bill,  when  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke)  had  declared  that  the  matter,  so 
far  as  Ireland  was  concerned,  would  be 
reconsidered.     When  he  had  brought  it 
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on  a  second  time  on  the  Registration  of 
Voters  (Ireland)  Bill,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  the  moment  he  found  his  Col- 
leagues in  shoal  water,  scuttled  out  of 
the  House.  Now,  when  the  question 
cropped  up  once  more,  they  found  the 
hon.  and  learned  Q-entleman  the  Attor- 
ney General  solely  in  charge,  and  he,  in 
all  probability,  would  get  up  presently 
and  say  that  he  was  not  in  the  House 
when  declarations  were  made  by  other 
Members  of  the  Government,  and  could 
not  hold  himself  responsible  for  what 
might  have  taken  place.  As  he  (Mr. 
Healy)  had  before  had  occasion  to  re- 
mark, the  Government  was  constructed 
in  water-tight  compartments.  One  set 
of  Gentlemen  faced  them  one  day, 
knowing  nothing  whatever  about  what 
had  been  done  or  said  by  their  Col- 
leagues yesterday,  or  the  day  before; 
and  another  day  a  fresh  set  of  Gentle- 
men faced  them,  •  equally  ignorant  of 
what  had  been  said  or  done  by  other 
Ministers.  As  he  had  said,  this  pro- 
posed new  clause  would  put  to  the  test 
the  bona  fides  of  the  Government.  He, 
of  course,  admitted  that  if  the  clause 
were  carried  the  towns  of  Oxford  and 
Cambridge  would  fall  to  the  Tory  Party 
at  the  next  Election.  He  believed  the 
Tory  Party  in  those  places  would  be 
immensely  strengthened  by  the  clause, 
just  as  the  Tory  Party  in  Dublin  had 
been  immensely  strengthened  by  the 
Government  refusing  to  assimilate  the 
law  of  Ireland  to  that  of  England  ;  but 
what  was  sauce  for  the  goose  should  be 
sauce  for  the  gander — what  was  sauce  for 
Trinity  College  should  be  sauce  also  for 
the  Universities  of  Oxford  and  Cam- 
bridge. Could  hon.  Gentlemen  consis- 
tently vote  for  the  continuance  of  a  law 
in  the  case  of  the  English  Universities 
which  they  said  should  not  be  applied  to 
the  Irish  University  ?  He  appealed  with 
confidence  to  English  Members,  and 
asked  them  not  to  allow  themselves  to 
be  misled  into  inconsistency ;  and  those 
who  opposed  his  proposal  the  other  day 
he  would  ask  to  explain  why  it  was  that 
a  provision  which  applied  to  Dublin 
should  not  also  apply  to  Oxford  and 
Cambridge  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henby  James)  said,  he  was  in  charge 
of  this  English  BiU,  and  could  only  deal 
with  the  provisions  of  it  as  they  were 
required  in  regard  to  the  registration  of 
voters.    The  hon.  Member  for  Eilkenny 

Mr,  Mealy 


(Mr.  Marum)  knew  very  well  the  ob- 
jection which  had  been  taken  on  behalf 
of  the  Government  to  this  proposal.     It 
was  not  germane  to  the  Bill;  in  fact, 
he  (the  Attorney  General)  had  rather 
doubted  whether  it  would  be  considered 
in  Order.    It  was  a  matter  of  franchise, 
and  not  of  registration.    It   was    not 
enough  to  say  that  because  they  used 
registration  as  a  means  of  putting  voters 
on  the  list,  therefore  they  could  deal 
with  the  question  of  enfranchisement  or 
disfranchisement,  otherwise  they  might 
now  be  discussing  the  subject  of  female 
suffrage.    Their  object  was  not  to  make 
the  action  of  one  day  consistent  with 
the  action  of  another,  or  the  legislation 
of  one  country  consistent  with  the  legis- 
lation of  another.    They  must  deal  with 
these  questions  as  they  were  proposed, 
and  on  their  merits.     What  was  now 
submitted  to    them?     Why,  that   the 
settlement  arrived  at  in  1832  should,  in 
consequence  of  something  which  had 
been  said  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieute- 
nant of  Ireland  (Mr.  Campbell- Banner** 
man),  be  put  on  one  side.     Why  was 
that  to  be  done  ?    Assuming  for  a  mo- 
ment that  what  the  hon.  and  leamod 
Member  opposite  (Mr.  Healy)  had  said 
was  true,  and  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
had  made  a  mistake,  were  they,  in  con- 
sequence of  that  individual  mistake,  to 
be  asked  to  legislate  in  a  particular 
direction  ?    The  object  of  the  legislation 
of  1832  was  this — ^the   78th  section  of 
that  Reform  Act,  having  allowed  the  re- 
presentation of  the  Universities,  said 
that  the  persons  voting  at  elections  for 
the  Universities  of    Oxford   or    Cam- 
bridge should  not  be  allowed  to  vote 
also  at  elections  for  the  city  and  town. 
The  clause  applied  not  only  to  students 
and  undei^aduates,  but  to  members  of 
the  University  and  of  Convocation ;  and 
now  Parliament  was   asked  to  reverse 
that  law.    Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  ad- 
mitted it  was  evil  legislation  to   give 
a  double  representation ;  but  they  based 
their   claim  for  it  in  this  instance  on 
something     which     had     fallen     from 
the  right    hon.    Gentleman   the   Chief 
Secretary  to    the   Lord   Lieutenant  of 
Ireland.     He  (the  Attorney   General), 
however,  asked  the  Committee  to  deal 
with  the  case  on  its  merits,  to  be  con- 
sistent with  itself,  and  not  to  say  that, 
because  a  course  was  taken  in  one  coun- 
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try  which  might  be  wrong,  therefore  they 
were  to  take  a  wron^  oourse  in  another. 
Mb.  JAMES  STUAET  said,  he  must 
apologize  for  interposing  to  address  to 
the  Committee  a  very  few  words  on  this 
subject.  He  had  not  adopted  the  line 
of  argument  he  was  about  to  develop 
because  of  what  had  been  said  or  done 
in  the  House  the  other  evening  in  re- 
gard to  the  University  of  Dublin.  He 
had  adopted  it  because  of  the  sense  of 
injustice  which  he  had  suffered  under 
for  20  years,  which  made  him  glad  of 
the  opportunity,  on  this  BUI  or  on  any 
other,  of  making  a  plea  for  representa- 
tion for  a  dass  of  whom  he  was  one.  It 
had  been  impossible  for  him  to  take  any 
part  in  the  franchise  debates,  because 
when  they  took  place  he  was  not  a 
Member  of  the  House ;  and  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Begpistration  of  Voters 
Bill,  he  should,  at  an  early  period,  have 
put  down  some  Amendbnent — if  not 
exactly  the  same  as  those  which  had 
been  put  down  by  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site, yet  somewhat  similar — had  he  not 
imagined  that  that  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Q-entleman  the  Attorney  General 
said  ought  to  have  been  the  case  really 
would  have  been  the  case,  and  that  the 
Committee  would  not  have  been  per- 
mitted on  this  Bill  to  enter  into  any 
question  of  enfranchisement  or  dis- 
franchisement. But,  now  that  the  ques- 
tion had  been  raised,  he  was  glad  to 
give  his  support  to,  at  any  rate,  a  part 
of  that  which  was  contained  in  the 
clause  before  them.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  had  said  they 
must  remember  that  the  Disfranchising 
Clause  of  the  Act  of  1832  applied  not 
only  to  students — meaning  certain  per- 
sons in  statu  pupillari — but  also  to  Pro- 
fessors, Fellows,  and  graduates  of  their 
Colleges;  and  it  was  precisely  because 
it  did  not  apply  to  these  that  he  (Mr. 
Stuart)  wished  to  see  the  law  amended. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
had  made  use  of  the  very  remarkable 
argument,  which  went  the  rounds  pretty 
generally  on  such  occasions,  that  the 
Government  did  not  want  to  give  those 
who  were  resident  members  of  the  Uni- 
versity— not  in  statu  pupillari — a  vote 
for  the  city  of  Oxford  and  the  town  of 
Cambridge,  because  it  would  be  giving 
them  a  dual  vote.  Well,  no  one  took 
more  than  he  did  the  view  that  it  was 
a  pity  that  there  should  be  a  dual 
vote.    He  was  sorry  that  there  should 


be  two  votes ;  but  if  any  set  of  persons 
were  to  have  the  dual  vote,  let  it  be 
justly  distributed.  If  any  member  of 
the  Senate  of  Cambridge  University 
resided  in  Chelsea  or  Hackney,  or 
wherever  else  it  might  be,  he  not  only 
had  a  vote  as  a  member  of  that  Senate, 
in  consequence  of  his  degree  and  his 
payments,  but  he  had  a  vote  for  the 
borough  in  which  he  resided.  When, 
however,  he  went  to  live  in  one  of  the 
Colleges  of  Oxford  or  Cambridge,  he 
still,  of  course,  retained  his  vote  for  the 
University,  in  virtue  of  his  degpree  and 
payment  and  of  nothing  else,  but  he 
was  not  allowed  by  this  Disfranchising 
Clause  of  the  Act  of  1832  to  have  any 
vote  whatever  for  the  city  or  town.  And 
the  ridiculous  character  of  the  disquali- 
fication was  more  evident  from  this, 
that  if  he  chose  to  keep  outside  the  Col- 
lege gates,  and  took  lodg^ngps  in  the 
town,  he  possessed  a  vote  for  the  town 
just  the  same  as  if  he  were  in  any  other 
borough.  It  really  was  a  remarkable 
thing  that  a  man  should  be  disfranchised 
by  Act  of  Parliament  as  soon  as  he  went 
to  reside  within  the  College  walls.  He 
should  have  been  only  too  glad,  if  he 
had  been  able,  to  move  an  Amendment^- 
if  it  were  in  Order,  he  should  ask  leave 
to  do  it  on  Beport — to  the  effect  that  all 
persons  not  in  statu  pupillari  occupying 
chambers  in  any  of  the  Colleges  or 
Halls  of  the  Universities  of  Oxford  or 
Cambridge,  should  be  entitled  to  be  re« 
gistered  as  voters  and  to  have  votes, 
notwithstanding  the  78th  clause  of  the 
Eeform  Act  of  1832.  That  was  the 
form  in  which  he  would  desire  to  see 
the  present  Amendment  modified,  if 
adopted,  as  he  had  already  given  Notice 
on  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr. 
Healy)  on  which  he  expected  the  dis- 
cussion would  arise.  The  body  whose 
disqualification  he  wished  to  see  removed 
were  persons  of  full  age,  who  had 
political  instincts,  who  were  permanent 
residents,  and  who  paid  rates — who  paid 
large  rates,  although  they  paid  them  col- 
lectively and  not  individually.  They 
were  in  a  position  no  other  set  of  people 
in  the  country  occupied,  except  women. 
This  it  was,  possibly,  which  gave  them 
sympathy  for  women  in  their  electoral 
disqualification,  and  which  accounted  for 
the  number  of  Petitions  which  reached 
the  House  in  favour  of  the  enfranchise- 
ment  of   women,   signed    by  resident 
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members  of  the  UniverBity  of  Cam- 
bridge. The  Government  were  pro- 
posing to  tax  corporate  property,  and  the 
corporate  property  they  were  proposing 
to  tax  might  include  University  and 
College  property,  and  might  come  to  3«. 
in  the  pound  on  the  resident  members 
of  the  Universities,  whom  they  debarred 
from  the  vote  in  the  boroughs  of  Oxford 
and  Cambridge,  though  if  they  were 
living  in  other  boroughs  they  would 
not  be  so  debarred.  If  they  came  to 
the  other  portion  of  the  Enfranchising 
Clause  submitted  to  the  Committee,  if 
he  might  so  call  it — that  portion  which 
related  to  the  undergraduate  students  in 
the  Universities — that  was  a  different 
question  ;  but  let  them  consider  for  a 
moment  whether  there  might  not  be  a 
mistake  as  to  what  the  extent  of  that 
enfranchisement  might  be.  He  had 
heard  it  said  by  an  hon.  Member,  in 
conversation  somewhere  or  other  out- 
side the  House — **If  this  proposal  is 
agreed  to,  you  are  going  to  enfranchise 
about  3,000  voters  in  the  town  of  Cam- 
bridge, and,  in  that  way,  to  swamp  the 
whole  of  the  ordinary  electors."  There 
never  was  a  greater  mistake.  There 
were  not  3,000  undergraduates  in  the 
University  over  the  required  age.  The 
age  that  entitled  a  man  to  a  vote  was 
not  21,  but  was  nearer  22,  because  he 
had  to  be  an  occupier  for  a  year,  and  he 
could  not  be  an  occupier  until  he  was 
of  age.  If  that  was  so,  a  man  must  be 
nearly  22  before  he  could  come  upon 
the  register  properly.  If  he  were  wrong 
in  this  statement,  he  could  be  corrected. 
If,  however,  he  were  right,  there  were 
a  large  number  of  students  in  Cam- 
bridge who  were  undergraduates,  or  in 
statu  pttpillari,  under  the  age  of  22,  and 
only  a  small  number  of  the  3,000 — if 
that  were  the  total  number — were  over 
that  age.  It  would  not  be  a  great  num- 
ber of  the  students,  therefore,  who 
would  have  the  right  to  vote.  The 
Amendment  put  on  the  Paper  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Monaghan 
(Mr.  Healy)  referred  to  students,  and 
he  (Mr.  Stuart)  presumed  it  meant  aU 
members  of  the  Universities,  whether 
students  technically  in  statu  pupitlari  or 
not — those  who  occupied  chambers  in 
the  Colleges  or  Hails  of  the  Universi- 
ties were  to  be  registered  and  have  the 
right  to  vote.  The  clause  dealt  with 
students  having  chambers  in  the  Uni- 
versity, and  he  did  not  know  whether 
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it  meant  simply  students  having  cham- 
bers in  the  Colleges  or  Halls  of  the 
University.  If  it  was  not  limited  in 
that  way,  but  applied  to  all  students  in 
the  University,  then  he  must  say  he 
had  never  hoard  of  any  enactment  or  of 
any  interpretation  of  the  law  whereby 
a  student  of  the  University  of  Cam- 
bridge living  in  lodgings,  and  not  in 
one  of  the  Colleges,  and  possessing 
otherwise  the  proper  qualifications,  was 
debarred  from  having  a  vote.  How 
many  students  in  the  University  of 
Cambridge  lived  in  lodgings?  Why, 
considerably  more  than  half.  The 
number,  therefore,  living  in  the  Col- 
leges was  under  half  the  total  number 
of  students,  or  rather  over  1,200.  Of 
that  number,  those  over  21  would,  he 
should  think,  be  not  more  than  one- 
third.  He  spoke  roughly,  from  long 
acquaintance  with  the  subject.  He 
could  not  gpive  exact  statistics ;  but  he 
should  say  that  those  over  21  years  of 
age  who  would  ever  be  able  to  qualify 
themselves  as  lodgers  or  occupiers  would 
not  be  more  than  one- tenth  of  the  whole 
3,000,  for  of  the  students  living  in  the 
Colleges  there  were  only  a  small  num- 
ber who  occupied  their  rooms  under  cir- 
cumstances that  would  eventually  qualify 
them  to  vote — in  regard  to  contmuity, 
and  so  forth.  He  held  himself  justified 
in  voting  for  the  Amendment,  therefore, 
without  any  apprehension  of  swamping 
the  town  constituency  with  the  Univer- 
sity vote.  He  did  not  feel  any  pre- 
dilection for  that  part  of  the  clause 
which  placed  members  of  the  Univer- 
sity in  statu  pupitlari  on  the  register. 
He  wished  to  point  out  another  thing 
in  connection  with  this  matter.  It  was 
to  his  mind  somewhat  doubtful  whether 
the  clause  would  admit  upon  the  re- 
gister any  persons  who  were  under- 
graduates and  who  were  resident  in 
College,  for  the  restrictions  to  which 
they  were  subject  were  such  that  it 
might  be  fairly  argued  that  they  were 
living  under  circumstances  where  their 
tutors  or  the  Heads  of  the  Colleges  stood 
towards  them  in  loco  parentis.  He  should 
vote  for  the  Amendment  before  the  Com- 
mittee, and  should  it  fail  to  pass,  he 
should  propose  on  Iteport  the  modified 
Amendment  he  had  referred  to. 

Mb.  EAIKES  said,  he  thought  that 
what  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  sat  down  (Mr.  J.  Stuart)  left 
little  more  to  be  said  on  this  part  of  the 


1793    Reghiration  {Occupation      {May  6,  1885} 


Voters)  Bill 


1794 


question.  The  bon.  Member  had  pleaded 
the  cause  of  the  resident  graduates,  who 
were  at  the  present  moment  deprived  of 
the  franchise,  because  they  happened  to 
live  within  the  University,  with  all  the 
fervour  of  one  who  was  personally 
interested  in  the  question.  The  Com- 
mittee was  called  upon  to  contemplate 
a  state  of  the  law  which,  though  it  did 
not  exclude  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  J. 
Stuart)  from  sitting  in  the  House,  ex- 
cluded him  from  being  placed  on  the 
Eegister  for  the  borough  of  Cambridge 
in  which  he  resided.  That  was  a  good 
illustration  of  the  injustice  of  the  pre- 
sent state  of  the  law,  and,  no  doubt, 
would  intensify  the  desire  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  see  it  remedied.  For  himself, 
he  (Mr.  Baikes),  broadly  speaking, 
wished  to  lay  stress  upon  two  points. 
This  exclusion  of  the  residents  in  the 
Colleges,  which  was  made  part  of  the 
Act  of  1832,  was  decided  on  at  a  time 
when  the  constituencies  in  towns  were 
very  much  smaller  than  they  were  at 
present,  and  when  it  might,  perhaps, 
have  been  argued — he  did  not  know 
whether  it  was  so  argued,  but  it  might 
well  have  been — that  the  admission  of 
200,  300,  or  400  voters  who  were  con- 
nected with  the  Universities  would  have 
unfairly  biassed  the  elections  in  the 
towns  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge.  But 
now  that  the  constituencies  had  enor- 
mously increased,  and  that  the  standard 
for  voting  was  less  exacting  than  it  had 
been,  it  appeared  to  him  that  the  whole 
argument,  as  far  as  this  point  was  con- 
cerned, had  materially  changed.  He 
would  lay  stress  also  upon  the  injustice 
done  by  the  present  law  to  some  mem- 
bers of  the  University  as  compared  with 
others.  There  might,  for  example,  be 
half-a-dozen  Fellows,  three  of  whom 
resided  in  the  town  and  could  vote  at 
the  elections  of  its  Members,  and 
three  of  whom  were  excluded  from  the 
right  to  vote  in  consequence  of  their 
residence  in  College.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  borough  of 
Cambridge  (Mr.  W.  Fowler),  though  a 
Fellow  of  his  College,  was  not  allowed 
to  vote  at  an  election  for  the  borough. 
This  was  even  a  more  striking  example 
of  the  injustice  of  the  law  than  that 
supplied*  by  the  case  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Hackney  (Mr. 
J.  Stuart).  It  must  be  borne  in  mind, 
moreover,  that  the  chief  residents  in  the 
Colleges  were    the    representatives    of 
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property  which  contributed  very  heavily 
to  the  rates,  and  yet  they  were  excluded 
from  a  franchise  the  basis  of  which  was 
said  to  be  a    ratepaying  qualification. 
Take  the  case  of  a  Master  of  a  College. 
He  resided    in  a   commodious   house, 
which  was  heavily  rated,  but  was  not 
allowed  to  vote  for  the  borough.     The 
Dean  was  similarly  situated,  whilst  the 
tutors,  who    might    be    married    men, 
would  be  allowed  to  vote.     How  was  it 
possible  for  anyone  to  say  that  such  an 
arrangement  was  just  and  equitable? 
Then,  as   to  junior  members    of  the 
Universities.     He  thought  the  calcula- 
tion   they  had    heard   from   the    hon. 
Member  for  Hackney  as  to  the  number 
of  undergraduates  who  would  be  likely 
to  come  on  to  the  Eegister  was  as  fair  a 
one  as    they  could    arrive    at  without 
more    accurate    material    to   go   upon. 
But  if  they  were  to  consider  the  number 
of  undergraduates  out    of   a    total  of 
1,200,  or  1,500,  who  might  be  resident 
in  the  Colleges — if  they  were  to  consider 
the  number  of  those  who  continued  to 
reside  in    the    Colleges,  after    having 
turned  21  years  of  age,  they  would  find 
that  a  very  small  addition  would  have 
to  be  made  to  the  electorate  from  that 
quarter.    As  to  Bachelors  of  Arts,  they, 
he  thought,  had  a  special  claim  to  vote. 
Most  of  those  who  were  resident  had 
had  distinguished    academical  careers, 
and  yet  they  had  no  vote  for  the  Uni- 
versity, the  right  to  vote  for  that  con- 
stituency being  attached  exclusively  to 
the  degree  of  Master  of  Arts.     Surely 
these  Bachelors  of  Arts  ought  not  to  be 
excluded  from  voting  for  the  borough 
in  which  their  University  was  situated. 
During  the  three  years  they  remained 
Bachelors  of  Arts  he  ventured  to  think 
they  would    be  as   capable  citizens  as 
Members  would  be  likely  to  find  in  the 
country,  even  amongst  the  2,000,000^o,Jn 
newly  enfranchised  electors  they  i^y  j^ad 
about  to  put  upon  the  Begister.     B^ealinir 
would  not    argue    the    matter  o/isement 
justice  of  the  present  appeal  a^  one  now 
ther,  preferring  to  leave  the  m^er  a  fur- 
the  general  sense  of  justice  of  tljuj^^'  i^  the 
of  Commons.   He  did  not  thin^nt  of  joint 
tration  Bill  the  most  conveni^iy  took  place 
of  dealing  with  this  subject  ;i  of  1868.   He 
regard  to  the  question  as  rfo^ed  that  the 
the    arguments    put   for^on.  and  learned 
Gentlemen  below  the  Q;the  Amendment 
Opposition  side  of  the  ae  ground  that  the 
the  hon.    Gentleman       ,.„       ,  ,^.  ,  -, 
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Hackney  on  the  other  side,  he  sincerely 
trusted  the  Qovemment  would  fall  back 
on  the  views  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  (Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman)  and  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Q-entleman  the  Judge  Advocate 
General,  rather  than  adopt  the  more  re- 
strictive interpretation  of  the  law  given 
to  them  to-day  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General,  who 
had  done  his  best  to  defend  the  Bill  as 
it  stood.  It  did  not  appear  to  him  (Mr. 
Baikes)  that  anything  which  had  fallen 
from  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
should  induce  them  to  reject  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny 
(Mr.  Marum) ;  and  if  that  hon.  Gentle- 
man went  to  a  division  he  (Mr.  Baikes) 
should  certainly  support  him. 

Me.  THOBOLD  BOGEBS  said,  he 
should  like  to  say  a  word  or  two  about 
this  clause,  partly  because  he  had  voted 
for   the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member    for    Monaghan  (Mr. 
Healy)  the  other  day  in  favour  of  ex- 
cluding from  the  franchise  the  students 
of  Dublin  University,  and  partly  with  a 
view  to  pointing  out  why  this  Clause  78 
was  put  in  the  Act  of  1832.    When  the 
first  Beform  Bill  was  passed  the  Uni- 
versities of  Oxford  and  Cambridge  and 
the  Colleges  paid  no  local  taxation  what- 
ever.   Later  on,  the  University  of  Cam- 
bridge   was    constrained  to  pay  local 
rates  by  an  adverse  legal  decision,  and 
when  that  decision  was  given  the  Univer- 
sity of  Oxford  yielded  the  point  quietly. 
So    far,  therefore,  as   the    position  of 
residents  in  the  Universities  was  con- 
cerned, he  admitted  that  it  had  materi- 
ally changed  since  the  passing  of  the 
Beform  Act  of  1832  ;  for,  whereas  they 
paid  no  local  taxation  whatever  at  that 
time,  they  did  contribute  to  such  taxa- 
tion now.    And  here  he  might  observe, 
bef  regard    to  the  clause  which  had 
wouaP*!*  upon  the  Paper  by  the  hon. 
AmeiP^umed   Member    for   Monaghan 
hon.  a9^y)i  t^at  he  thought  the  word 
(Mr.  Rts "  was  extremely  ambiguous, 
he  (Mr.  ^nied    the    hon.  and    learned 
members ^<1  not  mean  to  include  every- 
Btudents  i&}^  the  Halls  of  Colleges,  as 
not — those^i^  many  cases  embrace  the 
the  Colleges^ts ;  and  he  could  point  to 
ties  were  to  fcis  own  knowledge,  where 
right  to  vote!  the  porter's  lodge  lived 
students  havinf  go,   and,  if   he   were 
versity,  and  he  ^g  in  the  College  as 
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a  lodger,  he  would  be  entitled  to  a  vote 
as  a  lodj^er  in  the  College,  and  as  a 
householder  in  the  town.  The  word 
'*  lodger,''  again,  was  an  objectionable 
word  to  employ  in  regard  to  a  College, 
because  every  one  of  the  College  rooms 
in  the  Universities  of  Oxford  and  Cam- 
bridge was  a  separate  tenement — that 
was  to  say,  each  room  was  a  separate 
dwelling-house ;  and,  consequently,  if 
every  person  residing  in  one  of  those 
rooms  was  entitled  to  be  registered,  he 
would  be  registered  not  as 

The  CHAIBMAN  called  the  hon. 
Member  to  Order.  He  was  now  dis- 
cussing a  clause  that  had  been  put  on 
the  Paper  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr. 
Healy),  whereas  the  Question  before  the 
Committee  was  the  clause  that  had  been 
moved  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny 
(Mr.  Marum). 

Mr.  THOBOLD  BOGEBS  bowed  to 
the  ruling  of  the  Chair.  He  would 
say,  then,  with  regard  to  the  general 
policy  of  the  Question  before  the  Com- 
mittee, he  did  not  think,  as  a  resident  in 
Oxford,  that  it  would  be  expedient  to 
confer  the  franchise  on  the  residents  in 
the  Colleges.  He  had  no  means  of 
knowing  what  direction  the  views  of 
those  who  might  be  so  enfranchised 
would  take,  and  whether  the  effect  would 
be  to  give  a  preponderance  to  the  Con- 
servative or  to  the  Liberal  Party  was  a 
matter  about  which  he  did  not  care ;  but 
he  thought  the  residents  in  the  Universi- 
ties had  quite  sufficient  to  distract  their 
attention  already  without  the  introduc- 
tion of  so  fruitful  a  theme  of  debate  and 
disoord  as  the  adoption  of  such  a  pro- 
position would  necessarily  bring.  When, 
for  example,  the  junior  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  went 
down  to  advocate  his  peculiar  views,  or 
when  Mr.  Hyndman  went  to  Oxford  to 
develop  the  principles  of  Communism, 
the  authorities  of  the  Universities  very 
justly  and  wisely  forbade  the  youugmen 
t'fi  statu  pupiUari  to  attend  the  meetings 
they  addressed.  On  such  occasions  the 
presence  of  individuals  who  advanced 
the  peculiar  views  they  were  known  to 
entertain  produced  a  good  deal  of  ex- 
citement, and  the  result  was  that  the 
speakers  were  very  apt  to  be  mobbed. 
He  did  not  think  it  desirable  that  these 
scenes  should  be  encouraged,  and  was  of 
opinion  that  the  University  authorities 
were  perfectly  right,  and   acted   very 
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wisely,  in  ohecking  the  free  access  of  the 
young  men  who  were  in  statu  pupillari, 
and  preventing  their  attendance  at 
popular  political  meetings.  At  the  same 
time,  if  the  Amendment  were  carried  and 
the  residents  in  Colleges  were  indiscrimi- 
nately admitted  to  the  franchise  in  the 
way  proposed,  he  did  not  see  how  the 
Uniyersity  authorities  could  be  expected 
to  prevent  the  undergraduates  from  at- 
tending all  kinds  of  public  meetings. 
If  the  proposal  were  confined  to  the 
graduates  in  the  Universities,  the  num- 
ber of  persons  who  would  be  enfran- 
chised at  Oxford  and  Cambridge  would 
be  very  small ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he 
protested,  on  behalf  of  the  two  ancient 
Universities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge, 
against  the  enfranchisement  of  the  under- 
graduates and  the  permission  that  must 
be  given  to  them,  as  a  necessary  con- 
sequence, to  take  part  in  all  kinds  of 
public  meetings. 

Mb.  shield  said,  that,  as  the  Repre- 
sentative of  a  University  town  and  the 
Fellow  of  a  College,  he  had  no  objection 
to  his  own  enfranchisement ;  but  he  cer- 
tainly entertained  a  decided  objection 
to  the  enfranchisement  of  the  under- 
graduates generally.  It  was,  he  ad- 
mitted, quite  true  that  only  a  small  num- 
ber of  undergraduates  would  be  enfran- 
chised, but  it  must  be  remembered  that 
if  they  were  to  repeal  the  78th  section  of 
the  Act  of  William  the  Fourth,  although 
they  would  only  confer  votes  on  a  few 
undergraduates  they  would  be  converting 
the  whole  body  into  an  electioneering 
element;  and  his  own  experience  had 
been  sufficient  to  convince  him  that  this 
would  be  a  very  undesirable  proceeding. 
One  of  the  reasons  why  he  entertained  a 
strong  respect  for  the  memory  of  the  late 
Lord  Beaconsfield  and  had  always  felt 
grateful  to  him  was  that  he  had  brought 
about  the  Qeneral  Election  of  1880,  at  the 
end  of  a  term,  and  therefore  at  a  time 
when  they  were  not  troubled  with  the 
presence  of  the  undergraduates  during 
the  electioneering  proceedings  in  the 
University  towns.  He  was  quite  con- 
vinced that  iu  the  interests  of  the  Uni- 
versities it  was  very  undesiriable  to  brin^ 
the  undergraduates  into  the  politick 
arena.  Personally,  he  was  not  glad  that 
the  Dublin  students  had  acquired  a  dual 
vote ;  but  the  cases  of  Oxford  and  Cam- 
bridge were  very  different  from  that  of 
Dublin,  as  in  we  latter  University  the 
residents  were  but  9  small  and  unimpor- 


tant portion  of  the  Dublin  constituency, 
whereas  in  Oxford  and  Cambridge  they 
would  dominate  the  elections.  On  the 
whole,  he  thought  that  if  the  franchise 
were  to  be  given  to  residents  in  the 
Oxford  and  Cambridge  Universities,  it 
would  be  much  better  not  to  confer  it  on 
the  imdergraduate  class. 

Dfi.  CAMEEON  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
had  based  his  objection  to  the  Amend- 
ment on  the  grounds  that  it  would 
introduce  the  principle  of  double  quali- 
fication, and  also  that  it  was  not  ap- 
plicable to  the  present  Bill,  inasmuch  as 
the  measure  was  not  one  which  dealt 
with  the  question  of  the  franchise.  Now, 
as  to  the  question  of  the  double  qualifi- 
cation, his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Hackney  (Mr.  J.  Stuart)  had  so  effectu- 
ally disposed  of  that  point,  that  he  (Dr. 
Cameron)  should  not  attempt  to  slay  the 
slain.  He  would,  however,  point  out 
that  at  the  present  moment  persons  who 
would  not  be  otherwise  qualified  to 
vote  in  the  towns  iu  which  tney  resided 
were  already  entitled,  if  they  lived  within 
the  walls  of  the  Universities  of  Scotland 
or  Ireland,  to  vote  as  electors  for  those 
boroughs ;  whereas  in  England  this  was 
not  the  case.  What  he  desired  to  point 
out  was  that  it  was  the  policy  of  these 
Eeeistration  Bills  to  rectify  such  ano- 
malies, and  he  had  risen  merely  for  the 
purpose  of  putting  before  the  Committee 
a  case  in  point.  In  the  discussions  that 
had  taken  place  on  registration  matters 
in  Scotland,  it  appeared  that  the  joint 
occupiers  of  lodgings,  who  were  entitled 
to  be  put  upon  the  Electoral  Holl  in 
England,  were  not  entitled  to  be  put 
upon  the  Roll  in  Scotland ;  and  this  fact 
having  been  represented  to  the  Govern- 
ment, the  consequence  was  that  a  clause 
had  been  introduced  into  the  Eegistra- 
tion  of  Voters  (Scotland)  Bill  assimilating 
the  law  on  this  point  in  the  two  coun- 
tries. In  that  case,  therefore,  they  had 
a  precisely  similar  instance  of  dealing 
with  the  question  of  enfranchisement 
under  a  Registration  Bill  to  the  one  now 
before  the  Committee.  Moreover,  a  fur- 
ther illustration  was  to  be  found  in  the 
fact  that  the  enfranchisement  of  joint 
lodgers  in  England  originally  took  place 
under  the  Registration  Bill  of  1868.  He 
thought  these  things  showed  that  the 
objection  urged  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  Genered  to  the  Amendment 
under  discussion,  on  the  ground  that  the 
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present  Bill  was  not  an  enfranchisement 
Bill,  was  as  futile  as  the  objection  with 
regard  to  the  double  qualification  had 
already  been  shown  to  be,  and  that  hon. 
Members  opposite  had  particular  reason 
to  protest  against  any  opposition  on  the 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  Ghovemment  to 
the  acceptance  of  the  Amendment  on 
such  grounds,  especially  when  it  was 
remembered  that  when  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Lord  Advocate  had  put 
upon  the  Paper  his  enfranchising  clause 
on  the  Begistration  of  Voters  (Scotland) 
Bill,  he  was  asked  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr. 
Healy)  on  what  grounds  he  had  pro- 
posed that  clause,  and  had  replied  that 
he  had  introduced  it  for  the  purpose  of 
assimilating  the  Scottish  law  with  that 
of  England ;  whereupon  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr. 
Healy)  had  asked  the  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Walker)  whether  he 
would  bring  forward  the  same  proposal 
in  regard  to  Ireland,  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  had 
replied  that  he  would  give  the  matter 
his  fayourable  consideration.  Upon  these 
grounds,  therefore,  he  (Dr.  Cameron) 
shoidd  give  his  support  to  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny 
(Mr.  Marum). 

Sib  E.  ASSHETON  OEOSS  said,  he 
had  not  the  opportunity  of  taking  part 
in  the  debate  that  had  occurred  the 
other  night ;  and,  therefore,  he  thought 
it  right  to  say  a  few  words  on  the  pro- 
position now  before  the  Committee.  He 
admitted  that  there  was  some  force  in 
the  observation  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  that  the  enfranchise- 
ment of  the  residents  in  the  Universities 
was  a  question  somewhat  beyond  the 
scope  of  a  Begistration  Bill ;  but  now 
that  the  matter  had  been  brought  before 
the  Committee  it  was  one  on  which 
their  vote  must  be  guided  by  the  general 
feeling.  For  his  own  part,  he  should 
imhesitatingly  give  his  vote  for  the  pro- 
posal to  extend  to  the  students  resident 
in  the  Universities  of  the  city  of  Oxford 
and  the  borough  of  Cambridge  the  same 
privilege  as  had  been  conferred  on  stu- 
dents resident  in  Trinity  College,  Dublin. 
The  hon.  Member  who  had  recently 
spoken  (Mr.  Thorold  Eogers)  had  pointed 
out  the  dangers  which,  in  his  opinion, 
would  be  created  by  allowing  persons  in 
statu  pupillari  to  take  part  in  elections 
either  at  Oxford  or  Cambridge ;  but  the 
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hon.  Member  ought  to  have  remembered 
that  this  was  exactly  what  they  were 
able  to  do  at  the  present  moment.  There 
was  nothing  in  the  Statute  2  &  3  Will.  lY. 
which  prevented  a  student,  either  in  the 
city  of  Oxford  or  the  borough  of  Cam- 
bridge, from  voting  for  the  election  of  a 
Member  of  Parliament,  so  long  as  he 
occupied  chambers  or  rooms  that  were 
independent  of  the  Colleges.  The  sec- 
tion of  the  Act  which  it  was  proposed  to 
repeal  provided — 

'*  That  this  Act  shall  not  entitle  any  person 
to  vote  in  an  election  of  Members  to  serve  in 
Parliament  for  the  city  of  Oxford  or  the  borough 
of  Cambridge  in  respect  of  the  occupation  of 
premises  in  any  of  the  Colleges  or  Halls.'* 

They  were  all  well  aware  that  both  in 
the  city  of  Oxford  and  the  borough  of 
Cambridge  there  were  a  great  many 
persons  in  statu  pupillari  who  resided  in 
lodgings,  and  who  were  just  as  much 
entitled  to  vote  at  any  election  of  Mem- 
bers for  those  boroughs  as  any  of  the 
ordinary  residents  having  the  occupation 
or  lodger  franchise.    It  was,  therefore, 
a  mere  bugbear  to  introduce  the  argu- 
ment with  regard  to  these  students  being 
in  statu  pupillari,   because  there  were 
numbers  who  as  lodgers  in  the  Univer- 
sity towns  were  already  able  to  exercise 
the  franchise.     Besides,  the  Committee 
must  remember  that  in    the    case    of 
Trinity  College,  Dublin,  the  privilege 
that  was  now  proposed  to  be  extended 
to  the  Universities  of  Oxford  and  Cam- 
bridge had  been  actually  tried  for  a  long 
time,  and  the  evils  that  had  been  urged 
against  it  had  not  been  shown  to  exist. 
It  had  been  said  that  the  number  of 
residents  in  the  Dublin  University  pos- 
sessing the  franchise  was  very  small ; 
but  he  understood,   in  regard  to  the 
Universities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge, 
that,  of  the  total  number,  some  hundreds 
were  in  lodgings  outside  the  Colleges, 
the  remainder  being  in  residence  inside. 
Consequently,  it  seemed  to  him  that  all 
the  objections  urged  against  allowing 
the  students  to  vote  fell  to  the  ground  ; 
and  he  should  certainly  g^ve  his  support 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Hackney  (Mr.  J. 
Stuart),  should  this  clause  be  rejected, 
if  the  hon.  Gentleman  carried  into  effect 
his  promise  to  bring  the  matter  before 
the  House  in  another  shape  on  the  Be- 
port.     On  these  grounds,  and  believing 
it  to  be  desirable  that  the  Universities 
in  England  and  Ireland  should  be  placed 
upon  tilie  same  footing,  and  seeing  also 
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that  Her  Majesty's  Governxnent  had 
changed  their  front  in  regard  to  the 
matter  since  it  was  last  before  the 
House,  he  should  unhesitatingly  g^ve 
his  support  to  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  BBYCE  said,  he  wished  to  say 
only  a  word  or  two  on  this  subject.  He 
desired  to  remove  any  apprehension  that 
might  exist  in  the  minds  of  the  Com- 
mittee with  regard  to  an  undue  extension 
of  the  franchise  to  the  undergraduates  of 
the  University  of  Oxford,  by  pointing 
out  that  in  the  case  of  that  University 
the  custom  was  for  the  students  to  reside 
in  the  College  rooms  during  the  earlier 
part  of  their  time,  and  to  go  out  into 
lodgings  in  the  town  afterwards.  Very 
few,  therefore,  would  be  above  21  years 
of  age  at  the  time  when,  in  respect  of 
the  occupation  of  College  rooms,  they 
could  acquire  a  vote ;  and  those  who 
were  living  in  lodgings  during  the  last 
year  of  their  University  residence 
might,  under  the  present  law,  enjoy 
the  franchise  for  the  borough,  so 
that  the  adoption  of  the  clause  would 
make   little  or  no  difference  with  re- 

Sird  to  the  Oxford  undergraduates, 
e  could  say,  however,  that  it  would 
be  very  unwelcome  to  the  University 
authorities  if  the  right  to  exercise  the 
franchise  were  to  be  extended  to  students 
who  were  in  statu  pupillarif  or,  at  any 
rate,  to  such  of  them  as  had  not  taken 
even  the  degree  of  B.A.  [Mr.  Healy  : 
How  about  Dublin  ?]  He  was  only  now 
referring  to  the  Universities  of  Oxford 
and  Cambridge;  but  he  thought  that 
exactly  the  same  rules  ought  to  be  ap- 
plied to  Dublin ;  and  he  was  of  opinion 
that  if  the  clause  were  passed,  and  the 
franchise  were  thereby  extended  to  those 
who  were  in  statu  pupillari,  that  House 
would  have  strong  representations  from 
the  University  authorities  against  in- 
troducing undergraduates  into  the  poli- 
tical contests  of  the  borough,  represen- 
tations to  which  the  House  would  do 
well  to  listen.  He  should  be  ready  to 
give  his  support  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Hackney  (Mr.  J.  Stuart)  if,  in  case 
of  this  clause  not  receiving  the  assent  of 
the  Committee,  he  were  to  bring  up  on 
the  Heport  a  clause  limiting  the  opera- 
tion of  the  proposal  in  the  manner  he 
had  stated — that  was  to  say,  allowing 
graduates,  but  not  undergraduates,  to 
vote  in  respect  of  College  rooms. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  said,  his  hon.  Friend  who 


had  just  spoken,  and  several  other  hon. 
Members,  had  expressed  their  desire  to 
minimize  the  effect  of  the  clause  now 
under  discussion.  It  would  seem  that 
they  regarded  the  clause  as  an  evil,  or 
they  would  hardly  desire  to  minimize  its 
operation.  There  was  one  point  he 
desired  to  put  before  the  Committee  in 
connection  with  this  subject,  and  that 
was  that  it  was  now  proposed  to  give 
the  students  of  the  Universities  gene- 
rally votes  for  the  election  of  Members 
of  Parliament,  while  it  was  not  proposed 
to  give  them  municipal  votes.  They 
were  prevented  by  statute  from  voting  at 
municipal  elections,  and  yet  it  was  pro- 
posed that  they  should  have  the  Parlia- 
mentary vote  conferred  upon  them,  and 
this,  too,  under  circumstances  that  were 
not  relevant  to  the  scope  of  the  Bill  by 
which  it  was  to  be  done,  and  which,  it 
had  been  argued,  would  be  detrimental 
to  the  interests  of  the  Universities  of 
Oxford  and  Cambridge.  The  matter 
was,  however,  fully  before  the  Commit- 
tee; and  although  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment regarded  it  as  one  of  very 
g^eat  importance,  they  proposed,  at  the 
same  time,  to  leave  it  as  one  upon  which 
the  Committee  could  exercise  its  own 
judgment. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  read  a  second  time  accordingly, 
and  added  to  the  Bill. 

Mb.  HOEACE  DAVEY  said,  he  had 
now  to  move  the  insertion  of  a  clause 
providing  that  medical  or  surgical  assist- 
ance, or  the  giving  of  medicine,  should 
not  be  deemed  to  constitute  parochial 
relief  within  the  meaning  of  the  Eepre- 
sentation  of  the  People  Acts.  In  doing 
so,  he  hoped  he  should  not  be  told  that 
this  proposal  was  outside  the  scope  of  a 
Eegistration  Bill,  especially  when  he 
referred  to  the  fact  that  what  was  asked 
by  the  clause  had  already  been  acceded 
to  in  the  case  of  Ireland.  He  might, 
however,  be  told  that  the  two  cases  were 
widely  different,  and  he  was  prepared 
to  admit  that  medical  relief  in  Ireland 
stood  on  a  somewhat  different  footing 
from  that  which  it  occupied  in  this 
country.  He  was  well  aware  that  it 
had  been  a  question  open  to  a  certain 
amount  of  doubt,  whether  medical  relief, 
under  the  Acts  relating  to  this  subject  in 
Ireland,  did,  in  reality,  constitute  paro- 
chial or  Poor  Law  relief  within  the 
meaning  of  the  law ;  and  that  in  Ireland 
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the  people  did  not  look  to  the  proyision 
of  necessities  of  that  kind,  in  the  shape 
of  public  medical  relief,  as  constituting 
a  disqualification  for  the  exercise  of  the 
voting  franchise.     He  was  quite  free  to 
admit   the  general  principle  that  the 
acceptance  of  Poor  Law  relief,  by  which 
the  individual  accepting  it  lived  at  the 
expense  of  the  public,  ought  to  be  a  dis- 
qualification for  the  exercise  of  the  fran- 
chise, and  he  did  not  deny  that  medical 
relief  was,  both  in  law  and  in  fact,  Poor 
Law  relief.      But  there  were  several 
considerations    which  had  led  him  to 
think  that,  in  the  case  of  the  adminis- 
tration of  medical  relief,  the  Committee 
would  be  justified  in  making  the  excep- 
tion for  which  he  asked,  considerations 
which  he  ventured  to  urge  before  the 
Committee  as  involving  reasons  why  the 
argument  as  to  medical  relief,  which  no 
longer  applied  to  the  Poor  Law  in  Ire- 
land,  should,  therefore,  in  this  country 
continue  to  be  employed  for  the  purpose 
of  maintaining  the  existing  disqualifica- 
tion for  the  exercise  of  the  franchise. 
The  first  of  these  considerations  was  a 
practical  one,  and,  in  putting  it  before 
the  Committee,  he  asked  them  to  bear 
in  mind  that  this  question  related  almost 
exclusively  to  the  country  districts,  in 
which  a  very  large  number  of  people 
would  be  enfranchised.     The  practical 
consideration  which  influenced  his  mind 
in  reference  to  this  matter  was,  that  in 
many  instances   the  labouring  people 
could  not  conveniently  obtain  the  ser- 
vices of  any  other  doctor  than  the  parish 
doctor ;  while,  in  some  instances,  owing 
to  the  distances  which  separated  them 
from  the  residences  of  other  medical 
practitioners,  it  was  actually  impossible 
for  them  to  obtain  the  assistance  of  any 
but  the  parish  doctor.     Of  course,  it 
might  be  said  that  those  who  were  thus 
compelled  to  avail  themselves  of  the 
services  of  the  parish  doctor  might  pay 
him  for  the  medicine    and  attendance 
they  obtained ;  but  he  thought  the  Com- 
mittee would  agree  with  him  in  saying 
that  it  would  be   asking  too  much  of 
human  nature  to  expect  that  when,  as  in 
these  cases,  a  man  availed  himself  of  the 
services  of  the  parish  doctor,  he  would 
volunteer  to  pay  him  for  those  services. 
The  second  consideration  which  had  in- 
fluenced his  mind  in  bringing  forward 
this  proposal  was  the  circumstance  that 
in  fact  and  in  truth  medical  relief  of  a 
parochial  character  was  not  regarded  in 
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the  same  light  as  other  kinds  of  Poor 
Law  relief.    As  a  matter  of  fact,  it  did 
not  destroy,  and  he  might  say  it  didnoc 
even  impair,  the  independence  kA  t^ 
person  to  whom  it  was  administered ;  &r 
if  he  were  a  man  living  and  supportb; 
his  family  by  his  own  labour,  he  didaot 
regard  the  acceptance  of  medical  r^od 
as  in  any  way  interfering  with  his  ova 
independence.    It  was,  he  felt  ooafideot, 
a  general  rule  that  medical  relief  ym 
not  regarded  by  anybody  living  in  tin 
country  districts  as  coming  within  tbe 
same  category  as  other  forms  of  Poor 
Law  relief.    But  there  was  a  farther 
consideration  which  he   desired  to  pot 
forward,  and  it  was  this — ^that  a  fut 
number  of  persons  would  be  disqnsHfiid 
from  the  exercise  of  the  electoral  fru* 
ohise  which  Parliament  was  about  to 
confer  upon  them  if  the  existing  & 
qualification  were  maintained.    He  m 
certain  that  a  large  proportion  of  thoM 
who  were  about  to  be  admitted  to  t^ 
franchise  were  totally  unaware  of  tbi 
fact  that    the    acceptance  of   medkil 
relief  was  an  electoral  disqnalificatun. 
There  were  many  in  the  rural  distzidt 
who  might  obtain  a  bottle  of  medioBa, 
or  whose  wives  might  be  attended  ii 
their  confinements  by  the  parish  doctor, 
or  who  might  call  him  in  to  mend  tJ» 
broken  arm  of  a  child,  or  to  perfbrs 
some  service  of  a  like   character,  who 
would  do  so  without  being  in  the  slightait 
degree  aware  that  in  thus  receiving  the 
services  of  the  parish  doctor  thej  were 
doing  what  would  have  the  effect  of  dis- 
qualifying them  from  the  exercise  of  th« 
Parliamentary  franchise.     He  did  sot 
speak  without  having  had  some  expeii* 
ence  in  reference  to  this  question ;  lor 
the  borough  he  had  the  honour  to  re- 
present (Christohurch)  contained  a  ltfS« 
agricultural  district,  in  which  what  h« 
had  just  stated  had  been  the  effect  of  tho 
existing  law  within  his  own  knowledgf. 
so  that  many  men  who  would  otherwiM 
have  been  entitled  to  the  franchise  had. 
without  being  at  all  aware  of  the  legtl 
consequences  following  the  reoeipt  d 
medical  parochial  relief, been  disqiuiiM 
from  giving  their  votes.     He  hoped  H*r 
Majesty's  Government  would  see  thfir 
way  to  the  acceptance  of  his  Amend- 
ment,  and  he  would  only  add  that  h* 
trusted  his  hon.  and  learned  Fnead  th« 
Attorney  General  would  not  teU  him  it 
was  not  a  proper  Amendment  to  bnof 
forward  on  a  Registration  Bill ;  b«Ai»«* 
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unless  lie  wa49  very  much  mistaken,  it 
had  been  copied,  mutatis  mutandis j  from 
the  4^mendment  that  had  been  intro- 
duced that  Session  into  the  Hegistration 
of  Voters  (Ireland)  Bill.  He  begged, 
therefore,  to  move  the  clause  which 
stood  in  his  name. 

New  Clause : — 

(Medical  or  surgical  attendance  not  to  con- 
ititute  parochial  relief.) 

«  Medical  or  surgical  assistance,  or  the  giving 
of  medicine,  shaU  not  be  deemed  to  constitute 
parochial  relief  within  the  meaning  of  the 
Bepresentation  of  the  People  Acts," — (Jfr. 
Morace  Bavey^) 

— brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed . 
**  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hei^by  Jahes)  said,  he  wished  to  ex- 
press his  view,  in  the  strongest  possible 
manner,  against  this  clause  being  read  a 
second  time.  He  objected  to  it  on  this 
ground — in  the  first  place,  this  was  not 
a  Bill  on  which  to  introduce  a  matter  of 
this  kind ;  and,  secondly,  it  was  a  most 
objectionable  clause.  The  clause  raised 
questions  of  franchise,  and  was  therefore 
altogether  irrelevant  to  this  measure, 
which  was  a  Begistration  Bill.  It  was 
no  argument  to  say  that  if  they  could 
introduce  this  clause  it  should  be  intro- 
duced. The  tendency  of  such  a  clause 
would  be  to  induce  persons  to  pauperize 
themselves,  to  give  up  independence, 
and  to  seek  that  relief  from  the  rates 
which  they  ought  to  obtain  from  friendly 
societies,  or  out  of  their  own  pockets. 
He  did  ask  the  Committee  not  to  pro* 
ceed  with  this  clause.  If  they  did,  they 
would  have  a  number  of  other  matters 
of  a  like  character  introduced,  and  they 
would  have  a  state  of  things  happen 
which  had  been  predicted  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope).  This  Bill  was  not  strong 
enough  to  bear  the  introduction  of  all 
these  foreign  matters.  He  hoped  the 
Committee  would  allow  them  to  proceed 
with  the  work  of  registration. 

Mb.  E.  STANHOPE  hoped  the  Com- 
mittee would  foUow  the  advice  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Q-entleman  the  Attor- 
ney General.  This  matter  had  been 
fully  discussed  when  the  Bepresentation 
of  the  People  Bill  was  under  discussion, 
and,  after  due  consideration,  it  was 
decided  not  to  interfere  with  the  dis- 
qualification which  existed.     It  was  a 


franchise  question,  and,  having  been 
dealt  with  in  the  Franchise  Bill,  they 
were  now  asked  to  re-open  the  matter 
on  a  Bill  which  was  not  a  Franchise 
Bill,  but  one  purely  of  registration.  He 
hoped  the  Committee  would  not  assent 
to  this,  and  that  they  might  be  allowed 
to  proceed  with  the  work  before  them. 

Sib  H.  DBUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
he  was  sorry  he  could  not  agree  with 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope).  He 
thought  the  clause  was  quite  relevant 
to  the  Bill  before  them  ;  for  it  dealt  not 
with  the  conferring  of  the  franchise  on 
anyone,  but  to  certain  conditions  which 
should  not  lead  to  a  man  being  struck 
off  by  the  Bevising  Barrister.  He  had 
observed  some  very  hard  cases,  in  which 
the  wife  and  children  of  a  man  had  ob- 
tained medical  relief,  unknown  to  him, 
and  he  had  been  struck  off  the  Begister. 
If  a  child  got  hurt  in  the  hayfield,  for 
instance,  and  the  mother  took  it  to  the 
parish  infirmary  for  medical  relief,  the 
father  would  be  liable  to  be  struck  off. 
He  hoped  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
(Mt.  Davey)  would  press  the  clause  to 
a  division. 

Mb.  CAUSTON  hoped  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  would  see  that  there  was  some 
force  in  the  proposition  which  had  been 
made  to  the  Committee  that  day,  and  if  he 
could  not  consent  to  insert  the  clause 
which  was  no  w  before  them,  that  he  would 
consent  to  a  provision  that  the  Believing 
Officer  should  warn  applicants  of  the 
consequences  of  accepting  medical  re- 
lief. He  thought  that  some  provision 
should  be  inserted  in  the  Bill  which 
would  prevent  a  man  being  pauperized 
by  the  fact  that  he  accepted  medical 
relief,  under  stress  of  circumstances,  for 
some  member  of  his  family. 

Sib  JOSEPH  M*KENNA  said,  that 
many  people  did  not  regard  medical 
relief  as  a  matter  of  charity;  and,  for 
his  part,  he  failed  to  see  why  medical 
relief  should  not  be  accepted  as  a  matter 
of  course.  He  did  not  see  anything 
more  disgraceful,  or  of  a  more  pauper- 
izing character,  in  a  man  accepting 
medical  relief  for  a  sick  child,  than  in 
accepting  a  grant  for  the  education  of 
his  children  who  were  perfectly  healthy. 
He  could  not  see  why  a  man  shoidd  be 
made  a  pauper  because  his  child  took  a 
dose  of  Epsom  salts  at  the  expense  of 
the  parish,  when  his  neighbour,  who 
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had  raised  a  large  family,  cost  the  parish 
£10  a-year  for  the  education  of  them. 
The  retention  of  the  disqualification  in 
regard  to  medical  relief  he  regarded  as 
the  height  of  Parliamentary  hypocrisy. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS  said,  he 
was  exceedingly  glad  this  question  had 
been  raised.  In  rural  districts  pauper- 
ization for  the  acceptance  of  medical 
relief  would  have  the  effect  of  disfran- 
chising a  very  large  number  of  honest 
people.  Parliament  had  wisely  pro- 
vided that  the  receipt  of  free  educa- 
tion for  one's  children  should  not  be  an 
act  of  pauperism,  and  the  receipt  of 
medical  assistance  should  be  similarly 
treated.  The  hon.  Member  for  Colches- 
ter (Mr.  Causton)  had  suggested  that 
the  applicants  for  medical  relief  should 
be  told  what  would  be  the  result  of 
their  accepting  it ;  but,  in  his  opinion, 
that  would  be  adding  to  the  cruelty  of 
the  disqualification,  because  it  would 
put  a  woman  in  search  of  medical  relief 
face  to  face  with  the  alternative  of  re- 
fusing medicine  for  her  sick  child,  or 
sacrificing  her  husband's  vote.  He 
hoped  the  hon.  and  learued  Q-entleman 
the  Attorney  General  would  take  a  broad 
view  of  this  matter — he  would  say  a 
common-sense  view  of  the  matter.  The 
hon.  Q-entleman  opposite  (Mr.  E.  Stan- 
hope) had  said  that  the  question  was 
not  germane  to  the  measure  before 
the  House ;  but  hon.  Members  opposite 
did  not  hold  that  opinion  last  night, 
when  they  pressed  a  question  which 
was  in  no  way  germane  to  the  question 
before  the  House  to  an  issue.  He  con- 
sidered that  the  clause  was  germane  to 
the  Bill.  As  the  hon.  Member  for 
Portsmouth  (Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff) 
had  pointed  out,  it  was  not  a  matter  of 
conferring  the  franchise,  but  of  decid- 
ing what  people  should  not  be  disfran- 
chised. He  hoped  that  the  poor  people 
of  the  rural  districts  would  not  be  de- 
prived of  their  votes.  In  the  small 
towns  the  people  had  their  hospitals  to 
go  to  ;  but  this  was  not  so  in  rural  dis- 
tricts. It  would  be  a  farce  to  give  these 
poor  people  the  franchise  on  the  one 
hand,  and  to  disfranchise  them  in  con- 
sequence of  their  poverty  on  the  other. 

Mr.  PELL  said,  he  could  add  no- 
thing to  the  argument  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral as  to  this  not  being  the  place  to 
move  such  a  clause ;  but  he  opposed  it 
on  behalf  of  the  Friendly  Societies  of 

Sir  Joseph  M'Kenna 


England.  If  the  hon.  and  learned  G«ft- 
tleman  the  Member  for  Chiistdtoidi 
(Mr.  Davey)  had  a  real  acqaazntxm 
with  the  true  interests  of  the  hnmU* 
orders  of  the  people  he  would  not  hm 
moved  that  clause.  It  was  to  be  fmz^ 
that  its  adoption  would  have  the  ^kx 
of  discouraging  the  establishment  or 
extension  of  sound  Friendly  Sodedei. 
In  some  districts  the  aoceptaxMe  of 
parochial  relief  was  very  prermbae 
among  persons  who  were  able  to  pn^ 
for  such  assistance  if  tliej  joined  a 
Friendly  Society;  and  repreaentmtinra 
had  been  made,  over  and  OTer  afKi> 
by  managers  of  certain  of  the  li^^ 
institutions  of  that  description  to  Booa 
of  Guardians,  asking  them  to  ceaae  w 
exercise,  by  means  of  that  fona  d 
parochial  relief,  a  demoralixing  isib- 
ence  among  the  people,  so  as  to  ghi 
those  Societies  a  chance  of  Tendecif 
the  people  independent.  There  Tsn. 
of  course,  certain  Friendly  Sodetia  of 
the  most  vicious  description,  which  woi2l 
not  allow  a  man  any  funds  at  all  nasS 
he  had  made  a  most  desperate  eff<»t  :9 
obtain  from  the  Guardians  medical  re> 
lief;  and  although,  happily,  they 
few  in  number,  they  would  be 
couraged  by  the  passing  of  a 
such  as  this.  He  lived  in  a  rvzil 
district — a  very  poor  district.  Tea  or 
15  years  ago  every  eleventh  penrx 
was  a  pauper ;  but  now  only  one  in  ^l 
were  paupers.  The  cases  of  medial 
relief  in  former  times  were  inniuMr- 
able ;  but,  owing  to  the  acdon  of  ^ 
Guardians,  during  the  last  three  yean 
there  had  only  been  two  cases  of  me£- 
cal  relief.  He  assured  the  hem.  and 
learned  Member  that  if  he  had  morr 
acquaintance  with  the  poor  people  k« 
would  never  have  moved  such  a  tku» 
as  this. 

Me.  PICTON  said,  they  were  ■£ 
agreed  that  pauperism  should  dieqiuIifT 
from  voting ;  but  he  contended  that  t^ 
receipt  of  medical  relief  did  not  mak«  t 
pauper  of  a  man.  The  receipt  of  ele- 
mentary education  did  not  do  so.  H» 
held  that  actual  pauperism  only  existed 
when  a  man,  so  to  speak,  surrendcfW 
in  the  battle  of  life,  and  made  himself  a 
burden,  temporarily  or  permanently,  t* 
his  neighbours.  Whatever  tended  f 
that  state  pauperized,  and,  he  ow» 
agreed,  should  disenable  a  man  rrus 
exercising  the  franchise;  but  he  saV 
mitted  that  any  other  form  ol 
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'which  enabled  a  man  to  tide  over  an 
emergency  and  preserve  his  self-reliance 
and  self-respect  ought  not  to  be  allowed 
to  remove  a  man  from  the  list  of  voters. 
There  were  a  great  many  people  who 
obtained  charity  from  Benevolent  So- 
cieties, and  they  were  not  disfranchised ; 
but  the  poor  people  who  were  obliged 
once  in  a  way  to  have  recourse  to  paro- 
chial medical  relief,  who  had  no  friends, 
and  who  might  happen  to  be  entirely 
outside  the  circle  in  which  private 
benevolence  administered  such  aid  to 
others  of  their  class,  were  to  be  struck 
off  the  list  of  voters.  He  did  not  think 
that  this  was  a  proper  state  of  things, 
and  especially  when  they  considered 
how  very  hard  the  struggle  of  life  was 
for  millions  of  people.  The  man  who 
was  only  receiving  from  lOs.  to  15«. 
a-week,  and  broke  his  arm,  or  had  his 
family  down  with  measles,  was  abso- 
lutely unable  to  provide  medical  relief ; 
and  yet,  perhaps,  he  was  makine  a  most 
heroic  struggle  to  keep  himself  off  the 
rates  generally.  He  hoped  the  Com- 
mittee would  listen  to  the  arguments 
which  had  been  used  in  support  of  this 
Amendment. 

Mr.  J.  E.  HOLLOND  said,  that 
the  difference  between  free  education 
and  medical  relief  was  that,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  the  former  did  not  tend  to 
pauperize,  while  the  latter,  as  every- 
body who  was  well  acquainted  with 
the  administration  of  tne  Poor  Law 
system  knew,  was  often  the  first  step 
towards  pauperism.  If  they  once  com- 
menced to  make  subtle  distinctions 
between  medical  relief  and  other  forms 
of  parochial  relief,  they  would  be  led 
into  all  sorts  of  diffictdties;  and  they 
would  run  great  risk  of  breaking  down 
the  great  principle  under  which  the 
receipt  of  relief  from  the  rates  was 
held  to  be  a  disqualification  for  the 
exercise  of  the  franchise.  For  his  part, 
he  thought  it  was  extremely  important 
that  that  principle  should  be  main- 
tained ;  and  though  there  might  be 
hard  cases  under  the  rule,  yet  if  they 
once  began  to  legislate  on  hard  cases 
they  would  find  they  had  the  proverbial 
bad  law. 

Mr.  GREGOEY  said,  he  thought  it 
was  inexpedient  for  them  to  enter  into 
the  discussion  of  the  question  on  the 
present  Bill.  When  he  served  on  the 
Select  Committee,  he  understood  the 
measure  was  merely  one  to  provide  for 
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Question  put. 

The  Committee  dii 
Noes  170 :  Majority 
No.  168.) 

Committee  report 
again  To-morrow, 
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Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH 
said,  this  proposition  would  require  a 
little  further  consideration  on  the  part 
of  the  Opposition.  They  thought  it 
would  be  necessary  that  the  question 
discussed  last  night,  on  registration  ex- 
penses, should  be  pursued  at  a  further 
stage  of  the  Bill.  If  the  Committee 
were  finished  to-morrow,  he  presumed 
the  Beport  could  be  taken  on  Friday. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  that 
would  have  to  be  considered  to-morrow; 
he  could  not  say  anything  now. 

Sir  MASSEY  LOPES  gave  Notice 
that,  in  consequence  of  the  very  strong 
expression  of  opinion  manifested  last 
night  with  reference  to  the  question 
mentioned  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  he  should  move 
that  the  BiU  be  re-committed. 

Sir  STAFFOED  NORTHCOTE  : 
Supposing  the  BiU  before  the  House  to- 
day gets  through  Committee  to-morrow, 
will  the  Report  of  it  on  Friday  be  the 
first  Order  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  it  was  of 
great  consequence  that  the  Bill  should 
be  got  through  as  early  as  possible. 
However,  he  could  not  give  a  definite 
answer  in  the  absence  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General; 
but  he  was  disposed  to  think  that  that 
course  would  be  adopted. 

Mr.  PARNELL  said,  he  should  like 
some  information  as  to  when  the  next 
stage  of  the  Registration  of  Voters 
(Ireland)  Bill  would  be  taken. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  beHeve  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who  is  in 
charge  of  the  Bill  has  just  left  the 
House. 

Mr.  PARNELL:  I  wish  to  ask 
whether  the  Report  of  the  Bill  will  be 
taken  on  Friday  first  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  will  answer 
that  Question  to-morrow. 

Mr.  PARNELL :  Perhaps  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  wiU  say  upon  what 
stage  of  the  Bill  the  Government  pro- 
pose to  move  its  re-committal  in  respect 
to  the  new  clause  about  registration  ex- 
penses ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  At  the 
conclusion  of  the  Report. 

Mr.  PARNELL :  Can  it  not  be  put 
down  in  the  beginning  of  the  Motion  for 
Report  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DUiKE :  Either 
at  the  end  of  the  Report,  or  on  the  third 
reading. 


Mr.  GIBSON  :  As  it  is  quite  ob^ooa, 
from  the  narrow  division  of  last  nigil 
that  this  is  a  matter  upon  which  th<i« 
is  likely  to  be  very  conaideraUe  db- 
cussion,  and  also  as  many  hon.  Manbeci 
would  be  anxious  to  tc^e  part  in  th» 
discussion,  I  should  therefore  Hke  io 
know  what  arrangements  will  be  pro- 
posed ?  It  would  be  very  inconveaicflt 
to  many  of  them  if  the  matter  was  poifi- 
poned  from  the  beginning^,  whioh  is  a 
period  which  will  be  known  to  the  finai 
stage  of  the  Bill,  which  is  a  period  whk^ 
cannot  easily  be  fixed. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DELKE :  Do« 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentkmi 
opposite  seriously  urge  that,  in  t^ 
present  period  of  extreme  preesore  «pa 
the  Government,  we  should  have  iam 
debates  and  four  divisions  upon  tk 
same  subject  ? 

Mr.  GIBSON :  I  only  ask  f» 
definite    information    on    the 
which  is  one  of  importance. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  V« 
have  already  had  two  debates  and  tn 
divisions,  and  now  we  are 
with  another,  by  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir 
Lopes)  has  just  given  Notice. 

Mr.  GIBSON :  Very  possibly. 

Mr.  PARNELL :  As  I  suppose, 
the  very  narrow  division  which  vm 
taken  last  night,  it  is  evident  that  tkii 
question  will  be  raised  again,  I  presioM 
it  will  be  equally  competent  for  m«  to 
raise  the  same  question  in  regard  to  xhM 
Irish  Bill,  in  reference  to  which  maticff 
I  may  say  we  defeated  the  GoTemmst. 
in  the  same  way  as  the  hon.  BaroMt 
(Sir  Massey  Lopes)  proposes  to  raise  it 
on  the  English  BiU.  I  snppoee  thsl  it 
will  be  arranged  for  a  single  ^iy^^wa 
to  be  taken,  either  on  the  Irish  or  t^ 
English  BiU,  and  so  settle  the 
tion.  [Sir  Charles  W.  Dilks  :  H< 
hear!]  But  it  would  be  desirable  fcr 
the  Irish  Members  to  know  whether  th* 
Irish  BUI  or  the  English  BiU  is  to  k 
taken  first  ?  It  will  be  also  desirable  tfr 
know  what  will  be  the  order  of  noee- 
dure  in  regard  to  the  Motion  for  Um  rt- 
committal  of  the  Bill ;  because  it  will  I* 
on  the  Question  '*  that  Mr.  Speaker  i» 
now  leave  the  Chair,"  after  the  Mccua 
for  the  re-committal  of  the  Bill,  ihax  I 
am  advised  that  the  Irish  question  wZ 
have  to  be  raised  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  It  is  m«Bii«< 
that  Notices  of  Motion  of  great  import- 
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anee  having  been  given  in  to-day,  I  have 
no  option  but  to  say  that  I  have  to  con- 
sider them,  and  will  give  an  answer  to 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Gibson)  as  to  the  procedure  on  these 
Bills  when  the  House  meets  to-morrow. 

MOTION. 


REPRESBNTATION    OP    THE    PEOPLE     (CON- 
SOLIDATION) BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Habocastlb,  Bill  to  con- 
solidate the  Law  relating  to  the  Representation 
of  the  People  of  England,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.   Habdcabtlb  and  Sir  Albxamdkr 

GOBDON. 

^iHpriienUd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  160.] 

House  adjourned  at  five  minutes 
before  8ix  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS. 
ThurBday,  1th  May,  1885. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bxllb— First  Reading^ 
bubmarine  Telegraph  Gables*  (104);  Burial 
Boards  (Ck>ntested  Elections)  *  (106). 

Second  Reading  ^ISXtmenXAVj  EducaUon  Pro- 
visional Orders  Confirmation  (Birmingham, 
&c.)  •  (80J ;  Elementary  Education  Provi- 
sional Onier  Confirmation  (London)  *  (70) ; 
Local  Government  (Ireland)  Provisional 
Orders  (Public  Health  Act)  (No.  2)  •  (83) ; 
Local  Government  (Ireland)  Provisional 
Orders  (Labourers Act)  (No.  3)»  (84)  ;  Local 
Government  Provisionfld  Orders  (No.  2)* 
(89) ;  Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(Poor  Law)  (No.  6)  *  (90) ;  Local  Government 
Provisional  Orders  (Poor  Law)  (No.  6)  •  (94); 
Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (Poor 
Law)  (No.  7) '(91);  Industrial  Schools  (Ire- 
land)* (95) ;  Friendly  Societies  Act  (1875) 
Amendment  (77))  negatived, 

DOMINION  OF  CANADA— INSURREC 

TION  IN  THE  NORTH-WEST 

TERRITORY.— QUESTION. 

The  Eakl  of  CAENAEVON  said, 
that  lie  wished  to  ask  the  noble  Earl 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
Whether  the  information  respecting  the 
two  engagements  which  were  reported 
in  the  papers  was  accurate ;  and,  whe- 
ther the  noble  Earl  was  in  a  position  to 
give  the  House  any  further  information 
as  to  what  had  t€iken  place  in  Canada 
between  the  insurgents  and  the  Colonial 
troops  ? 


The  Eabl  of  DEEBY  :  My  Lords,  I 
shall  be  happy  to  lay  before  your  Lord- 
ships the  information  which  I  have  re- 
ceived. One  telegram  is  from  the  Mar- 
quess of  Lansdowne,  the  Governor 
G-eneral,  in  these  words,  received  at  the 
Colonial  OflBce,  2.25  a.m.  May  7  : — 

"  Colonel  Otter  has  fought  successful  engage- 
ment with  Indians  west  of  Battleford.  Mid- 
dleton  resumes  advance  against  Riel  to- 
morrow." 

Another  telegram,  which  has  been  ad- 
dressed by  Sir  John  Macdonald  to  Sir 
Charles  Tupper,  has  been  communicated 
to  me,  and  it  gives  rather  f  uUer  de- 
tails— 

"Ottawa,  May  7.  1886. — Otter's  command 
attacked  Poundmaker  on  Sunday,  and  de- 
molished his  camp.  Our  losses  eight  killed, 
15  wounded.  Indian  loss,  fully  100  killed  and 
wounded." 

The  Earl  of  REDESDALE  (Chaib- 
MAN  of  Committees)  said,  he  would  like 
to  know  what  all  that  was  going  on  was 
about;  and  whether  the  Indians,  who 
were  contending  for  something,  deserved 
relief  or  not  ?  He  thought  that  many 
persons  were  totally  ignorant  of  the 
cause  of  the  rebellion. 

The  Earl  of  DERBY :  The  Govern- 
ment  of  Canada  is  responsible  for  the 
internal  administration  of  its  own  affairs, 
and  the  question  of  the  relations  be- 
tween the  Government  of  Canada  and 
the  Indian  tribes  is  not  one  which  has 
come,  or  can  come,  before  the  Colonial 
0£B.ce,  except,  of  course,  in  the  exceed- 
ingly improoable  event  of  the  Canadian 
Government  not  being  able  to  deal  with 
the  insurrection  by  means  of  its  own  re- 
sources. The  question,  therefore,  is  not 
one  on  which  1  can  give  any  authorita- 
tive information;  but,  if  I  may  give 
such  information  as  I  have  received,  I 
believe  that  the  Canadian  Government 
themselves  are  very  much  in  the  same 
perplexity  as  the  noble  Earl  at  the  Table 
as  to  what  the  real  causes  of  this  move- 
ment are. 

SALMON  FISHERIES  (SCOTLAND)— 
LEGISLATION.— QUESTION. 

The  Marquess  of  HUNTLY  asked, 
When  the  Report  and  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Scotch  Fishery  Board  on 
Salmon  Rivers  and  Fisheries  would  be 
presented  to  Parliament ;  and,  whether, 
considering  the  demand  and  necessity 
for  legislation,  the  Government  intended 
to  introduce  a  Bill  dealing  with  the  sub- 
ject ? 


Or 

■ 

C 


— sucIl  as  the  Foresters,  the  Odd 
lows,  the  Shepherds,  &c. — some 
had  over  500,000  members.   He 
the  Bill  would  be   welcomed    far 
thoughtful  and  prudent  workiE  ^ 
the  country,  who  would  Uk^  to 
Lordships'  House  with  feelings  of 
titude  for  introducing  a  measnie 
would  greatly  conduce  to  their 
and  prosperity. 

Moved,  <'  That  the  Bill  be  now  rssd  £".* 

--(7%tf  Lord  GrevilU,) 
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The  Earl  of  DALHOUSIE,  in  reply,  I  —such  as  the  Foresters,  the  Odd  F^ 
said,  the  Eeport  of  the  Scotch  Fishery 
Board  was  presented  last  year  on  the 
25th  of  July,  and  probably  this  year  it 
would  be  presented  about  the  same  time, 
or  possibly  a  L'ttle  sooner.  It  was  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  introduce 
a  Bill  dealing  with  the  matter. 

FRIENDLY  SOCIETIES  ACT  (1875) 

AMENDMENT  BILL. 

{The  Lord  OrevxlU,) 

(no.  77.)   SECOND  READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

Lord  GEEVILLE,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  the  second  time, 
said,  its  object  was  to  prevent  the  exist- 
ence of  bogus  and  swindling  Friendly 
Societies,  which  at  the  present  time 
many  people  were  induced  to  join  under 
the  misapprehension  that  because  a 
Society  was  stated  to  be  "  registered 
imder  the  Act  of  Parliament "  it  must 
be  a  sound  and  honest  one.  The  Bill 
would  not  be  retrospective,  but  would 
apply  to  all  Friendly  Societies  to  be 
henceforward  formed ;  and  he  thought 
that  in  proportion  as  those  Societies 
were  made  sound  undertakings  they 
would  inspire  confidence  among  the 
working  classes,  who  would  be  thereby 
encouraged  in  habits  of  thrift,  and  in- 
duced to  invest  their  savings.  He  had 
received  letters  from  working  men  ex- 
pressing a  hope  that  the  law  would  be 
amended  as  this  Bill  proposed ;  and  the 
Bev.  Canon  Blackley,  who  had  very 
great  experience  on  this  subject,  wrote — 

"  I  hope  and  trust  that  this  Bill  may  pass 
into  law;  I  think  it  most  highly  desirable  in 
order  to  protect  the  interests  of  those  yoon^ 
men  who  may  desire  to  join  Friendly  Societies." 

The  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  amend  the 
Act  of  1 875  with  regard  to  the  registra- 
tion of  these  Societies.  There  were  at 
present  two  kinds  of  Societies,  those 
registered  and  those  not  registered ; 
but  under  his  Bill  it  would  be  requisite 
for  those  who  formed  a  Society  to  obtain 
an  actuarial  certificate  as  to  the  tables 
of  contrihutions  and  subscriptions  and 
the  rates  of  payments  for  relief  before 
they  were  admitted  to  registration.  If 
the  Bill  passed  into  law  he  thought  it 
probable  that  many  of  the  Societies 
against  whom  it  was  directed  would 
become  affiliated  with  the  great  Societies 


Lord  THURLOW  said,  lie 
he  was  not  able,  on  the  pari  of  ibt 
Treasury,  to  support  the  BilL  Hethaa|9C 
the  House  would  appreciate  the  mocin 
of  the  noble  Lord  in  bringing  it  fenmi 
The  object  aimed  at  was  undoobtodhr  i 
most  excellent  one.  It  was  the  dzaoa- 
tion  of  insolvency  among  Friendly  So- 
cieties, which,  it  was  stated — ^he  did  ac 
know  with  how  much  acxMiracy— n 
assuming  considerable  and  increMOf 
proportions.  There  could  be  no  q«e^ 
tion  of  greater  importance,  been* 
nearly  every  working  man  in  theamsr 
was  connected  with  them  in  aooke  Ibb 
or  other.  But,  at  the  same  time,  tk« 
was  a  question  on  which  leguktv 
ought  not  to  be  rashly  and  inoppoctoicf 
pressed  forward.  The  Act  of  ICH 
which  the  noble  Lord  sought  to  aaac 
was  very  carefully  drawn  and  considsd. 
and  was  the  result  of,  and  embodik. 
most,  if  not  all,  the  recommendatioBs  ^ 
more  than  one  Select  Committee  vkki 
considered  the  subject.  The  TraMcr 
had  recently  considered  the  sabjeet  "^ 
great  care,  and  with  the  assistAaee  cf 
those  most  entitled  to  speak  with  ao^ 
rity  on  the  matter — namely,  the  Cto' 
Begistrar  and  Actuary  of  Friendly  Soar 
ties — and  both  those  gentlemen  comevni 
that  to  take  the  step  contemplated  by  t>» 
noble  Lord's  Bill  would  be  to  tik*  i 
retrograde  step,  and  to  retnm  to  ^ 
course  which  was  abandoned  in  the  Kl 
of  1875.  It  would  practicflllj  re  mtt- 
Section  13  of  the  Act  of  1846,  whkk  a 
like  manner,  made  the  certifieate  cf  a 
actuary  the  absolute  condition  of 
tration.  The  Act  of  1846  wa 
four  years  after  it  was  passed,  as  a 
perience  showed  that  it  drove  the  Soe«^ 
ties  from  seeking  registration.  la* 
mediately  before  the  Act  of  1846»  :2.N*» 
Societies  applied  for  registratioa*  u4  d 
them  1,683  were  admitted ;  bat  ^mb^i 
the  two  years  immediately  foUowiaf  Ua: 
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fVct  1,780  Societies  sought  registration, 
vad  only  423  were  actually  enrolled. 
Chis  falling  off  was,  according  to  the 
ligh  authority  of  Mr.  Tidd  Pratt,  en- 
irely  owing  to  that  Act,  which,  it  would 
>e  seen,  had  had  a  decidedly  deterrent 
Infect.  The  Chief  Registrar  opposed  the 
3111,  because  it  would  practically  have 
;lie  effect  of  undoing  what  had  now  been 
^oing  on  very  satisfactorily  since  the 
massage  of  the  last  Act  in  1875.  Com- 
pulsory actuarial  certifioatesdidnotinsure 
;lie  safety  of  Societies,  but  rather  created 
L  false  sense  of  security,  and  the  only 
>ffect  of  the  Bill  would  be  to  reduce 
registration  to  a  minimum.  The  existing 
%^ct  was  sometimes  considered  a  weak 
>iie ;  but  it  was  really  a  stringent  one. 
rhe  result  of  the  Bill  would  be  to  throw 
3X1  the  State  the  moral  responsibility  for 
bbe  well-being  and  solvency  of  these 
countless  Societies ;  while,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  the  provisions  of  the  existing  law 
&s  to  maMng  Valuation  Be  turns  to  the 
E^eg^strar  practically  achieved  the  object 
>f  the  proposed  measure.  Under  the 
circumstances^  he  ventured  to  assure  their 
Liordships  that  this  was  not  a  question  to 
be  hastily  or  rashly  approached  by  Par- 
liament without  much  further  evidence 
of  the  desirability  of  amending  the  Act 
of  1875.  Probably  their  ijordships 
iv-ould  concur  in  the  view  taken  by  the 
rreasury,  that  it  would  be  unwise  to 
]Lt tempt  new  legislation  on  this  subject 
except  after  due  consideration  by  a  Com- 
mittee of  equal  weight  to  the  one  on 
whose  recommendations  the  existing  law 
was  mainly  based.  He  therefore  ven- 
tured to  appeal  to  the  noble  Lord  not  to 
press  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

The  Bishop  of  CARLISLE  said,  he 
had  had  the  privilege  of  knowing  Mr. 
ridd  Pratt  very  well,  and  it  was  a 
curious  circumstance  that  that  gentle- 
man had  once  pointed  out  to  him  the 
very  blot  which  the  noble  Lord's  Bill 
was  intended  to  cure.  He  said  there 
were  alarge number  of  Societies  through- 
out the  country  supposed  to  be  perfectly 
soimd,  and  which  were  joined  because 
they  were  registered ;  but  which  were, 
in  reality,  perfectly  unsound,  and  he 
also  said  the  fact  of  registration  was  no 
guarantee  of  the  soundness  of  a  Society. 
This  Bill  was  intended  to  cure  that  de- 
fect, and  to  give  some  real  guarantee 
that  a  Society,  when  registered,  was  a 
sound  and  well-constructed  Society. 
That  purpose  was  a  very  important  one; 


and  he  rejoiced  to  hear  that  it  would  be 
taken  into  careful  consideration  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  and  that  the 
purpose  of  this  Bill  would  therefore 
probably,  somehow  or  other,  be  carried 
into  effect. 

Lord  NORTON  submitted  that  with- 
out  a  proper  certificate  of  the  tables 
there  was  no  guarantee  for  the  sound- 
ness of  these  Friendly  Societies,  many 
of  which  were  admittedly  unsound. 
Registration  became  a  snare  and  a 
delusion  to  the  people  in  the  most 
essential  concerns  of  thrift  and  savings. 
Without  a  guarantee  of  scientific  calcu- 
lation there  was  no  use  of  registration 
at  all,  and  it  was  simply  a  publication 
of  names,  not  worth  the  cost  of  a  Regis- 
trar. He  suggested  that  if  the  Bill  were 
rejected  the  subject  should  be  referred 
to  a  Committee  of  Inquiry. 

The  Eakl  of  CARNARVON  said,  he 
had  not  looked  very  closely  into  the 
Bill;  but  the  subject  was  a  most  im- 
portant one.  There  was  g^eat  force  in 
the  proposal  of  his  noble  Friend  who 
had  just  sat  down,  that  the  Government 
should  assent  to  its  being  referred  to  a 
Committee  of  Inquiry,  as  it  was  a  mat- 
ter on  which  there  was  a  very  serious 
and  real  grievance.  A  lar^e  number  of 
the  Societies  which  it  would  affect  were 
insolvent,  and  yet  poor  subscribers  were 
induced  to  join  them.  He  failed,  how- 
ever, to  see  why  the  Bill  was  to  be 
thrown  out. 

On  Question  ?  Their  Lordships  divided: 
— Contents  32 ;  Not-Contents  3  J  :  Ma- 
jority 1. 

Resohed  in  the  negative, 

TURKEY— THE  BOSPHORUS  AND  DAR- 
DANELLES—CONVENTION OF  PARIS, 
1856,  AND  TREATY  OP  BERLIN,  1878. 
ADDBESS  FOB  PAFEBS. 

Lord  STEATHEDEN  and  CAMP- 
BELL:  My  Lords,  I  rise  to  move  an 
humble  Address  to  the  Crown  for  the 
Protocols  or  Treaties  which  regulate  the 
authority  of  the  Sublime  Porte  to  admit 
foreign  ships  of  war  into  the  Darda- 
nelles. It  is  hardly  necessary  to  refer  to 
the  circumstances  which  suggest  a  Mo- 
tion of  this  character.  In  every  society, 
young  or  old,  grave  or  gay,  political  or 
private,  they  have  recently  been  men- 
tioned. It  is  true  that  on  Monday  last 
a  new  fact  entered  the  discussion.    I 
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deferred,  in  consequence,  the  Motion  on 
that  day,  and  would  have  willingly  post- 
poned it  altogether,  unless  reflection 
had  convinced  me  that  the  official  state- 
ment, although  calculated  to  diminish, 
ought  not  to  remove  the  public  appre- 
hension as  to  differences  with  Bussia. 
Before  sitting  down,  I  may  offer  some- 
thing in  defence  of  that  opinion.  But 
it  is  first  desirable  to  touch  on  the  Con- 
ventions which  explain  the  power  of  the 
Sultan  in  the  matter  now  before  us. 
My  Lords,  the  Press  at  home  and  on  the 
Continent  is  full  of  ambiguity  regarding 
them,  which  can  only  be  corrected  by 
the  documents  I  ask  for  united  in  a 
single  view,  and  not  dispersed  in  many 
volumes.  We  are  always  meeting  state- 
ments that  Germany  or  Austria,  or  some 
other  Power,  in  the  event  of  serious  con- 
tingencies, will  prohibit  the  Sublime 
Porte  from  admitting  foreign  ships  of 
war  into  the  Dardanelles.  These  state- 
ments are  made  with  little  reference  to 
past  occurrences,  or  past  enactments  on 
the  subject.  Journalists,  in  agitated 
times,  are  too  much  hurried  to  inves- 
tigate. I  will  submit  what  seems  to  me 
a  faithful  outline  of  the  question.  In 
the  beginning  of  the  century  there  were, 
no  doubt,  Conventions  to  restrain  foreign 
ships  of  war  from  going  into  the  waters 
of  the  Sultan  when  he  was  at  peace.  So  far 
back  as  1809,  it  is  certain,  on  the  au- 
thority of  Calvo,  the  great  master  of  pub- 
lic law,  that  they  existed.  In  a  Treaty 
of  1841  they  are  referred  to,  in  those  of 
1856  they  are  repeated.  But  in  1871 
they  underwent  a  grave  modification.  At 
that  time,  as  a  counterpoise  to  the 
arrangements  by  which  Eussia  regained 
the  power  of  cruising  in  the  Black 
Sea,  taken  away  after  the  Crimean 
War,  the  Sultan  was  permitted,  even 
without  hostilities  beginning,  to  invite 
into  the  Bosphorus  the  armed  ships 
of  friendly  Powers  when  he  deemed 
it  for  his  own  security  to  do  so.  The 
new  authority  was  brought  about  by 
what  was  termed  the  Black  Sea  Con- 
ference in  London.  It  has  never  been 
exerted;  it  has  been  absolutely  latent 
during  the  burning  questions  of  the 
Eastern  Question,  which  have  followed 
it.  But  such  a  fact,  whether  the  result 
of  chance,  irresolution,  or  impolicy, 
leaves  the  power  equally  unquestioned. 
The  Treaty  of  Berlin  does  nothing  to 
correct  the  rules  as  left  in  1871.    It,  on 
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the  contrary,  embodies  and 
As  regards  that  point,  theTreatrhsa  bea 
recently  and  carefully  examined  ttnds 
my  direction.  The  whole  matter,  if  I  la 
not  deceived,  admits  a  summary  ex|«H- 
sion.  According  to  the  Law  of  XotMBL 
it  is  open  to  any  State  to  give  a  pssav 
over  land  or  water  it  possesses  to  sat 
military  or  naval  force  of  a  belligersl 
But  as  regards  the  Straits  witlua  t^ 
Ottoman  Empire,  the  liaw  of  NaXL-a 
has  been  disturbed  and  superseded  ly 
Conventions.  Those  Conventioiis  hs*» 
again,  in  1871,  been  modified  tai 
widened.  The  upshot  is,  that  pnfaiii- 
tion  falls  not  upon  the  Sohaii,  bat  « 
other  Powers.  No  Power  can  de^s^ 
its  Fleets  without  his  sanction  to  tfcr 
Dardanelles.  But  that  sanction  ttsm 
entirely  on  his  judgment.  His  lip: 
over  the  waters  on  his  tenitory  is  as- 
lar  to  that  of  France  npon  t£e  Stoa. 
of  Bussia,  on  the  Neva,  of  Pocta^ 
upon  the  Tagus.  If  this  interpreusx 
is  erroneous,  the  Papers  X  denuad  vu 
bring  the  true  one  into  notice. 

Whenever  the  collision,  so  freqacEt^ 
anticipated  happens,  the  faciHtj  of  «p^ 
rating  in  the  Black  Sea  is  most  impcxtHC 
to  this  country.  It  is  the  only  tret  k 
which  Bussia  has  ever  been  sacccsrfsl? 
encountered  by  Powers  wishing  to  :^ 
strain  her.  Since  she  became  a  fccsdu^ 
able  member  of  the  European  sts&^ 
there  are  but  a  few  instances  ia*v^::i 
campaigns  have  been  designt^d  or  sr 
ganized  against  her.  They  may  V  al 
enumerated  in  a  moment,  and  tbie  kanc 
is  most  apposite.  The  earliest  wm  :iiC 
of  the  Swedish  Monarch  Charles  XIL 
which  was  directed  from  the  Nortk  » 
the  South  East,  and  ended  fi&taZlT.  s 
least  disastrously,  for  him  and  for  ^ 
Kingdom,  at  the  well-known  batxl*  •:' 
Pultova.  The  next  in  order  is  thii  i 
the  First  Napoleon  in  1812,  of  wkrl 
the  detail  lives  in  the  immortal  psgss  d 
the  Count  de  Segur.  Advancing  bm. 
the  South  to  the  North  East,  it  cslsr 
nated  in  the  fire  of  Moscow,  and  dr 
destruction  of  the  Army  which  retresiK 
from  it.  The  third  was  our  own  ■:- 
tempt  to  threaten  Cronstadt^  ia  tk 
Baltic,  imder  Sir  Charles  Kspis 
Your  Lordships  know — as  those  ta^ 
come  back  with  force  npoa  ai^ 
that  while  it  succeeded  as  a  dsfcasv* 
measure,  or  blockade,  it  &uled  aa  k* 
completely  as  an  effort  of  inraaioa.  IW 
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Expedition  to  the  shores  of  the  Crimea 
was  almost  a  simultaneous  one.  It  is 
the  only  Expedition  against  Xtussia 
which  has  had  a  hrilliant,  although,  in 
some  degpree,  ephemeral  result.  The 
Black  Sea  was  its  necessary  channel.  If 
the  Black  Sea  is  closed  for  her  advantage, 
Hussia  is  entitled,  by  the  history  of  the 
past,  to  deem  herself  invincible.  It  is 
of  practical  importance  to  explore  with 
accuracy  all  the  diplomatic  grounds  on 
which  the  Sultan  may  be  asked  to  grant 
her  an  immunity  from  the  only  danger 
which  experience  has  taught  her  to  con- 
sider as  a  grave  one.  My  Lords,  there  is 
but  one  mode  of  thinking  to  which  the  Ad- 
dress would  be  obnoxious,  and  which  it  is 
therefore  indispensable  to  guard  against. 
It  is  the  mode  of  thinking  which  rejects 
the  possibility  of  war  with  Kussia  and 
counts  upon  a  satisfactory  adjustment. 
The  announcement  of  the  Government 
has,  of  course,  done  something  to  en- 
courage that  impression.  The  financial 
world  has  seized  it  with  a  natural,  but 
yet,  as  it  appears  to  me,  unreasoning 
avidity.  Let  it  be  granted  that  the  Go- 
vernment may  smooth  over  the  imme- 
diate questions  on  the  Afghan  Frontier. 
Let  it  be  granted  that  arbitration  may 
patch  up  the  controversy  between  Sir 
I^eter  Lumsden  and  General  Komaroff. 
But  the  movement  on  Herat  which  tends 
undoubtedly  to  war,  on  that  point  the 
voice  of  Professor  Vambery  is  known  to 
us,  can  scarcely  be  arrested  so  long  as 
Hussia  has  rare,  immense,  and  previously 
unknown  encouragements  to  prosecute 
it.  It  is  worth  while  to  glance  at  those 
encouragements  before  the  Motion  is 
rejected  as  an  useless  one.  Those  en- 
couragements reside  not  in  the  intrinsic 
force  or  unity  or  resolution  of  that  Em- 
pire, great  as  they  may  be,  but  in  the 
peculiar  .circumstances  both  of  Europe 
and  Great  Britain.  The  Holy  Alliance 
is  in  avowed,  in  flagrant  lately-renovated 
vigour.  Had  it  been  working  for  two 
or  three  years  we  might  derive  a  slender 
hope  from  its  exhaustion  and  satiety. 
Like  ipdividuals  nations  may  grow  tired 
of  one  another.  As  things  now  stand,  it 
is  well  known  at  St.  Petersburg  that 
Germany  and  Austria  can  offer  no  assist- 
ance to  this  country.  There  is  no  drag- 
chain  upon  Russia  from  that  quarter. 
In  the  Crimean  War  it  was  not  easy  to 
obtain  it.  It  is  impossible  at  present. 
It  is  seen  that  France  is  bitterly  opposed 
to  us,  or  she  would  hardly  have  resented 


the  suppression  of  a  malignant  journal 
by  the  Khedive.  The  Sublime  ^orte  is 
irrecoverable  until  our  Ministerial  posi- 
tion has  been  altered.  It  would  be  de- 
void of  memory,  of  dignity,  of  prudence, 
unless  it  were  so  irrecoverable — without 
some  kind  of  reparation  and  security — 
after  the  series  of  transactions  by  which 
it  has  been  diligently  alienated.  Those 
who  know  Constantinople  —  amongst 
whom  I  cannot  reckon  many  Members 
of  the  Government  —  are  aware  that 
when  the  Embassies  of  Eussia,  Germany, 
and  Austria  are  united,  the  British  Em- 
bassy is  pulled  down  to  utter  insignifi- 
cance. It  may  be  that  acting  on  this 
theory  the  Government  have  virtually 
closed  it.  The  Earl  of  Dufferin  has  not 
been  replaced.  There  is  no  Ambassador 
at  present  to  attempt  communication 
with  the  Sultan.  If  he  excludes  Great 
Britain  from  the  Black  Sea,  Eussia  may 
attempt  Herat  with  absolute  impunity. 
If  he  admits  Great  Britain  to  the  Black 
Sea,  she  is  wholly  unsupported  in  it.  Do 
we  forget  how  many  nations  were  re- 
quired in  the  Crimea  ?  It  was  only  by 
the  solemn  union  of  this  coimtry,  of 
France,  Sardinia,  and  the  Porte,  with 
Austria  in  the  rear  as  a  benevolent 
spectator,  that  after  countless  toils  and 
tragical  vicissitudes  Sebastopol  was 
taken.  But  there  is  something  else  to 
urge  on  Russia  to  adventurous  per- 
sistence. My  Lords,  it  is  that  our 
foreign  policy  is  still  directed  by  the 
very  agency,  which  led  in  1870  to  the 
concessions  she  obtained,  which  took 
away  Sir  Henry  Layard  from  Con- 
stantinople, which  did  her  work  in  Mon- 
tenegro, which  organized,  or  tried  to 
organize,  an  European  Concert  ih  her 
favour.  In  our  day,  the  problem  of  di- 
plomacy, to  put  it  in  its  essence,  is  a 
contention  between  London  and  St. 
Petersburg  for  influence  at  Berlin.  Who 
does  not  see  to  which  the  palm  belongs, 
to  which  it  has  inevitably  fallen  ?  But 
it  is  not  only  incapacity  or  isolation  seen 
in  Great  Britain  which  urges  Russia  to 
activity  and  enterprize.  It  is  well  known 
to  her  rulers  that  our  Government  are 
unavoidably  affected  by  the  conscious- 
ness of  military  failure.  The  same  body 
which  retired  from  South  Africa  because 
unable  to  redeem  its  pledges  or  hold  its 
ground  against  barbarians,  the  same 
body  which  has  failed  egregiously  to 
rescue  General  Gt)rdon,  the  same  body 
which  is  now  disposed  to  give  up  Khar- 
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toum,  would  have  to  undertake  a  task 
too  great  for  the  abilities  of  the  First 
Napoleon,  with  recent  laurels  to  inspire, 
with  tributary  Sovereigns  to  back,  with 
conquered  nations  to  fight  under  him. 
If  nothing,  according  to  the  proverb, 
is  so  successful  as  past  triumph, 
nothing  is  so  calamitous  as  recent  and 
profound  humiliation.  But  there  is 
something  else  to  paralyze  the  Go- 
vemnment  and  lead  on  Eussia  to  the 
conflict.  The  movement  on  Herat 
can  only  be  suspended  or  retarded, 
but  never  actually  renounced,  so  long 
as  Eussia  sees  in  Downing  Street  a  First 
Minister — however  subtle  and  ingenious 
— who  encouraged  the  aggressive  war 
of  1877,  who  opposed  the  Vote  of  Credit 
in  1878,  who  did  not  wish  the  Treaty  of 
San  Stefano  to  be  attenuated  to  the 
Treaty  of  Berlin,  who  only  the  last 
autumn  on  the  Ist  of  September,  in  his 
own  name  before  his  own  electors,  held 
up  the  keenest  advocate  of  Eussian 
despotism  and  of  Eussian  conquest  as 
the  person  to  whom  the  British  public 
ought  to  look  for  guidance  and  direction. 
So  long  as  he  remains,  the  temptation 
to  advance  we  offer  at  St.  Petersburg  is 
wholly  irresistible.  It  is  imagined, 
feebly  and  erroneously,  that  a  recent 
speech  involves  a  metamorphosis  which 
would  no  doubt  be  critically  useful.  In 
point  of  fact  that  speech  blots  out  no 
passage  of  his  conduct,  since  he  invented 
the  new  faith  in  Eussia  as  a  civilizing 
Power  to  be  followed.  But  if  he  under- 
went a  moral  revolution,  a  political  con- 
vulsion— and  he  has  traversed  many — 
the  old  impression  could  not  be  imme- 
diately dispersed  and  superseded.  The 
speech  upon  the  Vote  of  Credit  is  a  new 
encouragement  to  Eussia,  if  only  fol- 
lowed by  concessions  as  it  has  been.  It 
proves  to  Eussia  that  his  language  may 
be  safely  disregarded,  whatever  colour 
it  assumes.  My  Lords,  in  spite  of  any 
language  he  may  hold,  and  even  more 
of  any  views  he  may  arrive  at,  the  Eus- 
sian leaders  know  that  so  long  as  he  is 
our  First  Minister  he  shelters  them 
from  all  the  perils  which  might  other- 
wise arrest  them.  So  long  as  he  re- 
mains it  is  impossible  that  the  mass  of 
European  Powers  should  be  arrayed 
against  them.  So  long  as  he  remains 
the  Holy  Alliance  cannot  be  divided; 
the  German  Empire  cannot  be  success- 
fully appealed  to;  the  Sublime  Porte 
cannot  be  won  back  to  common  action 
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with  Great  Britain.  It  mnst  be  alio 
recollected  by  the  statesmen  at  9l 
Petersburg  that  in  the  event  of 
Constantinople  will  be  as  mach 
as  Herat.  When  are  they  to  re^Li 
Constantinople,  so  nearly  gr&sped,  » 
painfully  relinquished,  if  not  when  tfe 
Western  Powers  are  embroiled,  «&i 
when  the  First  Minister  of  Great  Britm 
is  unable  to  defend  it  without  the  asm- 
flee  of  something  more  tlum  his  pio- 
fessions  and  his  policy  ?  My  Lords,  tto 
war  with  Eussia  is  the  coneeqneooe  d. 
retaining  a  First  Minister  who  hu.  or 
only  seems  to  have,  an  inclination  to  t^ 
Power  does  not  stand  on  reasoii,  pcv- 
bability,  or  theory,  although  they  vooli 
effectually  uphold  it.  A  sad  and  sfC 
remote  example  has  betrayed  it.  It  3 
seen  by  all  who  accurately  meaflvne  tbi: 
transaction  that  the  imputed  pardalirr 
of  the  late  Earl  of  Aberdeen  for  Bvb 
produced  the  war  which  led  ns  oa  a 
the  Crimea,  and  that  had  Yisoonnt 
merston  replaced  him  in  1853  the 

bian  Principalities'  would  not  hav« 

invaded.  There  is  not  wanting  eridaei 
to  show  that  the  Czar  Nicholas  was  fanvi 
on  to  aggression  by  his  dependence  ta 
the  leniency  and  confidence  with  vkjii 
the  head  of  our  Government  appareath 
regarded  him.  The  observation  has  b^ 
made  a  hundred  times,  but  ooght  not  ti 
escape  us  when  its  conclusion  is  so  xiSjL 
We  do  not  come  here  to  display  ot:- 
ginality  at  such  a  moment  as  the  pic- 
sent.  The  situation  is  a  clear  one.  Ai 
arrangement  demonstrably  calculated  » 
bring  on  war  with  Eussia  in  spite  d 
pledges  the  most  solemn  was  made  ii 
1880.  In  1885  for  weeks  that  war  to 
been  impending.  So  long  as  the  I^ 
Minister  continues  in  his  Office,  so  loa{ 
as  Eussia  keeps  her  eyes  upon  Hem 
the  cloud  remains,  although  the  stsni 
has  been  retarded.  But  while  the  cknl 
remains  the  storm  is  always  ready  t» 
descend  upon  us.  We  are  bound,  thTt^ 
fore  to  look  forward  to  hostilities.  I: » 
in  the  Black  8ea  alone  we  can  parfot 
them  with  advantage.  Until  these  Fr> 
tocols  or  Treaties  are  collected,  it  vC 
be  doubtful  how  far  that  zone  of 
tions  is  accessible.  The  research  is 
significant,  as  I  could  easily 
the  Government.  As  to  the 
will  not  be  considerable,  and  ooyb 
not  to  weigh  with  men  who  hav«  pre- 
pared a  gulf  which  only  milliotts 
Bridge  over. 
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Moved,  * '  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty  for  Protocols  or  treaties  by 
which  the  authority  of  the  Sublime  Porte  to 
admit  foreign  ships  of  war  into  the  Dardanelles 
is  regulated."  —  {The  Lord  Straihedm  and 
Campbell,) 

Eakl  GRANYILLE  :  Although  I  am 
not  aware  I  gave  any  exaggerated  ex- 
pression with  reeard  to  any  hope  of 
peace,  I  am  bound  to  say  I  do  not  share 
m  the  very  gloomy  views  which  the 
noble  Lord  has  just  expressed.  He 
really  reminds  me  of  those  who  have 
enteredin  to  a  certain  place  and  are 
said  to  have  left  all  hope  behind  them. 
I  do  not  believe  that  war  with  Bussia  is 
perfectly  imavoidable.  I  do  not  agree 
that  if  that  war  came  we  should  wage  it 
with  every  possible  disadvantage  against 
us,  and  with  every  advantage  in  favour 
of  Bussia.  I  deny  that  Her  Majesty's 
Gh)vemment  are  conscious  of  constant 
military  failures.  I  deny  that  it  is 
certain  Bussia  will  go  to  Herat.  I 
also  deny — at  least  I  disagree  with — ^the 
sketch  the  noble  Lord  has  given  of  Mr. 
Gladstone,  which  is  one  he  gives  from 
time  to  time  from  the  seat  he  occupies 
in  this  House.  On  the  other  hand,  I 
am  confident  my  noble  Friend  was  per- 
fectly accurate,  so  far  as  I  followed  him, 
in  what  he  said  of  the  Treaties  to  which 
he  alluded.  I  believe  he  is  quite  right — 
and  I  shall  be  corrected  by  the  noble 
Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  if 
I  am  wrong — that  the  Berlin  Treaty 
confirms  the  Treaties  of  1856  and  1871. 
And  I  may  mention  as  important  that 
during  the  Conference  at  Berlin  the 
noble  Marquess  declared,  as  is  recorded 
in  the  Protocols  with  regard  to  the  obli- 
gations concerning  the  closing  of  the 
Straits,  that  Her  Majesty's  Government's 
obligations  were  limited  to  the  engaKO- 
ment  to  respect  the  independent  judg- 
ment of  the  Sultan  according  to  the 
Treaties  in  existence.  Count  Schouva- 
loff  made  a  declaration  on  the  following 
day  to  the  effect  that,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  Bussian  Government's  Plenipo- 
tentiaries, the  principle  of  closing  the 
Straits  is  a  European  principle,  and  that 
the  Treaties  concluded  in  that  respect  in 
1841, 1856,  and  1871,  and  confirmed  by 
the  Treaty  of  Berlin,  were  binding  on 
the  part  of  all  the  Powers,  in  accordance 
with  the  spirit  and  letter  of  the  existing 
Treaties.  If  I  am  not  mistaken,  I  think 
the  noble  Marquess,  in  his  despatch, 
explains  one  of  his  main  reasons  for 
making  the  statement  he  did;  it  was 
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made  in  consequence  of  the  delaration 
which  had  just  taken  place  that  Batoum 
should  be  a  free  port  or  a  commercial 
depot.  With  regard  to  the  production 
of  the  Treaties,  I  really  think  my  noble 
Friend  need  not  press  for  them.  They 
have  been  often  presented;  and  in  1877 
and  1878  they  were  presented  and 
printed  for  Parliament. 

Lord  STBATHEDBN  and  CAMP- 
BELL:  The  remarks  of  the  noble 
Earl  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  demand  one  observation  upon 
my  part.  The  language  of  despair 
which  he  imputes  to  me  is  not  despair 
as  to  the  resources  of  the  country, 
when  the  peculiar  burden  of  the  Mini- 
sterial position  is  withdrawn  from  it, 
but  as  to  its  power  of  opposing  Bussia 
when  artificially  and  wantonly  deprived 
of  all  support  in  Europe.  For  the  rest, 
the  personal  allusions  of  the  noble  Earl 
are  thoroughly  innocuous.  They  are 
the  necessity  of  his  position  since  he  re- 
solved to  be  the  organ  of  the  Premier. 
He  holds  his  Office  on  the  tenure  of 
attacking  those  who  have  disputed  the 
authority  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
I  repeat  what  I  have  urged  before,  after 
full  inquiry,  that  these  Protocols  and 
Treaties  exist  in  no  collected  form,  and 
that  until  they  do  the  prevalent  obscu- 
rity as  to  {the  rights  of  entrance  to  the 
Dardanelles  is  likely  to  continue.  I 
shall  not  be  able,  therefore,  to  withdraw 
the  Motion. 

The  Marqxtkss  of  SALISBTJBY  :  I 
would  make  one  observation  with  re- 
spect to  the  declaration  to  which  the 
noble  Earl  referred.  The  object  of  the 
declaration  which  I  had  to  make  on 
behalf  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  I 
understood  to  be  to  establish  the  prin- 
ciple that  our  engagements  in  respect 
of  the  Dardanelles  were  not  engage- 
ments of  a  general,  European,  or  Inter- 
national character,  but  were  engage- 
ments towards  the  Sultan  only;  the 
practical  bearing  of  that  reservation 
being  that  if,  in  any  circumstances,  the 
Sultan  should  not  be  acting  indepen- 
dently, but  under  pressure  from  some 
other  Power,  there  would  be  no  Inter- 
national obligation  on  our  part  to  abstain 
from  passing  through  the  Dardanelles. 
Of  course,  that  is  a  purely  theoretical 
matter.  I  wish  to  point  out  that  it  was 
not  merely  with  respect  to  Batoum,  but 
with  respect  to  any  other  matters  which 
may  arise  calling  for  our  presence  in  the 
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Black  Sea,   that  the  reservation  then 
made  was  made. 

Earl  GEANVILLE  said,  that  if  he 
found  he  was  wrong  with  regard  to  the 
Protocols  he  should  have  no  objeotion 
to  present  them. 


On  Question?    R$Bohed  in  the  nega- 
tive. 

Honse  adjourned  at  Six  o'clook, 

till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 

past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OP    COMMONS, 

Thureday,  7th  May,  1885. 


HINUTESJ— Supply— tfontiVfertfef  in  CommttUe 
— Abkt  Estixatsb. 

Wats  aitd  MxAnts—ctyntidfred  in  Committee^ 
£13,315,834,  Consolidated  Fund. 

Public  Bjuja—MeMolution  in  CommittH — Ordertd 
— Firtt  Reading — Burial  Grounds  •  [164]. 

Firat  Reading ^W&ter  Companies  (Regulation 
of  Powers)  •  [ICl]  ;  Local  Goyemment  (Ire- 
land) Provisional  Orders  (Public  Health  Act) 
(No.  1)*  [162];  Federal  Council  of  Austral- 
asia  •  [165]. 

Committee  —  Report — ^Registration  (Occupation 
Voters)  {re-eomm.)  [140-168];  East  India 
Unclaimed  Stocks*  [126]. 

JSi^Mr^—Pier  and  Harbour  ProvisionarOrders  • 
[1231;  Gas  Provisional  Orders  (No.  1)  • 
[1261 ;  Local  Government  (Ireland)  ProvL 
sional  Orders  (Labourers  Act)  (No.  1)*  [128]. 

Ooneidered  at  am^fidlfii— Registration  of  Voters 
(Scotland)  [1611. 

QUJSSTI0N8. 


WATS  AND  MEANS— THE  FINANCIAL 

STATEMENT— INCIDENCE  OF 

TAXATION. 

Mb.  H.  H.  PAGET  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  If  he  will  be 
good  enough  to  lay  upon  the  Table 
a  Betum  embodying  the  details  of  the 
four  groups  of  figures  (between  the  years 
1858  and  1885)  introduced  by  him  into 
his  Budget  Speech,  to  institute  a  com- 
parison of  the  incidence  of  taxation  on 
"Articles  of  Oonsumption"  and  on 
"  Property  "  respectively  ? 

Mb.  niBBERT  (who  repHed)  said : 
My  right  hon.  Friend  will  be  happy  to 
lay  on  the  Table  a  Betum  as  desir^  by 
the  hon.  Member. 

27ie  Marguese  of  Saliehiry 
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ATTENDANTS. 

SiB  LYON  PLAYFAIB  asked  the 
President  of  the  Local  GoTernment 
Board,  Whether,  in  the  case  of  officers 
and  servants  for  the  service  of  the  Me- 
tropolitan Asylums  Board  Hospitals,  a 
proper  interval  is  always  allowed  to 
elapse  between  their  re-vaocination  and 
their  entering  on  their  duty ;  and,  whe- 
ther it  is  the  fact  that  certain  officers 
or  servants  at  the  Fulham  Small  Pox 
Hospital  have  entered  on  their  duties 
without  re-vaccination  ? 

Mb.  GEORGE  RUSSELL  (who  re- 
plied) said:  We  have  made  inquiry,  and 
£nd  that  in  the  cases  of  the  North- 
western, South-Eastem,  and  South- 
western Hospitals  an  interval  is  allowed 
to  elapse  between  the  re-vaccination  of 
the  officers  and  servants  and  their  enter- 
ing on  their  duties.  In  the  first  men- 
tioned hospital  the  interval  is  stated  to 
be  48  or  72  hours.  As  regards  the 
Eastern  Hospital,  it  has  been  the  cus- 
tom to  re-vaccinate  the  officers  and  ser- 
vants on  the  day  of  arrival  at  the 
hospital  or  the  day  following.  At  the 
Hospital  Ships  no  interval  elapses  be- 
tweeen  the  re-vaccination  and  exposure 
to  small-pox  infection.  At  the  Western 
or  Fulham  Hospital  the  officers  and 
servants  are  usually  re-vaccinated  on  the 
day  of  their  entering  on  their  duties. 
There  have,  however,  since  May,  1884, 
been  two  instances  in  which  the  re- 
vaccination  was  not  performed  until  some 
days  after  the  assistants  had  conmienced 
discharging  their  duties,  and  this  was  in 
consequence  of  an  omission  to  report  the 
cases  to  the  Medical  Superintendent. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT  (SCOTLAND) 

—THE  SH0TT8  SCHOOL  BOABD 

ELECTIONS. 

Db.  CAMERON  asked  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate, Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  allegations  contained  in 
7he  We%t  Lothian  Courier  of  April  26th, 
that  public  houses  were  engaged,  and 
**  free  tables"  established,  for  the  pro- 
motion of  the  interests  of  certain  candi- 
dates at  the  recent  election  of  the  Shotts 
School  Board,  and  that  **  as  much  as  five 
shillings  was  offered  to  certain  voters  for 
their  votes ;  '*  and,  whether,  in  view  of 
the  numerous  complaints  as  to  bribery 
and  treating  at  School  Board  elections 
that   have   recently  appeared   in   the 


1829 


Eepresentation  of  {May  7,  1885  J        the  People  Act,  1884.       1830 


^ootoh  Press,  he  will  consider  the  pro- 
priety of  extending  the  provisions  of  the 
Dorrupt  Practices  Acts  to  School  Board 
tleotions  at  as  early  a  date  as  possible  ? 
The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
^ALFoim):  I  have  seen  the  letters  in 
rhe  West  Lothian  Courier,  On  inquiry 
[  can  find  no  confirmation  of  the  state- 
nents  that  public-houses  were  engaged 
ind  free  tables  established  in  the  inte- 
*ests  of  the  candidates,  and  I  have  not 
earned  of  any  instance  in  which  money 
^as  offered  for  a  vote.  The  only  founda- 
ion  for  the  last  statement  which  I  have 
)e6n  able  to  trace  is  that  in  the  case  of 
;wo  miners  who  were  asked  to  assist  one 
>f  the  candidates  in  his  election,  1«.  or 
l».  were  given  to  the  children  of  each  of 
;hem.  It  appears,  however,  that  certain 
>f  the  candidates  treated  the  voters  to 
Irink.  The  instances  which  have  re- 
cently been  brought  to  light  appear  to 
Due  to  establish  the  necessity  for  ex- 
tending the  Parliamentary  Elections 
[Corrupt  and  Illegal  Practices)  Acts 
to  School  Board  elections  in  Scotland ; 
and,  as  I  think  I  have  already  men- 
tioned, a  Bill  is  in  preparation  which 
will  extend  those  Acts  to  such  elec- 
tions, as  well  as  to  municipal  elections. 
We  cannot  hope  to  pass  the  Bill  this 
Session ;  but  the  School  Board  elections 
will  not  recur  for  three  years. 


EIEPRE8ENTATI0N    OF    THE    PEOPLE 
ACT,   1884— EETURNS  UNDER  THE 

ACT. 

Mr.  W.  H.  SAflTH  asked  Mr.  At- 
torney General,  If  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  the  form  of  a  Eetum  under  the 
provisions  of  "The  Bepresentation  of 
the  People  Act,  1884,'*  which  has  been 
issued  by  the  Parochial  Authorities  of 
the  Metropolis,  requiring  Hetums  to  be 
made,  as  follows,  under  a  penalty  of  forty 
shillings : — 

Form  of  Betnm. 

1. 
Property  in   respect  of  which  the  Person 
making  the  Return  is  rated  [or  liable  to  be 
rated,  or  occupied]. 

2. 
Situation  or  description  of  every  Dwelling 
House,  as  defined  by  the  Kepresentation  of  the 
People  Acts,  forming  part  of  the  property  in 
the  first  column. 

3. 
Surname  and  other  name  of  every  Man  who 
was,  on  the  16th  day  of  July  last,  and  has  been 
up  to  the  date  of  the  Return,  an  inhabitant 
occupier  of  any  Dwelling  House  in  the  second 
column. 


whether  he  has  considered  how  far  it  is 
likely  that  an  ordinary  ratepayer  or 
occupier  is  in  possession  of  sufficient  in- 
formation as  to  the  meaning  of  the 
Legislature  to  enable  him  to  fill  up  the 
first  column ;  whether  there  is  any  clear 
and  precise  definition  of  a  Dwelling 
House  in  the  Eepresentation  of  the 
People  Acts  which  would  enable  him  to 
fill  up  the  second  column  ;  and,  if  there 
is,  whether  the  ratepayer  or  occupier  is 
to  have  recourse  to  the  Acts  for  that 
definition,  or  whether  the  Parochial 
Authorities  should  not  themselves  sup- 
ply it  to  him  under  some  authoritative 
and  legal  definition ;  and,  whether 
some  guidance  should  not  also  be  fur- 
nished to  the  person  having  to  make 
the  Betum  in  the  third  column  as  to 
who  is  an  **  inhabitant  occupier,"  and  as 
to  the  circumstances  and  conditions 
under  which  the  ''  inhabitant  occupier  of 
any  Dwelling  House"  is  entitled  under 
that  description  to  be  entered  upon  the 
Betum  ? 

The  ATTOBNEY  GBNEBAL  (Sir 
Henbt  Jakes),  in  reply,  said,  he  had 
seen  a  form  of  Betum  in  the  Bepresen- 
tation  of  the  People  Act  of  last  year, 
which  had  been  issued  by  the  Parochial 
Authorities  to  the  ratepayers  of  the  Me- 
tropolis. This  form  was  enjoined  by  the 
Act.  When  it  was  being  discussed  in 
the  House  the  view  of  the  Government 
was  to  leave  the  drawing  up  of  the  form 
to  the  authorities ;  but  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Stanhope) 
expressed  a  strong  wish  that  a  form 
should  be  placed  in  the  Schedule,  and 
after  consideration  this  form  was  adopted 
and  inserted .  He  admitted  the  difficulty 
ratepayers  would  experience  in  under- 
standing the  form ;  but  he  had  that 
morning  received  from  the  Yestry  Clerk 
of  St.  Marylebone  an  instruction  which 
had  been  issued  along  with  the  form, 
and  which  appeared  to  make  the  matter 
much  more  clear.  He  (the  Attorney 
General)  would  suggest  that  in  the  Be* 
gistration  Bill  now  before  the  House  a 
provision  might  be  inserted  in  the  Sche- 
dule enjoining  upon  the  overseers  the 
issue  of  a  similar  instruction.  He  would 
confer  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  on  the  question. 

Mr.  HEALY  expressed  the  hope  that 
the  Attorney  General  would  confer  with 
the  Irish  Attorney  General,  in  order 
that  Ireland  might  participate  in  any 
benefit  from  the  conference. 
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The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hewby  James)  intimated  his  readiness 
to  do  so. 

PARLIAMENT— PALACE  OF  WESTMIN- 
STER—WESTMINSTER HALL 
(RESTORATION). 
Mb.  R.  H.  PAGET  asked  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works,  Whether  with 
reference  to  the  Report  of  the  Select 
Committee  on  Westminster  Hall  Resto- 
ration, and  in  view  of  the  indefinite  re- 
commendation of  the  Committee  that  they 

'*  Suggest  for  consideration,  that  the  wall  of 
the  two  storied  building  should  be  somewhat 
lowered,  and  that  a  plain  ooping  should  be  sub- 
stituted for  the  battlemented  parapet," 

he  will  be  good  enough  to  have  eleva- 
tions prepared,  showing  accurately  the 
proposed  treatment  of  the  west  front  of 
Westminster  Hall,  and  its  general  effect 
in  combination  with  the  existing  build- 
ings of  the  Houses  of  Parliament ;  whether 
he  will  furtherdirect  plans  and  sections  to 
be  prepared,  showing  the  proposed  Com- 
mil^ee  Rooms  to  be  constructed,  with  an 
explanatory  memorandum,  setting  forth 
the  means  of  access  to  such  Committee 
Rooms,  the  provisions  for  their  lighting, 
warming,  and  ventilation,  and  the  uses 
to  which  it  is  proposed  to  devote  them ; 
and,  whether  he  will  afford  ample  op- 
portunity for  consideration  of  such  plans, 
sections,  and  elevations  and  memoran- 
dum before  presenting  to  the  House  any 
vote  for  carrjring  out  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Committee  ? 

Me.  HERBERT  GLADSTONE  (who 
replied)  said :  Mr.  Pearson  has  reported 
that  the  models  on  the  side  of  West- 
minster Hall,  being  only  of  canvas,  are 
already  in  such  a  state  that  it  is  neces- 
sary to  remove  them  without  delay ;  and 
the  Department  cannot  go  to  the  expense 
of  erecting  further  models  to  show  the 
exact  elevations.  But  the  Appendix  to 
the  Evidence  of  the  Committee  will  con- 
tain a  drawing  by  Mr.  Pearson  showing 
the  modifications  which  he  proposes  t^ 
make  to  meet  the  views  of  the  Committee. 
The  evidence  and  plans  laid  before  the 
Committee  will  supply  all  the  information 
required  as  to  the  rooms  in  the  gallery 
proposed  to  be  erected  under  the  but- 
tresses. These  rooms  are  not  intended 
as  Committee  Rooms  for  the  use  of  the 
House;  but  will  be  available  for  con- 
ference or  deputation  rooms,  or  for  such 
other  purposes  as  may  be  ultimately 
found  desirable. 


In  reply  to  Mr.  R.  EL  Paget  aadlb. 
Mitchell  Hknby, 

Me.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  said,  ^m 
an  alternative  design  had  been  laid  bt- 
fore  the  Committee  by  Mr.  PeatsoK  m 
to  the  restoration  of  Westminster  HiL 
and  was  now  under  considenUiaii. 

PRISONS    (IRELAND)— VISITATI05  C? 
MOUNTJOY  PRISON. 

Sib  henry  HOLLAND  asked  tk 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
of  Lreland,  How  often  Mountioy 
was  visited  in  1883  and  1SS4  bj  ^ 
visitors  appointed  for  that  pazpon  lv 
the  Lord  Lieutenant;  and, 
recommended  by  the  Royal 
on  Lrish  Prisons,  full  Reports  in 
as  to  the  condition  and  diadpHseof  ti 
prison  for  the  above  years  wsre  |r> 
sented  to  the  Lord  lientenant  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAX: 
It  appears  that  when  the  term  of  ofi»  d 
the  Visitors  of  the  Dublin  Prisoosexpiai^ 
at  the  dose  of  1882  their  i^ipoiBias: 
was  not  renewed,  nor  were  new  appoEd- 
ments  made.  This  appears  to  be  mssaif 
due  to  an  inadvertence,  so  far  as  I  ai 
see.  Last  year  the  Royal  OommkM 
was  sitting,  and  no  appointments  of  Ts- 
tors  were  made  pending  their  Rtp«i 
They  have  reported  strongly  in  £svgc 
of  such  Visitors;  and  His  Exeeflesf? 
who  fully  concurs,  has  appcnnted  i«« 
Visitors  for  the  Dublin  Prisons — asistJf. 
Viscount  Powerscourt,  Sir  James  Msckx^ 
Mr.  Joshua  Pim,  Mr.  Robert  Wi 
and  my  hon.  Friend  the  junior 
for  Dublin  City  (Dr.  Lyons).  I 
stand  they  visited  the  prisons  last 
and  made  observations  in  the  books  {■>• 
vided  for  the  purpose ;  but  their  mod. 
Report  will  not  be  presented  until  tb 
end  of  their  year  of  office.  If  the  ka 
Baronet  will  be  good  enou^  to  ^dm 
for  it,  I  shall  be  happy  to  lay  oa  tW 
Table  a  copy  of  the  letter  of  appoie^ 
ment  and  instructions  given  to  ^bm 
gentlemen. 

EGYPT— THE  SOUDAN— MTLITAKT 

OPERATIONS— THE  SUAKK  • 

BERBER  RAILWAY. 

Sib  BEBNHABD  8AMUEL90S 
asked  the  Surveyor  General  of  tW 
Ordnance,  Whether,  in  view  of  tli»  n- 
ported  destruction  of  the  wooden  slstfMn 
on  the  Suakin-Berber  Bailwaj,  dxnc- 
tions  will  be  given  to  empfej 
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sleepers  in  future,  the  latter  having 
been  found  serviceable  on  the  Indian 
Oovemment  Eailwajs  and  elsewhere  ? 

Lord  EUSTACE  CECIL  asked  whe- 
ther the  construction  of  the  Suakin- 
!Berber  Bailway  was  to  be  continued 
ataU? 

Mr.  brand  :  The  noble  Lord  asks 
me  to  prophesy,  which  J  must  decline  to 
do.  In  answer  to  the  Question  of  the 
hon.  Baronet,  I  have  to  say  that  the 
relative  advantages  of  metal  and  wooden 
sleepers  were  carefully  considered  before 
shipments  were  made  for  Suakin.  Upon 
the  advice  of  the  contractors  and  their 
engineers  it  was  decided  to  use  wooden 
sleepers  in  the  first  instance,  on  the 
gpround  that  they  were  best  adapted  to 
the  rapid  construction  of  a  temporary 
line;  they  were  ready  to  hand,  while 
steel  sleepers  must  have  been  specially 
manufactured,  and  would  not  have  been 
so  useful  in  completing  cargoes.  Under 
the  circumstances  which  were  sure  to 
prevail  at  Suakin  during  the  pressure 
incident  to  the  disembarkation  of  troops, 
transport,  animals,  and  stores,  it  was 
thouffht  that  the  use  of  wooden  sleepers, 
which  could  be  floated  on  shore,  would 
greatly  facilitate  the  difficult  process  of 
unloading,  while  for  rough  and  uneven 
ground  they  would  offer  great  advan- 
tages in  making  a  more  secure  road.  A 
limited  supply  of  metal  sleepers  has 
been  sent  out  for  use  in  watercourses ; 
and  in  the  event  of  a  continuation  of 
the  line,  or  of  the  permanent  completion 
of  the  part  now  constructed,  under  cir- 
cumstances offering  less  difficulty,  both 
in  respect  of  the  delivery  of  cargoes  and 
of  the  rate  of  construction,  metal  sleepers 
would  no  doubt  be  preferred. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HART  DYKE :  Is 
the  report  true  which  has  reached  me, 
that  a  portion  of  the  railway  plant  has 
already  been  shipped  homewards  ? 

Mr.  BKAND:  No,  Sir;  I  am  not 
aware  that  there  is  any  truth  in  the 
report. 

SUGAR  BOUNTIES-PROPOSED 
CONFERENCE. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  the  Belgian  Oovemment  have 
recently  proposed  that  a  Conference 
should  be  held  on  the  subject  of  Sugar 
Bounties ;  what  answer  has  been  given 
by  Her  Majesty's  Oovemment;    and. 


whether  he  can  lay  any  Papers  upon 
the  Table  on  this  subject  ?    • 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE: 
An  invitation  to  attenci  this  proposed 
Oonference  was  conveyed  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Qt) vernment  in  December  last  by 
the  Belgian  Minister.  Baron  Solvyns 
was  informed,  in  reply,  that,  in  the 
opinion  of  Her  Majesty's  Oovemment, 
any  active  steps  for  the  relief  of  the 
sugar  industry  must  be  taken  by  the 
countries  whose  duties  and  bounties 
have  placed  this  industry  in  an  artificial 
position.  Her  Majesty's  Oovemment, 
before  accepting  the  invitation,  wished 
to  know  whether  the  Oovemments  of 
the  countries  which  grant  bounties  had 
expressed  their  intention  of  being  repre- 
sented at  the  proposed  Conference.  An 
answer  was  shortly  afterwards  received 
to  the  effect  that  the  proposal  was  post- 
poned. I  will  consult  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  whose  Department 
deals  with  the  general  question,  as  to 
the  presentation  of  the  Papers  on  the 
subject  to  Parliament. 

SPAIN— THE  ZAMORA    WATERWORKS 

COMPANY. 

Mr.  J.  R.  YORKE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  the  Oovemment  can  state  what 
is  the  present  position  of  the  proceedings 
for  enforcing  payment  of  the  amount 
due  from  the  Municipality  of  Zamora, 
in  Spain,  to  the  Zamora  Waterworks 
Company;  whether  it  is  the  fact  that 
whereas  the  Spanish  Oovemment  at  one 
time  used  their  powers  so  as  to  compel 
the  municipality  to  pay,  they  have  now 
not  only  ceased  to  do  so  but  are  placing 
difficulties  in  the  way  of  the  creditors ; 
and,  if  there  are  any  papers  on  the  sub- 
ject which  can  be  produced  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE  : 
The  real  estate  of  the  Municipality  of 
Zamora  was  put  up  for  sale  on  October 
16  last,  but  there  was  no  bidder.  The 
Company  then  applied  for  a  second  sale 
at  a  reduction  of  25  per  cent  on  the  up- 
set price.  In  consequence  of  the  action 
of  the  Spanish  Home  Office  on  the  sub- 
ject, Her  Majesty's  Minister  felt  obliged 
to  address  a  protest  to  the  Spanish  Mi- 
nister for  Foreign  Affairs,  who  promised 
to  insist  on  the  property  being  at  once 
put  up  again  for  sale  at  the  reduced 
price.  Nevertheless,  the  property  was 
again  offered  for  sale  without  any  re- 
duction, with  the  same  result  as  before. 
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There  is  reason  to  fear  that  the  Spanish 
Home  Office  contemplate  a  revaluation 
of  the  property,  which  would  entail  a 
further  delay  of  many  months.  Her 
Majesty's  Q-ovemment  hope,  however, 
to  effect  a  speedy  settlement  of  the  case. 
They  are  in  communication  with  the  Ger- 
man Government,  whose  subjects  are  also 
interested.  I  cannot  undertake  at  pre- 
sent to  say  whether  Papers  can  be  laid 
on  the  Table  or  not. 

METROPOLITAN  BOARD  OP  WORKS— 
THE  JAPANESE  VILLAGE  — CON* 
STRUOTION  AND  MEANS  OF  EXIT. 

Me.  ONSLOW  asked  the  Chairman 
of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works, 
Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the  condition 
of  the  Japanese  Exhibition  had  been 
brought  to  the  notice  of  the  Metropoli- 
tan Board  ;  if  so,  what  action  was  taken ; 
and,  whether,  if  it  is  true  that  the  pre- 
mises are  to  be  rebuilt,  he  will  guaran- 
tee that  sufficient  protection  will  be 
afforded  to  the  public  against  fire,  both 
as  regards  the  construction  itself  and 
also  for  proper  means  of  exit  ? 

SiB  JAMES  M^GAREL-HOGG :  In 
reply  to  my  hon.  Friend,  I  beg  to  in- 
form him  that  the  attention  of  the  Me- 
tropolitan Board  was  called,  at  the  end 
of  January  last,  to  the  state  of  the 
building  in  which  the  Japanese  Exhibi- 
tion was  held,  and  that  previous  to  that 
time  communications  had  taken  place 
between  the  Board's  Superintending 
Architect  and  the  District  Surveyor  on 
the  subject.  In  the  result,  the  owner  of 
the  hall  was  summoned  by  the  District 
Surveyor  before  the  magistrate,  in  order 
to  obtain  an  amendment  of  certain  irre- 
gularities in  the  construction  of  the  hall, 
and  the  magistrate  made  an  order  that 
the  works  should  be  amended  in  accord- 
ance with  the  requirements  of  the  Dis- 
trict Surveyor.  This  order  was  not, 
however,  complied  with;  and  subse- 
quently the  Board  was  informed  that 
the  owner  had  obtained  a  licence  for 
music  from  the  Justices  of  Middlesex, 
although  the  Board  had  not  issued  a 
certificate  that  the  building  had  been 
completed  in  accordance  with  their  re- 
gulations, as  required  by  the  Building 
Act  of  1878.  Proceedings  were  accord- 
ingly taken  to  recover  penalties  against 
the  proprietor  of  the  Japanese  Exhibi- 
tion, and  the  case  was  heard  at  the 
Westminster  Police  Court  on  April  23 ; 
but  at  the  hearing  the  owner  of  the  hall 
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put  himself  forward  as,  in  iact^ 
sible  for  keeping  open  the 
ment,  and,  under  these 
the  magistrate  dismissed  die 
I  may  add  that  the  Board  bad 
a  series  of  requisitions  for 
the  structural  defects  of  the 
which  would  have  been  sezred  in  a 
days  but  for  the  recent  fire,  whkk 
shown  conclusively  that  the  Board 
throughout  been  right  in  its 
that  the  building,  until  amended  ia 
cordance  with  the  reqairemeDtB»  i 
totally  unsafe  and  unfit  for  a  plaof 
public  entertainment.  With  regaid 
the  latter  part  of  the  Qoeadaa,  I  a 
assure  my  hon.  Friend  that,  in  ths 
of  the  premises  being  rebuilt,  the  B«i£ 
will  spare  no  effort  to  secure  propflr;» 
tection  for  the  public,  both 
construction  and  exit. 


SECRET  SOCIETIES  (TRTgT.ATr 
PUBLIC  BUILDINGS   FOB 
MEETINGS  —  THE    CX>UBT 
MARYBOROUGH,  QUEEN^S  Oa 

Mb.  LALOB  asked  the  C^iief  Sw*- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Inlai 
If  iX  is  true  that  a  Freemaeoa  Loip 
was  held  in  the  County  Court  Hoia 
Maryborough,  on  the  14th  of  April  htf. 
and,  if  this  is  the  usual  place  far  wr- 
ings of  this  Society;  and«  if  so,  kv* 
the  Freemasons  any  special  riflit  n 
make  use  of  this  building,  erected  V 
the  ratepayers  of  the  Queen's  GbsC? 
for  public  purposes  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BAXNERMAS 
I  am  informed  that  tiie  Freemasooi  iv 
this  Court  House  in  common  with  dSa0t 
persons.  The  control  of  the  Cbc: 
House  is  vested  in  the  Grand  Jv 
and  the  Qevemment  have  no  powr  t 
interfere  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Would  the  tight  ka 
Gentleman  be  in  favour  of  a  hraaek  d 
the  National  League  holding  its  bm- 
ings  there  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERILI5 
I  have  no  power  one  way  or  the  oChs 

Mb  .  LALOE :  Who  are  the  othv  p» 
sons  who  meet  there  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL -BANNEEMAS: 
I  have  no  knowledge  on  the  sabjerc 

POOR  LAW  (IBELAKI>>-.ELECTI05 
OF  GUARDIANS,  HALLOW. 

Mr.  O'BBIEN  asked  the  Chief 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
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Whether  the  Returning  OflBoer  and  the 
Mallow  Board  of  Guardians  have  re- 
fused Mr.  Thomas  Barry,  candidate  for 
the  poorlaw  guardianship  of  the  Glemor 
electoral  division,  permission  to  examine 
the  claims  lodged  by  landowners  for 
property  votes  in  the  said  division ;  and, 
if  80,  whether  the  Local  Government 
Board  will  direct  that  facilities  be  given 
to  Mr.  Barry  for  the  purpose  of  testing 
the  legality  of  these  votes ;  and,  whe- 
ther in  view  of  the  charges  made  by 
Mr.  Barnr  that  the  votes  cast  against 
him  by  Lord  Doneraile,  Mr.  W.  John- 
Bon,  and  Mr.  B.  V.  Maokay  were  bogus 
property  votes,  and  that  two  men  named 
Hunter  and  Nagle,  having  three  votes 
apiece,  and  having  filled  up  their  voting 
I>apers  in  Mr.  Barry's  favour,  were  in- 
timidated into  tearing  up  the  papers,  a 
sworn  inquiry  into  the  circumstances  at- 
tending the  election  will  be  ordered  ? 

Me,  CAMPBELL .  BANNERMAN  : 
I  understand  the  Guardians  have  passed 
a  resolution  to  the  effect  referred  to, 
and  they  were  within  their  right  in 
doing  so.  It  is,  of  course,  open  to  Mr. 
Barry  to  appeal  to  the  Local  Qt)vem- 
ment  Board.  If  he  does  so,  and  fur- 
nishes particulars  of  his  objections,  the 
Board  will  take  the  matter  into  con- 
sideration. 

POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND)  —  SUNDAY 
DELIVERY  IN  00.  MAYO. 

Mb.  O'BRIEN  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  Why  the  Sunday  Post  estab- 
lished last  year  between  Ballandine  and 
Irishtown  (county  Mayo),  on  a  nume- 
rously subscribed  Memorial  from  the 
inhabitants  of  the  district,  has  been  dis- 
continued ;  and,  whether,  having  regard 
to  the  fact  that  the  district  served  by 
the  Sunday  delivery  contains  three 
thousand  persons,  and  that,  under  the 
present  arrangement,  letters  arriving  at 
ballandine  at  twelve  o'clock  on  Satur- 
days are  not  distributed  until  nine 
o'clock  on  Monday  mornings,  to  the 
great  inconvenience  of  trade  in  the  dis- 
trict, arrangements  will  be  made  to  re- 
establish the  Sunday  delivery  at  Irish- 
town? 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  The  hon. 
Member  appears  to  be  under  a  mis- 
apprehension in  stating  that  a  Sunday 
post  was  established  to  Irishtown  last 
year,  and  has  since  been  discontinued. 
There  never  has  been  a  post  on  Sun- 
days; but  the  late  Mr.  Fawcett  pro- 


mised that  the  accommodation  should 
be  afforded  if  applied  for  in  accordance 
with  the  rule  by  persons  receiving  two- 
thirds  of  the  letters  for  the  district.  No 
such  application  has  yet  been  received ; 
but  when  it  is  I  shall  be  glad  to  give  it 
my  best  consideration. 

POST  OFFICE-SUNDAY  DELIVERY  IN 
THE  BIETROPOLITAN  DISTRICT. 

Mr.  small  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  Whether  he  could  not  take 
steps  to  have  even  one  delivery  of  let- 
ters on  Sundays  in  the  Metropolitan 
district,  and  thus  obviate  the  incon- 
veniences of  the  present  system  to 
dwellers  in  London  f 

Me.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  There  does 
not  appear  to  be  any  such  general  de- 
mand lor  a  Sunday  delivery  in  London 
as  to  justify  me  in  making  any  change 
in  the  existing  arrangements. 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND)— ARMS 
LICENCE -NENAGH  PETTY  SESSIONS 
—CASE  OF  GEORGE  NAPIER. 

Mr.  JOHN  O'CONNOR  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  on 
the  20th  ultimo,  a  young  man  named 
George  Napier,  of  Roscrea,  was  charged 
before  the  magistrates  at  Nenagh  with 
having,  on  the  6th  of  the  same  month, 
'*  presented  a  revolver  at  a  number  of 
children;"  whether  several  witnesses 
deposed  to  his  having  gone  through  the 
streets  of  Nenagh  touting  ''for  the 
north,"  and  calling  the  people  '*  papists 
and  rebels,"  and  saying  that  he  would 
<'  put  a  bullet  through  a  Catholic  or  a 
rebel ; "  whether  he  was  discharged 
without  punishment  on  the  occasion, 
and  on  what  grounds ;  whether  Major 
Waring,  R.M.,  in  giving  the  decision  of 
the  Bench,  said — 

''The  magistrates  who  gave  the  defendant 
license  to  carry  arms  did  not  nse  discretion  in 
doing  so,  and  that  he  handled  the  weapon  in  a 
manner  lie  ought  not  to  have  done ; " 

whether  it  is  the  custom  with  the  magis- 
trates of  Roscrea  to  grant  largely  licenses 
to  carry  arms  to  persons  of  the  same 
class  as  George  Napier;  and,  whether 
the  Government  will  make  inquiry  into 
the  manner  in  which  these  licenses  have 
been  granted  as  well  as  into  the  decision 
of  the  magistrates  in  this  case  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  .  BANNERMAN : 
Perhaps  the  hon.  Member  will  be  good 


POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— ELECTION  OF 

GUARDIANS-ESKER  DIVISION, 

EDENDERRY  UNION. 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOR  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If  he  will  cause  inquiry  to 
be  made  into  the  circumstances  under 
which  Mr.  Bor,  clerk  of  the  union  and 
returning  officer  for  the  Esker  Division 
of  the  Edenderry  Union,  failed  to  send 
a  voting  paper  to  one  Luke  Dunne,  and 
afterwaras,  at  the  casting  up  of  the 
votes,  rejected  the  voting  paper  of 
Dunne,  on  the  ground  that  he  had  not 
applied  for  it  on  the  20th  March ;  whe- 
ther, in  fact,  Dunne  applied  on  the 
19th  March  at  the  workhouse  for  the 
voting  paper  in  question,  and  filled  it  up 
under  the  direction  of  Mr.  Bor  himself, 
to  whom  he  then  and  there  delivered  it; 
and,  whether  the  Local  Qovemment 
Board  have  already  had  cause  to  com- 
plain of  the  conduct  of  this  officer  in 
similar  matters? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL .  BANNERMAN  : 
It  appears  the  clerk  made  a  mistake  in 
allowine  Dunne  to  vote  on  the  wrong 
day,  and  on  an  objection  being  made  to 
the  vote  on  this  ground,  he  felt  himself 
compelled  to  disallow  it ;  but  this  did 
not  affect  the  result  of  the  election. 
The  Local  Government  Board  had  some 
reason  to  complain  of  the  manner  in 
which  this  clerk  discharged  his  duties 
last  year;  butjhis  proceedings  have  been 
more  satisfactoiy  at  the  recent  election. 

SEED  SUPPLY  (IRELAND)  ACT  —  EX- 
TENSION OF  TIME  FOR  REPAY- 
MENT OF  LOANS. 

Colonel  NOLAN  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  he  would  extend  by  a  year  the 
time  allowed  the  Unions  to  collect  Seed 
Hate ;  and,  if  this  extension  can  be 
legally  granted  by  an  order  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  or  the  Treasury,  or 
if  special  legislation  would  be  requisite  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN : 
There  does  not  appear  to  be  any  neces- 
sity for  this  extension  of  time,  which 
would  require  leg^ation.  It  is  open  to 
any  Board  of  Guardians  desiring  addi- 
tional time  to  make  application  to  the 

Mr,  CamphelUBannennan 
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enough  to  repeat  this  Question  on  Mon- 
day, by  which  time  I  hope  to  have  a 
written  Beport  of  the  case  which  is  on 
its  way,  but  has  not  yet  reached  me. 


Board  of  Works,  who,  I 

accede  to  any  request  of  the  kind 

on  reasonable  grounds. 


INLAND  NAVIGATION  AND  DRAlKAOi 
(IRELAND)— THE  ULSTER  CANAL 

DB.LYONS  asked  the  Secretary  totk 
Treasury,  Whether  My  Lords  will  coomb 
to  stay  the  sale  of  the  Ulster  CsasliBlE 
further  evidence  be  taken  as  td  tb 
bearing  and  influence  which  Htm 
portant  link  of  connection  in  the  n 
waterways  of  Ireland  may  poaeiblji 
in  facilitating  the  transport  of  the 
rials  and  products  of  an  extended  ni- 
tem  of  industries  in  that  i»art  of  tk 
United  Kingdom? 

Mb.  HIBBEBT:  The  Question  of  c? 
hon.  Friend  affords  me  the  oppoftni^ 
of  explaining  the  position  of  the  Gt> 
vemn^ent  with  respect  to  this 
The  primary  object  of  the 
throughout  has  been  to  do  what 
the  best  for  the  interests  of  the  loMbtr 
concerned,  so  far  as  could  be  done  e» 
sistently  with  our  duty  to  conadflr  tk 
pecuniary  interests  of  the  genertl  to- 
payer.    As  far  as  it  was  poesiblt  i» 
ascertain  it,  the  opinion  of  the  dtitzitt 
through  which  the  Canal  passes  m 
and  is,  unanimously  in  farour  of  ^  i** 
tention  as  a  water  communication.  Ibm 
is  also  a  general  desire  that  the  Qud 
should  be  improved,  so  as  to  mib  i: 
more  available  for  traffio ;  and  my  hot. 
Friend  the  Member  for  lisketid  Mr: 
Courtney)  thought  that  he  had  secsni 
both  these  objects  with  terms  faTosnUi 
to  the  interests  of  the  locality  sad  bex 
to  the  public  by  the  scheme  wfaidiii 
embodied  in  the  Bills  of  the  hAoi 
present  Sessions.    The  local  opinion  9> 
pears  to  be  in  favour  of  this  scheme,  0> 
ject  to  certain  amendments  with  Tt0vA 
to  details,  which  have  been  aoc^itM  bv 
the  Government ;  but  I  have  githwi^ 
greatly  to  my  surprise,  that,  althosf^ 
the  opinions  of  the  localities  are  famt- 
able,  the  feeling  amongst    the  Iziik 
Members  is  adverse  to  it.     The  obj€^ 
tions  of  hon.  Members  seem  to  n^ 
mainly  on  financial  grounds;  botthej 
could  be  remedied  by  modificstianf  is 
the  scheme. 

Mb.  AETHUE  O'CONNOR:  Do* 
that  mean  that  the  Government  viH 
withdraw  the  Bill  ? 

Mb.  HIBBEET  :  No ;  but  thsi  tfcj 
will  consider  what  modificatioiif  od^ 
be  made  in  it. 
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PIERS  AND  HARBOURS  (IRELAND)— 
8LIG0  HARBOUR  COMMISSIONERS- 
MEMORIAL  FOR  EXTENSION  OF  TIME 
FOR  REPAYMENT  OF  LOAN; 

Mb.  sexton  asked  the  Financial  So- 
cretary  to  the  Treasury,  If  the  Treasury 
will  grant  the  prayer  of  the  Memorial 
of  January  last  from  the  Sligo  Harbour 
Commissioners,  for  extension  of  time 
for  repayment  of  loan,  postponement 
of  instalments  of  principal,  and  lowering 
of  rate  of  interest  ? 

Mb.  HIBBERT  :  A  full  Report  of  this 
case  has  recently  been  received  for  con- 
sideration. I  have  already  told  the  hon. 
Member  that  the  interest  on  existing 
loanff  is  based  on  the  lowest  rate  legally 
possible,  and  therefore  cannot  be  re- 
duced. The  decision  as  to  prolonging 
the  period  of  repayment  of  the  present 
loans  must  depend  on  the  willingness  of 
the  Harbour  Oommissioners  to  improve 
the  securities  which  they  have  offered 
by  a  re-adjustment  of  the  tolls. 

EGYPT  (WAR  IN  THE  SOUDAN)— SUP- 
PLIES FOR  THE  TROOPS  AT 
SUAKIN. 

Mr.  DIGBT  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  it  is  true  that 
fresh  mutton  from  New  Zealand  has 
been  refused  and  beef  from  Russia  ac- 
cepted for  British  troops  at  Suakin ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  it  would  not  be  pos- 
sible to  give  a  preference  to  Colonial 
meat,  wmch  would,  in  certain  eventu- 
alities, probably  become  a  matter  of 
necessity  ? 

The  Mabquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
The  requirement  of  the  Commissariat 
at  Suakin  was  live  cattle.  The  supply 
from  New  Zealand  consisted  of  dead 
meat,  frozen,  and  unsuited  for  use  at  the 
front.  If  Colonial  live  stock  could  be 
delivered  at  a  price  not  greater  than 
that  paid  for  the  produce  of  other  coun- 
tries, there  would  be  every  desire  to  give 
it  the  preference. 


THE  PAPAL  SEE— DIPLOMATIC  COM- 
MUNICATION WITH  THE  VATICAN 
-MR.  ERRINGTON. 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  If  it  is  true  that,  with  the  con- 
currence of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
Mr.  Errington  has  been  making  en- 
deavours at  Rome  to  prevent  the  ap- 1 


pointment  of  a  particular  eodesiastio  to 
the  See  of  Dublin  ? 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE  : 
Sir,  I  am  desired  by  Earl  Granville  to 
state,  on  his  behalf,  that  I  have  no  fur* 
ther  information  to  give  in  addition  to 
the  statement  which  I  have  already 
made. 

EGYPT  (MILITARY  EXPEDITION)— 
HEALTH  OF  THE  TROOPS  ON  THE  NILE. 

Viscount  LEWISHAM  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  letter  pub- 
lished by  their  Cairo  correspondent  in 
The  Standard  oi  May  5th,  from  an  officer 
in  the  camp  at  Kurot,  near  Debbeh ; 
and,  if  the  statements  therein  made,  that 
the  huts  will  not  be  completed  till 
August,  that  seven  men  have  died  of 
enteric  fever  in  the  last  twelve  days, 
that,  although  the  camp  was  only  be* 
gun  to  be  formed  five  weeks  ago,  there 
are  already  150  sick,  are  correct;  if  so, 
and  it  is  determined  to  keep  the  troops 
in  that  pestilential  climate,  if  nothing 
can  be  done  to  alleviate  their  suffer- 
ings? 

Colonel  DAWNAT  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  the  following 
extract  from  the  letter  of  an  officer  in 
the  camp  at  Kurot,*near  Debbeh,  on  the 
Upper  Nile,  in  The  Standard,  of  Tues- 
day, May  6th: — 

**  We  are  all  in  roiflerable  bell  tents,  the  huts 
cannot  be  fixushed  till  August.  The  tempera- 
ture is  now  120  degrees : 

"  Every  day  is  24  hours  of  physical  torture : 

«  Seven  of  our  men  have  died  of  enteric  fever 
in  the  last  twelve  days,  and  although  we  only 
began  to  form  our  camp  here  five  weeks  ago,  we 
have  already  150  sick.  It  is  a  disgrace  to  keep 
us  in  such  a  fiendish  country ;  notiung  can  ex- 
cuse it: 

**  The  food  is  had,  we  are  still  in  rags,  as  no 
clothing  has  come  up  yet : 

^*  If  they  keep  the  troops  here  all  the  sum- 
mer none  will  be  left  worth  a  straw : 

"Now  the  correspondents  are  gone  every- 
thing is  concealed,  and  there  is  no  one  to  say 
a  word  for  the  soldier ; " 

and,  whether,  considering  that  Lord 
Wolseley  has  left  that  country  before 
the  real  hot  season  commenced,  the 
British  force  on  the  Nile  will  be  brought 
back,  or  is  it  decided  to  retain  them 
there  under  the  condititions  above 
stated  k 

Thb  Mabquess  of  HABTINGTON  : 
I  have  asked  Sir  Bed  vers  Buller  for  in- 
formation on  this  matter,  and,  by  a  tele- 
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gram,  dated  from  Dongola,  this  morn- 
ing, he  reports  as  follows  :— 

**  Hutting  not  yet  finished  at  Kurot,  Tani, 
or  Merawi  ;  should  be  this  week.  But  troops 
have  had  day  shelter  for  more  than  three  weeks. 
Principal  medical  officer  reports  percentage 
sick,  7*1.  Health  of  troops  not  so  good,  but 
not  materially  worse  than  at  the  date  of  last 
returns — viz.,  16th  April.  Doctors  report 
health  at  Dongola,  Abu  Gus,  Tani,  Merawi  as 
good ;  at  Shabadood,  Kurot,  and  Fatmeh  as 
fair." 

With  regard  to  the  latter  part  of  the 
noble  Yisoount's  Question,  I  can  only 
say  that  the  statements  made  in  Parlia- 
ment have  been  sent  to  Lord  Wolseley. 
We  have  been  since  that  time  in  com- 
munication with  him  as  to  the  measures 
to  be  taken  upon  them ;  and  I  expect 
that  in  the  course  of  a  very  short  time — 
probably  in  a  day  or  two — ^I  shall  be  in 
a  position  to  inform  the  House  that 
orders  have  been  issued  in  accordance 
with  the  intentions  stated  to  the  House. 

Colonel  DAWNAY  :  Are  we  to  un- 
derstand from  the  noble  Marquess  that 
the  troops  are  still  living  in  bell  tents  on 
the  Upper  Nile  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HAETmOTON : 
I  presume  that,  at  stations  where  the 
hutting  has  not  been  completed,  they 
are ;  but,  as  stated  by  SirEedvers  Buller, 
day  shelter  during  the  great  heat  has 
been  provided  in  aU  those  stations  for 
the  troops  for  a  considerable  time. 

Viscount  LEWISHAM:  Can  the 
noble  Marquess  tell  us  what  kind  of 
hutting  it  is  ? 

The  Maequess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
No,  Sir ;  I  cannot  describe  it  accurately ; 
but  I  presume  it  is  in  the  nature  of 
shedding. 

Mb.  O'KELLY  asked  upon  whose 
authority  the  noble  Marquess  made  the 
statement  that  the  troops  were  hutted  ? 
Last  year  the  noble  Marquess  made  a 
statement  in  that  House  that  the  troops 
were  hutted  on  the  Nile  at  a  time  when 
all  the  troops  in  the  Valley  of  the  Nile 
were  living  under  canvas. 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON : 
I  have  already  stated  that  what  I  have 
said  is  on  the  authority  of  Sir  Eedvers 
Buller,  who  is  the  officer  commanding 
at  Dongola. 

LAW  AND  POLICE-THE  FOLKESTONE 
ABDUCTION  CASE. 

Sir  EDWAED  WATKIN  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether  he  is  aware  that  the 

The  Marquess  of  Hartington 


woman  Johnson,  senteoced  to 
months'  imprisonment  for  the  iD>fctjg 
abduction  of  the  daughter  of  the  vioev 
of  a  labouring  man  named  Heaznda. 
of  Acrise,  in  the  parish  of  FcAeaboot. 
is  about  to  leave  prison ;  asd,  wlbsi^s 
he  has  ordered  any  steps,  and,  if  be; 
what,  to  be  taken,  in  order  to  trttw  mc 
the  still  missing  child  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAROOUBT :  Wbi 
regard  to  the  first  part  of  this 
I  am  informed  that  the  prisoner  will 
be  discharged  till  July.  £veij 
has  been  made  by  the  police  to  find  t^ 
missing  child,  both  at  home  and  ahraal 
but  without  success.  The  poties  w§ 
not  of  opinion  that  a  reward  sImmiU  br 
issued. 

INLAND  NAVIGATION  AND  DSAISUa 
(IRELAND)— THE  RIYEB  BABBOW 

Mr.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
ther  the  Commission  appointed  esrir 
in  the  year  to  inquire  into  the  Benw 
Drainage  has  yet  proceeded  to  wad. 
and  if  he  can  say  where  and  whea  tSl  a 
proposed  to  take  evidence,  and  n^st '? 
any)  further  surveys  are  oonaideffed  a^ 
cessary ;  and,  whether  they  havt  j^ 
been  directed,  and  how  long  they  m 
expected  to  take  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL .  BANNEBM15 
My  hon.  Friend  has  asked  me  to  aaiw 
this  Question.  The  Secretary  of  lk 
Commission  informs  me  that  thsjWi 
their  first  meeting  last  month,  sad  ad- 
journed until  they  got  the  Talsstws. 
which  is  being  made.  This  they  exped 
to  get  in  a  few  days,  and  they  will  tkt 
at  once  arrange  for  local  sitttnga  Si 
f  urtiier  surveys  will  be 


ARMY    (ORDXANCE    DEPAKTllEyr  - 
THE  MARTINI-HENRY  CABTRIDGISS 

Sir  FREDERICK  MILN£B  mUi 
the  Surveyor  General  of  Ordmwi. 
What  the  Qovemment  intend  to  do  wA 
the  large  stock  of  Boxer  cartridge  to 
which  he  alluded  on  Monday;  wtL 
whether  he  will  endeavoor  tosmsf* 
that  they  shall  be  used  only  lor  toftf 
practice,  and  not  for  purposes  of  w ' 

Mr.  brand,  in  reply,  said,  be  M 
answered  this  Question  the  other  dr. 
but  for  the  informatioa  of  the  ka 
Gentleman  he  wonld  repeat  hw  ssfve 
Those  cartridges  would  be  israatf  i' 
purposes  of  practice  to  the  Anifivy 
roroes. 
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INLAND  NAVIGATION  AND  DRAINAGE 
(IRELAND)— THE  KILKENNY  DRAIN- 
AGE DISTRICT  SCHEME. 

Mb.  MABXJlii  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  case  of  the  arterial 
drainage  scheme  in  the  GK)ula  and  Erkina 
district,  extending  over  portions  of  Tip- 
perary,  North  Kilkenny,  and  the  Queen's 
Countyfora  distance  of  overtwenty  miles; 
that  the  land  occupiers,  mainly  the  tenant 
farmers  of  the  locality,  promoted  this 
scheme,  and  subscribed  a  considerable 
sum  out  of  their  own  resources  to  have 
the  necessary  surveys,  maps,  plans,  and 
specifications  executed  by  the  county 
surveyor  of  Kilkenny,  and  further  to 
have  the  same  lodged  with  the  Board  of 
Works ;  that  in  due  course,  and  during 
last  autumn,  the  Inspector  of  the  Board 
of  Works,  Mr.  H.  Barrington,  C.E.,  in- 
spected the  drainage  district  and  made 
his  Eeport  thereon,  which  was  of  a  most 
favourable  character,  showing  that  it 
would  highly  improve  the  lands  in  the 
locality,  and  yield  a  considerable  per- 
centage upon  the  proposed  outlay,  be- 
sides exhibiting  advantages  of  a  sanitary 
nature,  and  further  calculated  to  afford 
considerable  employment  in  an  im- 
poverished district;  that  the  summer 
period  of  the  year  is  now  at  hand,  when 
not  only  the  proposed  works  can  be  exe- 
cuted with  facility,  but  the  labour 
market  of  the  locality  can  be  largely 
and  beneficially  availed  of;  and,  whe- 
ther the  Board  of  Works,  taking  all 
these  circumstances  into  favourable  con- 
sideration, is  prepared  to  carry  out  the 
undertaking  of  his  predecessor  in  the 
office  of  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  by  forthwith 
giving  effect  to  the  long-continued  and 
expensive  efforts  of  the  promoters  of 
this  important  and  desirable  drainage 
operation  ? 

Mb.  niBBEET :  I  fancy  that  this  is 
the  same  district  as  that  about  which  a 
Question  was  asked  me  on, February  24. 
If  so,  I  can  only  say  that  the  Govern- 
ment have  every  willingness  to  help 
this  work  forward.  But  there  is  no 
power  under  the  present  law  to  over- 
rule the  objections  of  the  owners,  which, 
apparently,  are  the  sole  obstacles  to  the 
completion  of  the  Provisional  Order.  A 
Bill  giving  us  that  power  is  before  the 
House,  but  it  is  blocked  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cavan;   and  if  the  hon. 


Member  could  induce  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Biggar)  to  allow  that  Bill  to  pro- 
ceed, this  defect  might  be  remedied. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— CASE 
OF  MRS.  ELIZA  COLOAN. 

Me.  HEALT  asked  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  If  he  can  state  his 
decision  in  the  case  of  the  trust  money 
of  Eliza  Golgan,  appropriated  by  an 
Irish  Crown  Solicitor  ? 

Mb.  HIBBERT  (who  replied)  said: 
In  accordance  with  his  promise,  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  has  considered  this  question, 
and  has  reviewed  all  the  facts  and  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case,  dating  back  to 
1852.  He  has  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  Mrs.  Colgan  may  properly  receive 
a  further  sum  of  £250,  in  addition  to 
the  amount  already  given,  and  payment 
of  this  sum  was  made  to  her  on  April  30. 

Mb.  HEALY:  On  behalf  of  this 
poor  woman  I  beg  to  thank  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  for  looking  into 
her  case  after  she  has  been  for  20  years 
in  vain  seeking  justice  from  Dublin 
Castle. 

LUNACY  LAWS— MR.   HILLMAN'S 

CASE. 

Mb.  W.  J.  COEBET  asked  the  Secre- 
tary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
If  his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
decision  of  the  Court  of  Appeal,  in  the 
Lewes  lunacy  case  just  concluded,  in 
which,  owing  to  a  difference  of  opinion 
among  the  Judges  on  the  Law,  Mr.  Hill- 
man,  who  was  unlawfully  placed  in  an 
asylum,  has  to  pay  all  the  costs  ;  whe- 
ther it  is  true  that  the  Lord  Chief  Jus- 
tice of  England  decided  in  favour  of 
Mr.  Hillman,  while  two  other  Judges 
held  opposite  views ;  and,  whether 
he  will  cause  the  Law  regarding  the 
confinement  of  persons  alleged  to  be 
insane  to  be  so  altered  as  to  be  intelli- 
gible to  those  who  have  to  administer  it? 

Mb.  GEANTHAM  asked.  Whether 
it  was  not  a  fact  that  Sir  James  Hannen 
and  Lord  Justice  Lindley  held  in  the 
Court  of  Appeal  that  Mr.  Hillman  had 
been  lawfully  placed  in  an  asylum,  and 
that  there  was  no  justification  for  the 
suggestion  that  the  magistrates  had 
acted  in  the  slightest  degree  in  any  im- 
proper manner,  or  had  not  made  a 
proper  examination  of  Mr.  Hillman  be- 
fore signing  their  certificate  ? 
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Sir  WILLIAM  HAEOOUET,  in 
reply,  said,  that  consideriDg  that  the 
Court  of  Appeal  had  decided  that  Mr. 
HiUman  was  not  unlawfully  placed  in 
an  asylum,  he  did  not  see  how  he  could 
interfere.  It  was,  however,  to  be  borne 
in  mind  that  the  judgment  of  the  Court 
was  not  unanimous,  and  no  doubt  the 
Lord  Chancellor  would  keep  this  case 
in  view  when  dealing  by  legislation  with 
the  whole  subject. 

EGYPT  (WAR  IN  THE  SOUDAN)— 
HEAD  MONEY. 

Me.  L  ABOUCHEEE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  he  has  observed  a  statement, 
which  appeared  in  a  letter  addressed  to 
The  Times  by  Mr.  Wilfred  Blunt,  and 
which  was  published  by  that  journal 
last  Monday,  that  rewards  had  been 
given  to  any  person  belonging  to  the 
**  friendly  tribes,"  in  the  vicinity  of 
Suakin,  who  brought  in  a  human 
head;  and,  whether  he  will  cause  in- 
quiry to  be  made,  in  order  to  learn  whe- 
ther there  is  any  foundation  for  this 
report ;  and,  if  true,  who  is  responsible 
for  this  barbarity  ? 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAXJEICE  : 
No  such  information  has  been  received ; 
and  until  some  evidence  is  adduced  in 
support  of  Mr.  Blunt's  statement  it  does 
not  appear  necessary  to  make  any  in- 
quiry on  the  subject. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— THE  AFGHAN  BOUN- 
DARY COMMISSION— SIR  PETER 
LUMSDEN. 

Mb.  GIBSON  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  When  was  Sir 
Peter  Lumsden  appointed  on  the  Af- 
ghanistan Boundary  Commission ;  what 
were  the  terms  and  tenure  of  his  ap- 
pointment ;  is  his  appointment  over  by 
his  recall  to  London ;  what  is  the  date 
of  the  letter  or  telegram  summoning 
him  to  London  ;  when  Sir  Peter  Lums- 
den and  Colonel  Stewart  leave  Afghan- 
istan, will  any  of  their  subordinate 
English  officers  remain ;  and,  if  so, 
what  is  to  be  their  office  and  function  ; 
and,  what  is  to  become  of  the  troops 
employed  to  escort  Sir  Peter  Lumsden' s 
Mission  ?  He  also  wished  to  ask  whe- 
ther the  Earl  of  Dufferin  approved  of  the 
recall  or  withdrawal  of  Sir  Peter  Lums- 
den? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE 
(who  replied)  said :  Sir  Peter  Lumsden's 


formal  appointment  bears  the  dati  of 
the  25th  of  August  last,  and  nomittstii 
him  as  Her  Majesty's  Commiasionflr  ir 
the  demarcation  of  the  North -Wc« 
boundary  of  Afghanistan.  The  insfene- 
tion  sent  to  him  does  not  cane^  Ids  i^ 
pointment,  but  requests  his  piosenoo  xk 
London.  It  was  despatched  by  telegnipk 
on  the  4th  instant.  Colonel  Bidgvi^ 
will  remain  in  charge  of  the  OommiiMni. 
with  Captain  Tate  and  other  offieets  ts 
his  assistants.  Their  office  wiU  be  to 
examine  and  trace  on  the  spot  die  ^ 
tails  of  the  line  of  frontier  under  ti» 
conditions  agreed  upon  in  Jjonim 
With  regard  to  the  future  employiimt 
of  the  escort  nothing  is  yet  aeOnitoib 
settled. 

Mb.  GIBSON :  Has  Sir  Peter 
den  been  summoned  to  London  to 
Her  Majesty's  Gevemment  on  the 
tion  of  the  frontier  ?  

Lord  EDMOND  FIT2MATrRICE: 
No,  Sir.  The  facts  have  already  bem 
stated  by  the  Prime  Minister. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  asked^  Whether  t^ 
escort  which  accompanied  Sir  Bits 
Lumsden  will  remain  on  the  &onti«  of 
Afghanistan,  or  will  at  once  retmm  ti 
India;  what  officers  will  remain  todft* 
liminate  the  frontier  with  the 
Commissioner ;  and,  whether  the 
is  to  be  represented  on  the  new  Cqk- 
mission ;  and,  if  so,  whether  bis  Bcfn^ 
sentative  will  have  an  equal  Toioe  wiik 
the  English  and  Russian  OommisBiaQS 
in  the  settlement  of  the  frontier  fiat? 
The  hon.  Member  desired  also  to  wak 
the  Prime  Minister,  Whether  the  iidtiil 
step  for  the  withdrawal  of  Sir  Peter 
Lumsden  came  fr^m  this  oonntiT  or  ftom 
Sir  Peter  Lumsden ;  and  if  from  ih» 
latter,  how  long  ago  had  he  tendered 
his  registration  to  Her  Majeetj^e  Go- 
vernment ? 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAUBICE: 
No  time  has  yet  been  fixed  for  the  i«- 
turn  of  the  escort  to  India.  A  portut 
of  it  will,  in  any  case,  remain  to  atteai 
Colonel  Bidgway  and  Captain  TttB» 
who  will  carry  on  the  work  of  the  Oott- 
mission.  There  will  be  no  change  in  dw 
position  of  the  Ameer's  BepresMitatiTv. 

Sib  H.DEUMMOND  WOLFF:  H» 
any  explanation  been  received  from  tb 
Russian  Gevemment  as  to  the 
which  prevented  General  Zel«noj 
meeting  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  ? 

LoBD  EDMOND   FITZMAUBICE 
The  hon.  Member  in  putting  the 
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tion  is  attempting  to  anticipate  the  in- 
formation which  will  be  in  possession  of 
the  House  when  Papers  on  the  subject 
are  laid  on  the  Table. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON;  When 
will  the  Papers  be  laid  on  the  Table  ? 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAURIOE: 
I  cannot  give  the  exact  date ;  but  I  will 
present  the  Papers  as  soon  as  possible. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  said,  the  noble  Lord 
had  stated  that  there  had  been  no  change 
in  the  position  of  the  Ameer's  Bepresen- 
tative ;  but  the  House  had  never  been 
informed  what  the  position  of  the 
Ameer's  Representative  was.  Perhaps 
the  noble  Lord  would  now  explain  what 
the  }>osition  was  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURIOE: 
I  believe  this  subject  has  been  fully  ex- 
plained to  the  House. 

"THE  SYNOD  OF  THE  CHURCH  OF 
IRELAND." 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Did  he 
officially  authorise  the  letter,  published 
on  the  22nd  inst.,  signed  by  his  secre- 
tary, apologising  for  having  addressed 
the  Protestant  Synod  as  'Uhe  Synod  of 
the  Protestant  Episcopal  Church  of  Ire- 
land," and  consenting  to  address  that 
body  as  ''  the  Synod  of  the  Church  of 
Ireland,"  if  so  can  he  state  under  what 
circumstances  the  latter  title  has  been 
officially  given,  is  he  aware  that  the  Go- 
vernment have  always  hitherto  refused 
to  the  Disestablished  Church  the  title 
it  claims,  that  in  the  draft  charter  which 
the  Government  was  asked  to  sanction 
they  struck  out  the  words  "  Church  of 
Ireland,"  inserted  by  the  representative 
body,  that  as  in  the  Marriage  Act  of 
1870,  members  and  clergymen  of  this 
church  are  designated  ''Protestant  Epis- 
copalians," the  Irish  Eegistrar  General, 
acting  under  the  advice  of  the  Law  Ad- 
viser, Dublin  Castle,  directed  clergymen 
of  the  disestablished  religion  to  enter 
their  church  in  the  marriage  register  as 
the  *' Protestant  Episcop^  Church  of 
Ireland ; "  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  in 
the  recent  order  as  to  precedence,  pub- 
lished in  The  Dublin  Gazette  of  April  drd, 
styles  its  bishops  ''Protestant  Episco- 
palians ; "  that  at  the  last  Census  mem- 
bers of  this  denomination  numbered  only 
639,574  as  aninst  3,960,891  Catholics, 
470,734  Presbyterians,  and  103,107  per- 
sons of  other  persuasions,  and  do  the 
Home  Office  intend  officially  to  style  the 


Disestablished  Church  by  a  title  calcu- 
lated to  give  offence  to  other  religious 
bodies  in  Ireland,  while  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment avoids  the  title  complained 
of? 

Sm  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  I  have 
not  an  intimate  acquaintance  with  this 
matter — indeed,  I  never  heard  of  it  imtil 
I  saw  this  Question  on  the  Paper.  This 
Question  comes  within  the  Heraldic  De- 
partment of  the  Home  Office,  and,  like 
all  questions  of  nomenclature  —  espe- 
cially ecclesiastic  nomenclature — ^it  is  a 
very  complicated  question.  However,  I 
may  tell  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
that  I  will  consult  the  Irish  Government 
as  to  the  practice  in  the  matter,  as  what- 
ever is  the  practice  of  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment, it  ought  to  be  followed  by  the 
Home  Office.  The  matter  will  be  cleared 
up,  so  that  in  the  Home  Office  and  the 
Irish  Office  the  Government  might  use 
some  practice  in  the  matter. 

Mk.  GIBSON :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  or  the  person  in  his  De- 
partment who  will  consult  the  Irish  GK)- 
vemment,  also  look  into  the  various  Acts 
of  Parliament  relating  to  the  matter, 
beginning  with  the  Church  Act,  and  see 
that  they  all  recognize  the  title  of  ' '  the 
Church  of  Ireland?" 

SiE  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS :  What 
is  the  Heraldic  Department  of  the  Home 
Office  ?  Who  is  the  Head  of  it  ?  I  never 
heard  of  it. 

SiE  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  These 
heraldic  questions  are  extremely  com- 
plicated questions,  as  are  mostly  all 
questions  of  changes  of  name  when  other 
people  object  to  have  the  name  changed. 
The  question  was  dealt  with  by  those  of 
the  Department  having  to  do  with  the 
styles  and  titles,  proceedings  of  which  I 
am  not  very  fond. 

Mb.  HEALT  :  I  would  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  if  he  can  state  whether 
the  letter  signed  by  his  Secretary,  apolo- 
gizing for  calling  this  Body  the  "  Pro- 
testant Episcopu  Church,"  was  written 
without  his  authoritv,  because  this  was 
a  matter  that  created  a  great  sensation 
in  Ireland  ? 

Sm  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  I  am 
not  sure  when  the  letter  was  written.  I 
am  aware  of  the  importance  attached  to 
these  matters,  and  I  can  assure  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  that  this  matter 
will  be  carefully  considered. 

Mb.  ILLINGWORTH  :  Is  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  not  aware  that  when  ^ 
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short  Bill  was  passed  after  the  Ohuroh 
Act,  and  when  it  was  proposed  to  call 
the  Church '"  The  Church  of  Ireland,"  it 
was  called  ''  The  Disestablished  Episco- 
pal Church  in  Ireland  ?  " 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOURT  :  I  am 
not  aware  of  that ;  but  I  see  that  I  will 
have  to  get  up  this  subject. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Would  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  have  any  objection  to  con- 
sulting the  Irish  Government  as  to  whe- 
ther there  could  be  any  reason  in  calling 
a  certain  Church  **  The  Church  of  Ire- 
land," when  everybody  knows  the 
Church  of  Ireland  is  another  Church 
altogether  ? 

[No  reply.] 

EGYPT  (EVENTS  IN  THE  SOUDAN)— 
M.  OLIVIER  PAIN. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  HUNTLY  M^CAETHT 

asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 

If  there  is  any  truth  in  the  following 

statement  from  the  Cairo  Correspondent 

of  The  Daily  Telegraph,   dated    Cairo, 

March  28rd,  and  appearing  in  The  Daily 

Telegraph  of  April  3rd : — 

"  You  have  already  heard  that  OKvier  Pain, 
the  Communist,  is  'wanted/  and  efforts  are 
heing  made  to  capture  him  on  his  way  down 
country.  Whether  he  has  had  enough  of  the 
Soudan,  and  wishes. to  avoid  spending  the  sum- 
mer there,  or  has  heen  sent  north  on  a  mission 
hy  the  Mahdi,  is  much  in  douht.  The  ofBcial 
information  ahout  him  is  meagre  ;  simply  that 
he  was  seen  near  Dehheh  with  a  small  retinue, 
making  his  way  on  camel-back  down  country. 
The  following  is  the  official  notification  : — 
<  £60  Eeward.  The  above  reward  is  offered  to 
anyone  producing  Olivier  Pain  (and  his  papers) 
dead  or  alive.  He  left  Debbeh  on  a  camel  on 
the  13th  March  1885.  His  description  is  as 
follows  :  Fair,  with  light  hair  and  beard,  about 
6  feet  7  inches  high,  blue  eyes,  slight  build, 
thin  compressed  lips,  with  a  cruel  looking  face, 
reticent  in  speech  and  manner.  He  is  very 
probably  disguised  as  an  Arab.  His  blue  eyes 
should  betray  him.  G.  F.  Wilson,  Capt.  R.E. 
Commandant,  Sarras,  March  16th  1886.'  I 
knew  of  Pain's  efforts  to  get  down  country  at 
Dongola,  but  because  of  official  interposition 
could  not  wire  about  him  at  that  point ;  " 

and,  whether  the  alleged  aotion  has  been 
sanctioned  by  the  Government  ? 

The  Mabqubss  of  HAETINGTON, 
in  reply,  said,  that  he  was  not  aware 
that  the  facts  were  as  stated  with  regard 
to  M.  Pcdn,  or  with  regard  to  the  reward 
said  to  have  been  offered.  The  proceed- 
ings had  not  received  the  attention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government. 

Mk.  JUSTIN  HUNTLY  MCCARTHY 
asked  whether  the  Government  would 
hold  an  inquiry  into  the  oaae  ? 

Mr.  Ulingworth 


The  Mabqxtess  of  HAItTIKGTOX 
replied,  that  no  information  had  be^ 
received  from  Sir  Evelya  Baring'  on  tki 
subject,  and  that  no  instmctioiia  kad 
been  given  by  the  Britisb  GovenuaeEl 
to  countenance  the  arrest  of  M.  Bata. 

Mb.  O'KELLY  asked  whether  tkt 
noble  Marquess  would  undertake  to  grt* 
orders  that  the  offer  (^the  reward  shcnU 
be  withdrawn  ? 

The  Mabquess  of  HABTINGTO?^. 
I  am  not  aware  that  the  reward  kat 
been  offered.  If  the  hon.  Meiabcr 
wants  any  information  on  the  subject  hi 
had  better  give  Notice  of  a  Qaeatioa  to 
the  noble  Lord  the  Under  Secretary  ti 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  with 

Mr.    AETHUE   O'CONNOR 
whether  any  such  reward  as  this 
be  paid  out  of  the  Army  Fund,  or 
ther  it  would  be  paid  out  of  the 
Service  money  ?  

The  Mabqubss  of    HABTINGTQS 
said,  he  did  not  think  that  any 
payment  could  be  made  a  charge 
the  Army  Fund. 

PIERS   AND    HABBOURS    (TRSLASIT* 
ARKLOW  HARBOUB  WORKS. 


Mb.  W.  J.  COEBET  asked  the  Fii 
cial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury^  'vidi  n- 
ference  to  the  failure  of  Arklow  H«^ 
hour  Works,  and  the  prelimianr 
Eeport  sent  to  the  Treasury,  which  w» 
alleged  to  be  most  re-assuring,  Wbecte 
the  preliminary  Eeport  has  been  bant 
out  by  the  Eeport  of  Mr.  MannxBf:, 
Engineer  in  Chief  to  the  Board  at 
Works  in  Ireland,  just  laid  upon  t^ 
Table,  in  which  the  foUowing 
ments  are  made : — 


**  On  the  4th  January  a  Report «»«  reeaTci 
from  the  Superintendent  of  Uie  wovks  that  ua 
the  previous  day  he  oboerred  ora^B  in  tfat 
parapet  of  the  sea  wall,  and  that  aome  of  th» 
face  blocks  had  moved  out.  The  pviad^ 
Assistant  Engineer  was  at  ovioa  dmpaXd^ai  it 
the  Harbour,  which  he  visited  on  the  6tlu  mA 
reported  that  for  90  feet  in  loigth  (of  the  «i» 
feet  constructed)  the  face  blocks  had  mowd  tm. 
from  2  inches  to  20  inchaa,  and  had  simk  a  iiv 
inches,  and  that  the  sand  had  bean  mommi 
away  from  along  the  sm  face  of  the  Pier  .  .  . 

**1  visited  the  work  myself  on  th«  0k  d 
February,  when  it  was  in  the  aam*  stair  m 
reported  by  Mr.  Greena,  and  although  it  wastv 
be  regretted  that  any  damage  whalrrv  hd 
been  done,  still  the  amount  of  it  wmt  ctm- 
paratively  little,  and  its  repair  ni  iiaiiai  ■• 
difficulty,  but  it  was  obvious  that  tW 
foundations  had  boen  toaurad  oat  .  . 
on  the  8rd  March  fresh   whadanot   «a 
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ported.  On  the  0th  March,  Mr.  Henry  Keat- 
ing, Aadstant  Engineer,  was  aent  to  Aridow  to 
make  a  aurvey,  but  the  weather  waa  not  aoffi- 
ciently  moderate  to  enable  him  to  take  Bound- 
ings  till  the  14th  and  16th  of  that  month.  This 
Burrej  shows  that  for  about  130  feet  in  length 
the  sea  slope  had  been  more  or  leas  damag^, 
and  that  the  sand  foundations  had  been  scoured 
out  by  the  sea,  forming  a  trench  parallel  with 
the  Pier  from  40  to  50  feet  wide,  and  of  an 
average  depth  of  about  6  feet  undnr  the  pre- 
yious  level  of  the  bed  of  the  sea. 

'*  I  need  not  here  enter  into  more  detail ;  it 
is  sufficient  to  say  that  the  damages  described 
are  to  be  entirely  attributed  to  the  scouring 
oat  of  the  sand  already  described,  and  which 
extended  under  the  foundations  of  the  storm- 
wall  for  its  entire  width  of  19}  feet ; " 

whether  he  has  noticed  the  following  in 
Mr.  Manning's  Beport :  — 

"It  has  been  stated  that  the  mode  of  con- 
struction adopted  at  Arklow  was  objected  to 
by  the  members  of  a  local  committee ;  I  have 
onl^  to  state  in  reply,  that  for  the  nine  years 
during  which  I  have  been  engaged  on  the 
subject  of  the  design  and  erection  of  Harbour 
Works  at  Arklow,  I  have  never  upon  any 
occsion  received  any  suggestion  of  the  kind 
from  anyone ; " 

whether  in  oonseqnence  of  this  statement 
he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  the  protest 
and  objections  submitted  to  the  Board 
of  Works  by  the  local  committee  of 
Arklow;  and,  whether  he  will  put  a 
stop  to  the  works  until  the  opinion  of  a 
competent  engineer  is  obtained  as  to 
what  is  best  to  be  done  under  the  cir* 
oumstanoes  ? 

Mb.  HIBBEBT  :  The  hon.  Member's 
quotationsfrom  the  ParliamentaryPapers 
are  accurately  given  so  far  as  they  go ; 
but  I  do  not  know  whether  he  disputes 
the  statement  which  he  omits  to  quote — 
that  the  local  objections  related  to  the 
general  design,  not  to  the  method  of 
execution.  As  the  Question  only  ap- 
peared on  the  Paper  this  morning,  I 
have  not  been  Me  to  look  over  the 
Papers  bearing  on  this  point ;  but  I  will 
obtain  copies  of  them  from  Ireland,  and 
show  them  to  the  hon.  Member.  The 
suggestion  regarding  the  suspension  of 
the  works  at  the  present  moment  seems 
to  me  inadvisable,  as  it  would  in- 
volve the  loss  of  the  favourable  summer 
weather  and  incur  the  risk  of  exposing 
the  works  in  an  unfinished  state  to  an- 
other winter's  storm. 

Mb.  WILLIAM  EEDMOND  asked 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  fact  that 
the  official  who  reported  was  an  employi 
of  the  Board  of  Works,  and  consequently 
interested  in  screening  that  Board,  the 


Treasury  would  consent  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  an  independent  engineer  to  give 
a  Report  on  these  works  ? 

Mb.  niBBEET :  I  would  be  glad  to 
consider  such  an  application  if  the  Local 
Authority  bore  the  expenses  of  it. 

Mb.  PAENELL:  With  regard  to  the 
matter,  I  would  ask  the  hon.  GFentleman 
to  consider  again  the  desirability  of 
sending  over  from  this  country  some 
distinguished  English  engineer,  so  as  to 
see  how  the  Board  of  Works  executes 
these  imdertakings. 

Mb.  HIBBEBT :  I  will  consider  the 
question  of  sending  over  an  independent 
engineer  to  report  on  the  matter. 

Mb.  W.  J.  COEBET  asked,  did  not 
General  Sankey  make  a  specitd  inspec- 
tion of  the  works,  and  why  was  not  his 
Beport  published  ? 

Mb.  HIBBEBT:  General  Sankey's 
Beport  is  not  considered  of  any  great 
importance;  but  if  the  hon.  Member 
wishes  to  g^t  it  it  will  be  g^ven. 

Mb.  WILLIAM  BEDMOND :  H  an 
independent  engineer  is  appointed,  why 
should  the  locaUty  be  asked  to  bear  the 
expense,  seeing  that  the  whole  thing 
has  arisen  from  the  failure  of  the  Board 
of  Works'  officials  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

[No  r^ly.] 

INLAND  REVENUE— STAMP  DUTY  ON 
FOREIGN  BONDS. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEBE  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  the 
Stamp  Duty  of  10  per  cent,  upon  bonds 
to  bearer  is  to  be  levied  upon  all  exist- 
ing bonds  to  bearer  of  Foreign  States, 
the  coupons  of  which  are  paid  in  Lon- 
don ;  and,  if  so,  how  this  Stamp  Duty  is 
to  be  levied  in  the  case  of  bonds  the 
interest  of  which  is  paid,  either  in  Eng- 
land or  abroad,  at  the  option  of  the 
holder  ? 

Mr.  HIBBEBT :  The  rate  in  ques- 
tion is  10«.,  or  one-half  per  cent,  not  10 
per  cent  It  will  not  apply  to  existing 
bonds  of  the  nature  referred  to. 

EGYPT  (EVENTS  IN  THE  SOUDAN).— 
ALLEGED  PROCLAMATION  OF  LORD 
WOLSEIiEY. 

Colonel  DAWNAT  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Whether  Her 
Majesty's  Gt)vemment  is  prepared  to 
support  Lord  Wolseley's  proclamation 
that  our  troops  would  remain  a  hun- 
dred years,  if  necessary,  in  the  Soudan 
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in  order  to  recapture  Khartoum ;  and, 
if  they  are  not  prepared  to  abide  by  this 
declaration,  what  steps  they  intend  i  to 
take  to  defend  the  friendly  tribes  from 
the  fatal  consequences  of  trusting  to 
these  assurances  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
I  am  not  aware  that  Lord  Wolseley  ever 
issued  any  Proclamation  in  the  sense  of 
the  Question.  I  have  seen  a  report  of 
a  speech  said  to  have  been  made  by 
Lord  Wolseley  to  some  Black  troops  of 
General  Gordon  in  which  there  is  some 
expression  to  the  effect  stated ;  but  I  do 
not  think  that  Lord  Wolseley  ever 
issued  a  Proclamation  containing  any 
statement  of  that  kind.  As  I  have 
stated  already,  we  hope  very  shortly  to 
be  able  to  make  a  statement  as  to  our 
intentions  with  regard  to  the  troops  in 
the  Soudan;  and  I  cannot  say  more 
upon  this  occasion  except  that  I  have 
not  the  smallest  doubt  that,  on  the 
movement  of  the  troops  in  the  Soudan, 
the  officers  in  command  will  make  as 
good  arrangements  as  possible  for  the 
protection  of  persons  who  stand  in  need 
of  protection. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH 
asked  whether  the  noble  Marquess  would 
be  in  a  position  to  make  the  statement 
to  which  he  referred  before  the  discus- 
sion on  Monday  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON : 
I  doubt  whether  I  can  make  that  state- 
ment to-morrow ;  but  on  Monday,  be- 
fore the  discussion,  I  shall  probably  be 
able  to  state  what  orders  have  been 
given. 

Mr.  O'KELLY  asked  whether  the 
noble  Marquess  would  take  into  con- 
sideration the  desirability  of  issuing 
orders  to  the  General  commanding  at 
Suakin  to  stop  the  attacks  on  the  Arabs 
until  the  Gt)vernment  had  made  up  their 
mind  what  they  were  going  to  do  in  the 
Soudan  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON : 
I  do  not  think  that  Question  arises  out 
of  the  Question  on  the  Paper. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— THE  AFGHAN 
BOUNDARY  COMMISSION. 

Mr.  MONTAGU  SOOTT  (for  Mr. 
Abhmead-Bartlbtt)  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  the  complete  text  of  the  De- 
spatch from  M.  de  Giers,  which  contains 
the  following  words  :— 

Colonel  Davmay 


''  It  18  impossible  for  ns  not  to  trace  back  the 
caneeof  the  present  situation  to  the  military 
aspect  ^th  which  the  English  Qovemment 
thought  it  their  duty  to  invest  their  Bonndaxy 
Commission,*'  and  ''we  cannot  pass  by  the 
fact  that  the  loudly  proclaimed  interriew  be- 
tween the  Amir  and  the  Viceroy,  and  its  belli- 
cose surroundings,  must  certainly  have  em- 
boldened the  Afghans  to  the  point  of  committing 
such  acts  of  provocation  as  could  not  be 
tolerated  by  the  Russian  military  authorities  ; " 

whether  there  is  the  slightest  founda- 
tion for  the  charges  thus  made  by 
M.  de  Giers ;  whether  the  Bussian  Go- 
vernment have  asked  for  the  withdrawal 
of  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  and  other  British 
officers ;  and,  whether  the  return  of  Sir 
Peter  Lumsden  to  London  is  in  conse- 
quence of  such  representations  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  PITZMAURICE: 
The  hon.  Member  wiU  receive  the  in- 
formation which  he  desires  from  the  Cor- 
respondence which  will  shortly  be  laid 
before  the  House. 

EGYPT— SUPPRESSION  OF  THE  "  BOS- 
PHOBE  EGYPTIEN." 
Mr.  MONTAGU  SOOTT  (for  Mr. 
Ashkead-Bartlett)  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
If  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  will  lay 
upon  the  Table  the  words  of 

"  The  expression  of  regret  to  the  French  Be- 
public,  m  which  Her  Majesty's  Govermnent 
associated  itself  with  that  of  Egypt ;  " 

and,  whether  it  is  true  that  Th$  Bos- 
phore  Egyptian  is  shortly  to  re-appear? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE: 
The  words  used  by  Earl  Ghranville  to 
the  French  Ambassador  were  recorded 
in  a  despatch  to  Her  Majesty's  Ambas- 
sador at  Paris,  which  will  be  laid  before 
Parliament.  I  am  informed  that  the 
owner  or  editor  of  the  paper  has  an- 
nounced  that  it  will  appear  in  a  few 
days.  I  have  no  reason  to  believe  that 
this  will  be  the  case. 

Sir  E.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said, 
that  the  Prime  Minister  had  stated  that 
the  Papers  could  not  be  laid  upon  the 
Table  until  the  unknown  future  had 
been  rather  more  unrolled.  He  should 
like  to  know  when  they  were  to  hare 
Papers  laid  on  the  Table  relating  to 
matters  as  far  as  they  had  gone,  and 
down  to  what  date  the  Papers  would 
go? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  substantially  conceived 
the  Question  in  a  proper  manner,  and 
conveys  it  very  properly  in  his  own 
poetical  phraseology. 
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PARLIAMENTARY  ELECTIONS  (REDIS- 
TRIBUTION) BILL— THE  NEW  DIVI- 
SIONS  OP  COUNTIES— ALTERNATIVE 
NAMES. 

Mb.  FRANCIS  BUXTON  asked  the 
President  of  the  Local  Grovemment 
Board,  Whether,  considering  the  neces- 
sity for  clearness  and  concise  definitions 
in  all  matters  connected  with  the  [Redis- 
tribution of  Seats  and  the  registration 
of  great  numbers  of  new  voters,  he  will 
recommend  on  Consideration  of  the 
Redistribution  of  Seats  Bill  that  no 
alternative  names  shall  be  given  to  the 
new  divisions  of  counties,  but  that  every 
such  division  shall  be  known  solely  and 
always  by  one  single  name  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  I  have 
frequently  expressed  my  dislike  for 
double  names ;  but,  looking  to  the  most 
recent  decisions  of  the  House,  I  doubt 
if  the  House  would  agree  to  strike  out 
aU  double  names. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— RUSSIA  AND  AFGHAN- 
ISTAN— THE  RUSSIAN  ATTACK  ON 
PENJDEH— THE  PROPOSED  ARBI- 
TRATION. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  What  steps  have  been 
taken  to  inform  the  Ameer  of  Afghan- 
istan of  the  agreement  recently  arrived 
at  between  Her  Majesty's  Gbvemment 
and  the  Government  of  Russia  on  the 
subject  of  arbitration  on  the  unprovoked 
aggression  of  General  Komarofi'on  Penj- 
deh ;  and,  whether  the  Viceroy  of  India 
has  signified  his  approval  of  the  recent 
decisions  of  Her  Majesty's  ^Govern- 
ment? 

Mb.  HEALT  rose  to  Order.  He 
wished  to  know  whether  the  words  ''  im- 
provoked  aggression "  ought  to  be  al- 
lowed to  appear  upon  the  Paper;  and 
whether  it  was  not  an  insult  to  a 
Foreign  Power  on  a  very  delicate 
matter  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  understand  that 
the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member  alludes 
to  an  expression  previously  used,  and 
that  the  words  are  referred  to  as  a 
quotation. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  If  the  expression 
referred  to  is  intended  to  be  a  repetition 
of  a  phrase  expressive  of  my  own  opinion 
it  is  nothing  of  the  kind,  and,  moreover, 
it  is  not  an  accurate  quotation.  What  I 
said  was  as  follows: — Upon  the  very 
first  day,  I  think,  of  the  arrival  of  the 
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first  telegrams  from  Sir  Peter  Lumsden, 
having  gone  through  all  the  material 
parts,  or  what  we  judged  to  be  the 
material  parts,  of  these  telegrams  as  they 
had  arrived,  I  stated  that  upon  the  face 
of  those  Papers  what  had  taken  place 
appeared  to  be  an  unprovoked  aggression. 
I  never  presumed  at  that  moment  to 
qualify  or  to  describe  the  incident  in  con- 
clusive terms,  because  I  knew  very  well 
that  the  information  which  we  had  re- 
ceived was  partial;  and,  in  point  of 
fact,  it  was  within  24  hours,  or  certainly 
within  a  very  short  time  after  the  receipt 
of  those  telegprams,  that  very  important 
qualifications  of  the  information  they 
conveyed  were  received  from  Sir  Peter 
Lumsden  himself.  So  much  for  thia 
expression ;  and  I  will  only  observe  that 
there  is  now  a  constant  practice  of  in- 
serting in  Questions,  as  if  they  were 
matters  of  course,  matters  which  do  not 
touch  the  point  of  the  Questions,  but  in- 
volve assumptions  of  the  utmost  conse- 
quence, and  that  these  assumptions  are 
sometimes  made — as  in  the  present  in- 
stance— with  very  slight  regard  to  ac- 
curacy. As  to  the  substantial  part  of 
the  Question,  I  am  bound  to  say  that 
this  expression  had  escaped  my  attention, 
because  it  does  not  belong  to  the  main 
issue  of  the  Question.  The  Viceroy  of 
India  has  arranged  with  the  Ameer  the 
basis  upon  which  the  British  Gt)vern- 
ment  is  proceeding ;  and  if  any  further 
communication  on  the  subject  with  the 
Ameer  should  be  requisite  he  will  make 
it.  To  that  Question  the  hon.  Member 
adds  the  inquiry  whether  the  Viceroy  of 
India  approves  the  decisions  which  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  come  to  ?  I 
do  not  see  that  it  would  be  any  part  of 
my  duty  to  answer  such  a  Question. 
The  Viceroy  of  India  must  be  taken  to 
approve  these  decisions ;  and  when  the 
proper  times  comes  the  hon.  Member 
will  have  plenty  of  information — perhaps 
a  little  more  tiian  he  may  like — as  to 
what  the  Viceroy  does  think  on  the 
point. 

Mb.  ONSLOW :  I  must  remind  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  Viceroy, 
in  the  speech  he  made  after  his  return 
from  Rawul  Pindi,  also  made  use  of  the 
words. 

Mb.'  T.  D.  SULLIVAN :  I  should 
like  to  ask  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  on  the 
point  of  Order  arising  out  of  your  ruling 
a  moment  ago,  whether,  if  an  expression 
is  used  in  the  course  of  a  debate  in  this 
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in  order  to  recapture  Khartoum ;  and, 
if  they  are  not  prepared  to  abide  by  this 
declaration,  what  steps  they  intend;  to 
take  to  defend  the  friendly  tribes  firom 
the  fatal  consequences  of  trusting  to 
these  assurances  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
I  am  not  aware  that  Lord  Wolseley  ever 
issued  any  Proclamation  in  the  sense  of 
the  Question.  I  have  seen  a  report  of 
a  speech  said  to  have  been  made  by 
Lord  Wolseley  to  some  Black  troops  of 
General  Gordon  in  which  there  is  some 
expression  to  the  effect  stated  ;  but  I  do 
not  think  that  Lord  Wolseley  ever 
issued  a  Proclamation  containing  any 
statement  of  that  kind.  As  I  have 
stated  already,  we  hope  very  shortly  to 
be  able  to  make  a  statement  as  to  our 
intentions  with  regard  to  the  troops  in 
the  Soudan;  and  I  cannot  say  more 
upon  tills  occasion  except  that  I  have 
not  the  smallest  doubt  that,  on  the 
movement  of  the  troops  in  the  Soudan, 
the  officers  in  command  will  make  as 
good  arrangements  as  possible  for  the 
protection  of  persons  who  stand  in  need 
of  protection. 

Sm  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH 
asked  whether  the  noble  Marquess  would 
be  in  a  position  to  make  the  statement 
to  which  he  referred  before  the  discus- 
sion on  Monday  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
I  doubt  whether  I  can  make  that  state- 
ment to-morrow ;  but  on  Monday,  be- 
fore the  discussion,  I  shall  probably  be 
able  to  state  what  orders  have  been 
given. 

Mr.  O'KELLY  asked  whether  the 
noble  Marquess  would  take  into  con- 
sideration the  desirability  of  issuing 
orders  to  the  General  commanding  at 
Suakin  to  stop  the  attacks  on  the  Arabs 
until  the  Government  had  made  up  their 
mind  what  they  were  going  to  do  in  the 
Soudan  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON : 
I  do  not  think  that  Question  arises  out 
of  the  Question  on  the  Paper. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— THE  AFGHAN 
BOUNDARY  COMMISSION. 

Mr.  MONTAGU  SOOTT  (for  Mr. 
Ashmead-Bartlett)  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  the  complete  text  of  the  De- 
spatch from  M.  de  Giers,  which  oontains 
the  following  words : — 

Cohnel  Dawnay 


« It  is  impossible  for  us  not  to 
cause  of  the  present  sitnation^  to  tbe 
aspect  ^th.  which  the  EngliA  Gi 
thought  it  their  duty  to  inrest  their 
Oommission,"  and  *'  we  cannot  pasa  Vr  ^ 
fact  that  the  loudly  proclaimed  iulaiiiav  ^ 
tween  the  Amir  and  the  Vioeroy,  and  its 
cose  surroundings,  must  oertainlj'  haTe 
boldeued  the  Afghstns  to  the  point  of  connBiJ 
such  acts  of  provocation  as  coold  oat  W 
tolerated  by  the  Bussian  military  antbofxtaeB ; " 

whether  there  is  the  slightest  fbvodft- 
tion  for  the  charges  thus  made  hj 
M.  de  Giers ;  whether  the  Boasiaii  Go- 
vernment have  asked  for  the  withdrmval 
of  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  and  other  Brxta^ 
officers ;  and,  whether  the  return  of  Sr 
Peter  Lumsden  to  London  is  in  oamm- 
quence  of  such  representations  ? 

LoKD  EDMOKD  FTTZMArTRICE: 
The  hon.  Member  will  receiTe  the  in- 
formation which  he  desires  from  the  Goc^ 
respondence  which  will  shortly  be  isii 
before  the  House. 

EGYPT— SUPPRESSION  OP  THE  "  B06- 
PHOEE  EGYPTIEN." 

Mb.   MONTAGU    SCOTT  (for  Ht 

Ashi£ead-Babtlett)  asked    the  Uvfe 

Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  A&in. 

If  Her  Majesty's   Ministers    will  )m\ 

upon  the  Table  the  words  of 

'*  The  expression  of  regret  to  the  Ftodc^  It- 
public,  in  which  Her  Majesty's 
associated  itself  with  that  of  Egypt ;  ^ 

and,  whether  it  is  true  that  7%§ 
phore  Egyptien  is  shortly  to  re-appear! 

Lord  EDMOND  FETZMAUBICE: 
The  words  used  by  Earl  QituiTilk  to 
the  French  Ambassador  were  recorded 
in  a  despatch  to  Her  Majesty's  Ambsf- 
sador  at  Paris,  which  will  be  laid  b«ftx« 
Parliament.  I  am  informed  that  d* 
owner  or  editor  of  the  paper  has  as- 
nounced  that  it  will  appear  in  a  ^ 
days.  I  have  no  reason  to  b^ere  tint 
this  will  be  the  case. 

8m  E.  ASSHETON  CROSS  suL 
that  the  Prime  Minister  had  stated  tint 
the  Papers  could  not  be  laid  npon  t^ 
Table  until  the  unknown  future  W 
been  rather  more  unrolled.  He  shooM 
like  to  know  when  they  were  to  hxn 
Papers  laid  on  the  Table  r^atxng  to 
matters  as  far  as  they  had  g<me,  nk 
down  to  what  date  tne  Papers  vooU 
go? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  The  right  boa. 
Gentleman  has  substantiallj  concernd 
the  Question  in  a  proper  maaner,  ud 
conveys  it  very  properly  in 
poetical  phraseology. 
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PARLIAMENTARY  ELECTIONS  (REDIS- 
TRIBUTION)  BILL— THE  NEW  DIVI- 
SIONS OF  COUNTIES— ALTERNATIVE 
NAMES. 

Mb.  FEANOIS  BUXTON  asked  the 
President  of  the  Local  Qovemment 
Board,  Whether,  considering  the  neces- 
sity for  clearness  and  concise  definitions 
in  all  matters  connected  with  the  Bedis- 
tribution  of  Seats  and  the  registration 
of  great  numbers  of  new  voters,  he  will 
recommend  on  Consideration  of  the 
Bedistribution  of  Seats  Bill  that  no 
alternative  names  shall  be  g^ven  to  the 
new  divisions  of  counties,  but  that  every 
such  division  shall  be  known  solely  and 
always  by  one  single  name  ? 

Sib  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  :  I  have 
frequently  expressed  my  dislike  for 
double  names ;  but,  looking  to  the  most 
recent  decisions  of  the  House,  I  doubt 
if  the  House  would  agree  to  strike  out 
all  double  names. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— RUSSIA  AND  AFGHAN- 
ISTAN—THE RUSSIAN  ATTACK  ON 
PENJDEH— THE  PROPOSED  ARBI- 
TRATION. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  What  steps  have  been 
taken  to  inform  the  Ameer  of  Afghan- 
istan of  the  agreement  recently  arrived 
at  between  Her  Majesty's  Government 
and  the  (Government  of  Eussia  on  the 
subject  of  arbitration  on  the  unprovoked 
aggression  of  General  Komaroff  on  Penj- 
den ;  and,  whether  the  Viceroy  of  India 
has  signified  his  approval  of  the  recent 
decisions  of  Her  Majesty's  ^Govern- 
ment? 

Mb.  HEALY  rose  to  Order.  He 
wished  to  know  whether  the  words  **  im- 
provoked  aggression "  ought  to  be  al- 
lowed to  appear  upon  the  Paper ;  and 
whether  it  was  not  an  insult  to  a 
Foreign  Power  on  a  very  delicate 
matter  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKEE  :  I  understand  that 
the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member  alludes 
to  an  expression  previously  used,  and 
that  the  words  are  referred  to  as  a 
quotation. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  If  the  expression 
referred  to  is  intended  to  be  a  repetition 
of  a  phrase  expressive  of  my  own  opinion 
it  is  nothing  of  the  kind,  and,  moreover, 
it  is  not  an  accurate  quotation.  What  I 
said  was  as  follows: — Upon  the  very 
first  day,  I  think,  of  the  arrival  of  the 
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first  telegrams  from  Sir  Peter  Lumsden, 
having  gone  through  all  the  material 
parts,  or  what  we  judged  to  be  the 
materialparts,  of  these  telegrams  as  they 
had  arrived,  I  stated  that  upon  the  face 
of  those  Papers  what  had  taken  place 
appeared  to  be  an  unprovoked  aggression. 
I  never  presumed  at  that  moment  to 
qualify  or  to  describe  the  incident  in  con- 
clusive terms,  because  I  knew  very  well 
that  the  information  which  we  had  re- 
ceived was  partial;  and,  in  point  of 
fact,  it  was  within  24  hours,  or  certainly 
within  a  very  short  time  after  the  receipt 
of  those  telegprams,  that  very  import^t 
qualifications  of  the  information  they 
conveyed  were  received  from  Sir  Peter 
Lumsden  himself.  So  much  for  this 
expression ;  and  I  will  only  observe  that 
there  is  now  Iei  constant  practice  of  in- 
serting in  Questions,  as  if  they  were 
matters  of  course,  matters  which  do  not 
touch  the  point  of  the  Questions,  but  in- 
volve assumptions  of  the  utmost  conse- 
quence, and  that  these  assumptions  are 
sometimes  made — as  in  the  present  in- 
stance— with  very  slight  regard  to  ac- 
curacy. As  to  the  substantial  part  of 
the  Question,  I  am  bound  to  say  that 
this  expression  had  escaped  my  attention, 
because  it  does  not  belong  to  the  main 
issue  of  the  Question.  The  Viceroy  of 
India  has  arranged  with  the  Ameer  the 
basis  upon  which  the  British  Govern- 
ment is  proceeding ;  and  if  any  further 
communication  on  the  subject  with  the 
Ameer  should  be  requisite  he  will  make 
it.  To  that  Question  the  hon.  Member 
adds  the  inquiry  whether  the  Viceroy  of 
Lidia  approves  the  decisions  which  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  come  to  ?  I 
do  not  see  that  it  would  be  any  part  of 
my  duty  to  answer  such  a  Question. 
The  Viceroy  of  India  must  be  taken  to 
approve  these  decisions ;  and  when  the 
proper  times  comes  the  hon.  Member 
will  have  plenty  of  information — perhaps 
a  little  more  &an  he  may  like — as  to 
what  the  Viceroy  does  think  on  the 
point. 

Mb.  ONSLOW :  I  must  remind  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  Viceroy, 
in  the  speech  he  made  after  his  return 
from  Bawul  Pindi,  also  made  use  of  the 
words. 

Mb.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN:  I  should 
like  to  ask  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  on  the 
point  of  Order  arising  out  of  your  ruling 
a  moment  ago,  whether,  if  an  expression 
is  used  in  the  course  of  a  debate  in  this 
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House,  it  will  afterwards  be  in  Order  if 
quoted  in  a  Question  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKEB  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  putting  an  utterly  strained  interpre- 
tation on  my  words. 

Lord  RAJTOOLPH  CHURCHILL  : 
May  I  ask  the  Prime  Minister  whether 
it  is  not  the  case  that  the  Viceroy  of 
India,  in  a  speech  at  the  Durbar,  in 
presence  of  a  large  number  of  Natives, 
described  the  attack  of  the  Russians  on 
the  Afghans  as  an  '' unprovoked  aggres- 
sion," without  any  of  the  qualification 
which  the  Prime  Minister  now  seeks  to 
introduce  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  have  not  be- 
fore me  the  exact  words  of  the  Viceroy 
on  the  occasion.  [Ironical  cheers  and 
laughter,']  I  am  not  sn^rised  at  that 
demonstration;  but  I  must  enter  my 
protest  against  it  on  behalf  of  the  dig- 
nity and  the  traditions  of  the  House. 
To  me,  personally,  it  is  a  very  small 
matter  that  such  demonstrations  should 
be  made;  but  to  this  House,  and  the 
future  of  this  House,  it  is  a  very  grave 
matter.  ['*  Order !  "1  I  am  not  out  of 
Order.  I  have  not  the  smallest  doubt 
that  the  expressions  used  by  the  Viceroy 
have  been  perfectly  warranted  by  the 
circumstances. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL  : 
I  shall  put  the  Question  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to-morrow. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— RUSSIA  AND  AFGHAN- 
I8TAN— THE  RUS80-AFGHAN  FRON- 
TIER— THE  BATTLE  AT  AK  TEPE— 
COLONEL  ALIKHANOFF. 

Baron  HENRY  DE  WORMS  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  letter  in  The  Daily  Newe  of 
Tuesday,  from  a  Correspondent  who 
was  present  at  the  battle  of  Pul-i- 
Khisti,  in  which  it  is  stated  that 
Colonel  Alikhanoff  ordered  his  Sarik 
Turcomans  to  attack  Captain  Yate's 
party;  whether  Captain  Yate  was  de- 
puted by  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  to  watch 
the  course  of  afiPedrs  at  Penj-deh;  whe- 
ther Captain  Yate  had  taken  any  part 
in  the  engagement  of  March  SOth,  or 
in  any  way  transgressed  the  limits  of 
his  Commission;  and,  whether  Colonel 
Alikhanoff  is  one  of  the  gallant  Officers 
whose  conduct  is  not  to  be  inquired 
into? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  The  Question  of 
the  hon.  Member  is  in  four  parts,  and  I 
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shall  reply  to  them  as  they  are  lUtri. 
With  regard  to  the  first  statemoit  h 
far  as  the  Russian  Government  ti  tat- 
cerned,  the  report  has  been  repodiifie^ 
by  them  in  the  strongest  terms.  Aa  fs 
as  we  are  concerned,  I  am  not  trav 
of  any  foundation  for  the  repoit  excrjt 
rumour.  I  have  not  seen  the  letter  r- 
ferred  to.  As  to  the  second  part  of  & 
Question,  Captain  Yate  was  aepoted  br 
Sir  Peter  Lumsden  to  watch  the  eosm 
of  affairs  at  Penj-deh.  With  regtritp 
the  third  paragra^,  so  far  as  ve  ot 
informed.  Captain  xate  took  no  part  i: 
the  action,  and  did  not  transgreas  ^ 
limits  of  his  commission  with  regard  1» 
it.  With  regard  to  the  fourth  paragrtpL 
Colonel  Alikhanoff,  as  I  presome,  etaad* 
relatively  to  the  agreement  in  enedr 
the  same  position  as  all  the  other  offices 
on  both  sides  who  were  concerned  c 
directing  the  operations. 

EGYPT  (WAR  IN  THE  SOUDAJ^ 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  asked  tb 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  WbedierW 
can  make  any  statement  with  regtid  to 
the  x>olicy  they  intend  to  pursue  in  ^ 
Soudan  in  the  event  of  a  peaoefol  nttk- 
ment  of  the  present  controrenj  vxfik 
[Russia? 

Mb.  JOHN  MOELET:  Before^ 
right  hon.  Gentleman  answers,  poky 
he  will  allow  me  to  put  another  Qw- 
tion  on  the  same  subject.  I  must  ^ok- 
gize  for  not  giving  due  Notice ;  bit  tW 
point  is  one  of  great  and  im">*^^ 
urgency.  My  Question  is,  whetiier  5 
was  in  accord  with  the  policy  aBnooa^ 
by  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  in  pie— t- 
ing  the  Vote  of  Credit  that  whit  wn 
called  the  "brilliant  engagement*^  d' 
May  the  5th  took  place  when  an  m- 
campment  of  Bedouins,  their  mam 
and  children,  and  their  flocks,  were  ^ 
tacked  by  General  Graham,  and  1^ 
men  killed,  although  it  is  alleged  bf 
eye-witnesses  that  they  nerer  made  nj 
serious  defence  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  In  regard  to 
the  first  Question,  I  am  not  abost  to 
make  any  statement  on  the  saJbjtdL, 
With  respect  to  the  second  Queetka.  1 
think  my  hon.  Friend  would  do  wcO  to 
put  this  Question  to  my  noble  Fm^ 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  to  ^hom 
it  belongs,  to  receive  information  os  ifc* 
subject. 

Mb.  JOHN  MORLEY:  May  I  it 
the  noble  Marquess  the  QnestioB 
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The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
I  have  received  notbinfi^  but  a  very  short 
telegram  from  Lord  Wolseley,  oontain- 
ine  a  very  short  account  indeed  of  some- 
thing that  appears  to  have  been  in  the 
nature  of  a  reconnaissance  by  General 
Graham  yesterday.  If  I  had  thought 
the  Question  would  have  been  put,  I 
would  have  brought  down  the  telegrtun 
and  read  it  to  the  House.  As  far  as 
my  recollection  serves,  it  does  not  con- 
firm the  particulars  the  hon.  Member 
refers  to  as  contained  in  the  telegram  of 
one  of  the  correspondents.  The  hon. 
Member  asks  whether  such  an  opera- 
tion is  consistent  with  the  terms  made 
use  of  when  the  Yote  of  Credit  was  laid 
on  the  Table.  As  far  as  my  recollection 
serves  me,  what  my  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  said  with  regard  to  the 
Shakin  Railway  was  that  it  was  not  in- 
tended to  prosecute  it  for  military  pur- 
poses to  Berber ;  but  that  it  would  be 
continued  to  such  a  point  as  the  Govern- 
ment might  consider  expedient  after 
consulting  with  the  Military  Authori- 
ties, and  that,  in  the  meantime,  further 
proceedings  with  regard  to  the  railway 
would  be  considered.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, I  do  not  think  it  is  incon- 
sistent with  that  statement  that  the 
railway  should  be  continued  till  such 
progress  has  been  made  as  may  be  de- 
sired by  the  Military  Authorities.  While 
any  progress  is  being  made  by  the  rail- 
way, of  course  adequate  protection  must 
be  given,  and  measures  of  the  kind  re- 
ferred to  may  bo  found  necessary  by 
the  Oommander-in-Chief. 

LoKD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL  : 
May  I  ask  the  noble  Marquess  whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  telegram  from  Lord 
Wolseley  has  been  communicated  by 
the  War  Office  to  the  evening  papers, 
and  that,  so  far  from  the  operation  being 
a  reconnaissance,  the  words  used  are, 
*' Graham  made  this  morning  a  most 
successful  raid  ?  "  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  noble  Marquess  whether,  in  the 
course  of  the  evening,  he  will  despatch 
orders  to  Suakin  absolutely  prohibiting 
the  repetition  of  such  aimiess  and  pur- 
poseless raids  ? 

LoBD  EUSTACE  CECIL:  Is  the 
noble  Marquess  aware  that  a  great 
number  of  sheep  and  cattle  were  driven 
off,  that  the  village  was  burnt,  and  that 
the  wells  were  blown  up  with  gun- 
powder? 


Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  May  I  ask 
whether  the  noble  Marquess  is  aware 
that  not  only  one  correspondent,  but 
two,  have  confirmed  the  report  ?  I  am 
told  that  even  three  have  done  so.  It 
is  confirmed  in  strong  terms  by  the  cor- 
respondent of  The  Morning  Post, 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
I  have  no  doubt  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Randolph  Churchill)  is  correct  in  re- 
gard to  the  description  that  is  given 
of  the  operation  by  Lord  Wolseley.  It 
appears  to  me  to  be  a  matter  of  very 
littie  importance  whether  it  is  described 
as  a  ''  raid  "  or  as  a  '*  reconnaissance." 
No  doubt  there  was  a  military  move- 
ment, and  no  doubt  some  fighting  took 
place.  In  regard  to  the  other  Ques- 
tions, hon.  Members  appear  not  to  be 
aware  that  a  body  of  broops,  or  more 
than  one  body  of  troops,  under  Osman 
Digna  are  still  threatening,  not  only 
the  advanced  posts  held  by  our  troops, 
but  would  also  threaten  Suakin  itself. 
Until  a  decision  has  been  arrived  at 
entirely  to  abandon  the  further  con- 
struction of  the  railway,  I  consider  that 
the  General  Officers  are  entitled  to  take 
such  measures  as  they  may  consider 
necessary  for  its  protection. 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY :  I  beg  to  give 
Notice,  in  consequence  of  the  answer  of 
the  noble  Marquess,  that  I  will  put  the 
Question  on  the  Paper  for  to-morrow, 
in  order  to  enable  the  noble  Marquess 
to  give  all  the  information  in  his  power. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  May  I  ask  the 
Prime  Minister,  considering  that  the 
House  is  occupied  in  voting  money  for 
the  Soudan,  and  considering  the  slaugh- 
ter that  is  going  on  in  that  part  of  the 
world,  how  soon  he  expects  to  be  able 
to  make  a  statement  on  the  subject  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  My  noble  Friend 
has  already  stated  that  on  Monday  he 
expects  to  be  able  to  convey  to  the  House 
the  instructions  which  have  been  sent 
to  the  military  officers  in  the  Soudan, 
and  I  think  it  is  too  soon  to  make  any 
statement  on  the  subject  generally.  It 
is  not  usual,  when  one  great  subject  of 
public  policy  is  locked  up  with  another, 
and  dependent  upon  the  conclusion  of 
another,  to  make  any  statement  in  re- 
gard to  it. 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY:  May  I  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  it 
was  or  was  not  a  statement  of  policy 
when,  in  presenting  the  Vote  of  Credit, 
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he  told  us  that,  as  to  the  Soudan,  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  Goyemment  not  to 
prosecute  further  offensive  operations  ? 
Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Most  certainly 
that  was  a  statement  of  policy,  I  con- 
ceive, of  the  utmost  importance ;  but  the 
Question  put  to  me  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man asks  me  to  make  a  statement  with 
regard  to  the  policy  we  intend  to  pursue 
in  the  Soudan  in  the  event  of  a  peace- 
ful settlement  of  the  present  controversy 
with  Eussia.  I  think  I  ought  not  to  be 
called  upon  to  say  when  I  will  make  a 
further  statement. 

CENTRAL  ASIA  — RUSSIA  AND  AF- 
GHANISTAN—THE RUSSO-AFGHAN 
FRONTIER. 

Mk.  MONTAGU  SCOTT  (for  Mr. 
Ashmeab-Bahtlett)  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  offered  to 
allow  the  Russian  Government  to  retain 
Ak  Tep6  and  the  Penj-deh  oasis;  and, 
whether  an  arbitrator  has  yet  been 
found  to  adjudicate  upon  the  breach  of 
the  sacred  covenant  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  That  is  a  Ques- 
tion with  regard  to  particular  communi- 
cations now  going  on  between  the  two 
Governments  with  respect  to  the  Afghan 
Frontier,  and  I  cannot  enter  into  expla- 
nations while  these  negotiations  are  in 
progress. 

Baron  HENRY  DE  WORMS  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther the  Commission  for  the  Delimita- 
tion of  the  Afghan  Frontier  is  still  in 
existence  or  has  been  dissolved  by  the 
recall  of  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  and  Colonel 
Stewart ;  if  it  is  still  in  existence  why  it 
is  considered  desirable,  as  stated  by  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  on  Tuesday, 
that  these  officers  should  come  home  to 
London  forthwith ;  whether  the  settle- 
ment in  London  of  the  main  points  of 
the  Afghan  Frontier  will  be  postponed 
until  the  arrival  of  Sir  Peter  Lumsden ; 
whether  the  date  of  Sir  Peter  Lumsden's 
recall  was  prior  or  subsequent  to  the 
departure  of  Mr.  Condie  Stephen  for 
England ;  and,  whether  such  date  was 
prior  or  subsequent  to  the  receipt  of 
Kussia's  acceptance  of  the  proposed  of 
arbitration  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  think  it  has 
already  been  stated  by  my  noble  Friend, 
as  to  the  first  head  of  this  Question, 
that  the  Commission  of  fiir  Peter  Lums- 
den is  still  in  existence.    With  regard 
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to  the  second  head — if  the 
is  still  in  existence,  why  it  is  oonsidercd 
desirable  that  these  officers  Bhould  ooat 
home  to  London  forthwith  ? — ^the  fact  is 
this,  that  as  negotiations  are  to  be  car* 
ried  on  here,  and  only  details  are  to  be 
examined  on  the  spot,  it  is  not  oonsidfised 
that  the   examination   of  details  is  t 
proper  employment  for  Sir  Pet^  Laflis- 
den,  a  functionary  who  was  de^atebed 
to  that  country  for  a  porpoee  of  a  muck 
higher  order,  and  that  is  the  came  of 
the  change  which  has  taken  place  in.  ^ 
instructions  to  Sir  Peter  Lnmaden  wi& 
Colonel  Stewart  to  repair  to  this  country. 
In  reply  to  the  third  head  of  the  Ques- 
tion— whether  the  discussion  of  the  maia 
points  will  be  postponed  till  the  amrai 
of  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  ? — there  is  no  sock 
intention.    We  are  in  full  commmuca- 
tion  with  Sir  Peter  Lumsden,  and  I  an 
not  aware  that  there  is  any  neoeaoitj  lor 
a  postponement.  Li  regard  to  the  fontk 
Question,  the  dates,  I  beliere,  are  m 
follow: — The  telegram  requesting  £r 
Peter  Lumsden  to  come  to  Elneland  wai 
sent  on  the  4th ;  the  acceptance  l>j  Roana 
of  the  reference  proposed  to  a  friendly 
Sovereign  was  received  on  the  3rd.    As 
regards  the  priority  between  the  instivc- 
tions  to  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  and  the  m- 
formation    from    Sir    Peter    I^unsd«a 
about  Mr.   Stephen,   that   informactiaa 
made  us  aware  that  Sir  Peter  Lninadea 
had  directed  Mr.  Stephen  tooomehoiM. 
It  did  not  state  the  date  when  the  dirse- 
tion  to  Mr.  Stephen  was  given ;  bnt  tb# 
information  to  us  was  despatched  on  tW 
22nd,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  the 
direction  to  Mr.  Stephen  most  have  beea 
either  on  the  same  date  or  a  date  inuns- 
diately  antecedent   to  it     I   haTe   no 
doubt  that  the  latter  gentleman  kft 
about  the  same  date. 

Mb.  LABOUCKEBE  asked  the  Hrst 
Lord  of  the  Treasury*  Whether  the 
House  may  entertain  the  hope  that  tb« 
permanent  presence  of  some  Conaolar 
or  Diplomatic  Agent  at  Herat  will  fona 
part  of  the  contemplated  axrangoaeat 
with  regard  to  the  settlement  of  the 
Afghan  north-western  frontier,  to  wboa 
the  Russian  Oovemment  may  apply  ia 
case  of  any  local  disputes  arising  in  ooa- 
nection  with  the  frontier,  and  who  wiS 
be  in  a  position  to  advise  Her  M^eskT''s 
Government  as  to  their  merits  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  I  take  this 
tion  to  be  in  the  nature  of  a 
suggestion,  which  might  well 
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ooneideration ;  but  I  think  the  hon. 
Gentleman  wUl  see  that  it  would  be  too 
early  to  make  any  Parliamentary  state- 
ment on  the  subject. 


EGYPT    (THE   SOUDAN)— MILITARY 
OPERATIONS  NEAR  SUAKIN. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  :  With  respect 
to  the  answers  of  the  Prime  Minister 
and  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
in  regard  to  these  statements  in  The 
Times,  I  would  really  ask  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister, Whether  he  himself  has  read,  or 
will  read,  what  is  stated  by  The  Times' 
Correspondent ;  and,  whether  some  com- 
munication will  be  made  at  once  to 
General  Graham,  or  the  other  officers 
commanding,  to  tell  them  that  these  acts 
are  not  in  accordance  with  civilized  war- 
fare—that villages  being  looted  and 
burned,  and  women  and  children  being 
fired  upon 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  This  is  an  argu- 
ment, not  a  Question. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  With  regard  to 
the  first  part  of  the  Question,  it  will  be 
my  duty,  in  conjunction  with  my  noble 
Friend,  to  get  the  most  authentic  in- 
formation of  what  has  taken  place ;  and 
my  hon.  Friend  may  rely  upon  it  that 
any  orders  it  will  be  our  duty  to  give 
will  be  in  strict  conformity  with  the 
pledges  we  have  given. 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS    OF    THE 

HOUSE— THE  REGISTRATION  OF 

VOTERS  BILLS. 

Mb.  PARNELL  wished  to  ask,  Whe- 
ther there  would  be  any  objection  to 
take  the  Registration  of  Voters  (Ire- 
land) Bill  first  to-morrow,  on  the  under- 
standing that  on  the  Motion  for  the 
Speaker  leaving  the  Chair  on  going  into 
a  fresh  Committee  the  question  of  the 
payment  of  registration  expenses  should 
be  raised  by  an  Amendment,  and  that  the 
result  of  the  debate  and  division  on  that 
Amendment  should  be  held  to  decide 
the  question  of  the  payment  of  such  ex- 
penses with  regard  both  to  Ireland  and 
England  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  when  he  was 
informed  yesterday  that  the  question 
which  had  been  decided  on  Tuesday  by 
a  small  majority  was  about  to  be  raised 
again  in  Committee  on  the  Registration 
of  Voters  (England)  Bill,  he  felt  it  ne- 
cessary, especially  in  the  absence  of  many 
Members  of  the  Government,  to  reserve 
the  matter  for  consideration.    With  re- 


gard to  the  course  of  Business,  on  re- 
Sectine  on  it,  it  appeared  quite  evident 
upon  the  face  of  it  that  when  it  was  de- 
sired and  intended  to  raise  again  a  ques- 
tion which  had  been  settled  in  a  House  of 
nearly  500  Members  that  that  was  rather 
what  might  be  called  a  serious  intention. 
It  was  an  intention  to  challenge  the 
House  at  large,  and  the  Government 
were  of  opinion  that  there  ought  to  be 
sufficient  Notice  to  Members  of  the  de- 
bate and  division  which  would  take 
place.  That  being  so,  the  Government 
could  not  propose  to  take  that  debate 
to-morrow.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  has  proposed 
that  the  Irish  Bill  should  be  taken  first. 
There  was  no  very  great  question  of 
convenience  in  point  of  time  as  between 
the  two  Bills.  Both  were  admitted  to 
be  urgent ;  but  as  the  English  question 
was  much  the  larger,  and  was  that  upon 
which  the  House  had  already  been  called 
upon  to  give  its  opinion,  the  view  of  the 
Government  was  that  they  ought  to  pro- 
ceed with  the  English  Bill  first.  That 
was  the  appropriate  method  to  give 
hon.  Members  the  means  of  again 
raising  the  point.  They  had  before 
them  the  Registration  Bills,  the  Parlia- 
mentary Elections  (Redistribution)  Bill, 
and  the  arrangement  made  with  regard 
to  the  Vote  of  Credit.  What  the  Go- 
vernment proposed  was  this — that  they 
should  make  an  effort  to  finish  what  re- 
mained of  the  Parliamentary  Elections 
(Redistribution)  Bill  to-morrow ;  and 
he  thought  ^considering  the  importance 
of  that  question,  and  the  relations  of 
different  portions  of  the  House  to  one 
another  with  regard  to  it,  and  the 
general  desire  there  was  to  close  it 
without  associating  it  with  contested 
questions — what  he  hoped  was  that  if 
it  should  be  found  that  it  could  not 
be  finished  to-morrow,  the  House  would 
not,  for  once,  grudge  meeting  on  Satur- 
day for  that  purpose.  There  was  no 
reason  to  suppose  that  there  would  be 
any  large  residue  of  Business  after  to- 
morrow. He  sincerely  hoped  it  would 
be  finished  to-morrow ;  but  if  a  small 
residue  were  left,  he  gave  Notice,  with- 
out asking  any  pledge  from  the  House, 
that  the  Government  would  think  it 
their  duty  to  propose  that  course.  With 
regard  to  the  Registration  Bills,  which 
were  undoubtedly  urgent,  what  the  Gt)- 
vemment  thought  was  that  they  should 
take  those  Registration  Bills  on  Monday, 
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if  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  were  dis- 
posed to  allow  the  debate  on  the  Vote 
of  Credit,  which  had  been  fixed  for  that 
day,  to  stand  over  until  Tuesday.  He 
should,  however,  have  no  power  to  se- 
cure Tuesday  for  that  purpose  by  any 
right  of  the  Uovemment ;  but  he  thought 
he  could  undertake  to  try  it  if  the  ar- 
rangement were  agreeable  to  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen oppposite.  If,  however,  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  attached  import- 
ance to  keeping  their  hold  on  Monday 
for  the  Vote  of  Credit,  the  Government 
would  take  Tuesday  for  the  Begistra- 
tion  Bills. 

Mb.  GOEST  asked  whether,  if  the 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Bedistribu  tion) 
Bill  was  finished  to-morrow  or  Satur- 
day, the  Prime  Minister  would  on  Mon- 
day make  his  promised  Statement  as  to 
the  legislation  contemplated  for  the  re- 
mainder of  the  Session  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  pressure 
upon  the  Government  had  been  so  great 
that  he  was  not  certain  that  he  could 
make  that  Statement  fully;  but  he  would 
make  a  Statement  sufficient  for  the  con- 
venience of  the  House,  and  consider 
what  might  remain.  If  the  Business 
proceeded  as  was  expected,  he  should 
make  the  whole  announcement  in  the 
course  of  next  week. 

Sib  STAFFOED  NOETHCOTE  said, 
it  had  been  thought  convenient  to  have 
the  question  on  the  Eegistration  Bills 
decided  before  the  end  of  the  week ;  but 
if  tha  right  hon.  Gentleman  thought  the 
other,  course  more  convenient,  the  Oppo- 
sition 'Wec^,  he  believed,  disposed  to 
take  th^rr^ngement  he  proposed.  But 
what  was  Qiore  important  than  the  ques- 
tion of  redistribution,  or  registration,  or 
anything  el^e,  was  that  they  should 
h^e,  as  Qj^ly  as  possible,  a  fair  oppor- 
tuni^  0^  hearing,  and  as  soon  as  possible 
afterwards  of  discussing,  the  statement 
promisQ4  V  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
W ^,  booause  they  felt  it  was  becoming 
urgentr^namely,  an  explanation  of  the 
policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
with  regard  to  the  Soudan.  He  should 
be  extremely  sorry  to  consent  to  any 
arrangement  for  putting  off  the  debate 
on  Monday,  which  would  deprive  them 
of  that  opportunity.  Were  tney  to  un- 
derstand that  in  the  event  of  the  Parlia- 
mentary Elections  (Eedistribution)  Bill 
being  finished  this  week  and  the  Eegis- 
tration Bill  put  down  for  Monday,  that 
the  latter  would  be  preceded  by  a  state- 

Mr.  Gladstone 


ment  of  the  character  they  bad 
to  expect  from  the  noble  Mazqi 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  ? 

Mb.   GLADSTONE  said,   his  noiile 
Friend  had  given  the  engagement  witk 
respect  to   Monday  with    every    dispo- 
sition to  keep  it;   and  he   hoped   tarn 
noble  Friend  would  be   in    a   poeitioa 
to  keep  it  in  the  letter  and  the  spirit. 
But  it  was  really  in  the  discretioai  of 
hon.   Gentlemen  opposite  to  detenaiB* 
what  the  course  of  Business  ehonld  bs 
on  Monday  and  Tuesday  as    betwwa 
the  Eegistration  Bills  and  the   debate 
on  the  Vote  of  Credit  What  he  thongil 
would  be  an  inconvenient  arrang«neat 
would  be  that  they  should   nominallf 
fix  the  Eegistration  Bills  for  Monday, 
and  then  spend  it  on  a  debate  on  ths 
statement  of  his  noble  Friend. 

Sib  STAFFOED  NOETHCOTE 
thought  that  the  arrangement  propoeeA 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  bt 
satisfactory.  They  understood  that  thiy 
were  to  have  the  statement  of  the  nobb 
Marquess  on  Monday,  and  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  undertake  to  get 
Tuesday  for  the  discussion  of  the  Tott 
of  Credit.  [Mr.  Gladstone:  Yes-j  Thflf« 
seemed  to  be  some  misunderstanding,  if 
they  had  the  statement  of  the]noble  Mar- 
quess on  Monday,  whether  they  woald 
not  run  the  risk  of  losing  the  opporta- 
nity  of  discussing  the  Eegistration  BOL 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  repHed  that  ^k 
Gt)vemment  had  the  arrangement  of  tk# 
Orders,  and,  that  being  so,  they  co«U 
provide  against  that. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH 
asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether, 
as  the  matter  in  controversy  was  raised 
first  on  the  Eegistration  of  Votexs  Tin- 
land)  Bill,  and  as  it  was  propoaed  by 
the  Government  to  insert  a  daQae  in  thai 
Bill  which  they  did  not  propose  to  iniMt 
in  the  Eegistration  of  Voters  (England" 
Bill,  it  would  not  be  more  oonTeaieat 
that  the  question  should  be  discniaBed  oa 
the  Irish  rather  than  on  the  Fj>gK^ 
Bill?  Gentlemen  on  his  side  had  as 
desire  to  raise  the  same  question  twice. 
and  they  would  be  content  to  take  the 
vote  of  the  House  on  the  Eegistratioa  o£ 
Voters  (Ireland)  Bill. 

M^.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  as  the 
House,  with  a  very  large  attendance  sad 
upon  g^ood  Notice,  had  preTionahr  de> 
cided  the  point  in  reference  to  the*£er> 
lish  Bill,  he  hoped  that  ihey  voski 
proceed  on  that  footing. 
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Me.  LABOUCHEKE  said,  tljat  Mem- 
bers in  his  part  of  the  House  did  not 
understand  how  any  assurance  could  be 
given  that  there  would  be  no  debate 
upon  the  statement  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  on 
Monday,  eyen  if  right  hon.  and  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  raised  none. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  if  he 
might  be  allowed  to  state  his  opinion, 
the  best  and  the  clearest  course  would 
be  if  his  noble  Friend  made  bis  state- 
ment on  Tuesday. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  hoped 
that  favourable  consideration  would  be 

S'ven  to  the  suggestion  that  the  noble 
arquess  would  make  his  statement 
to-morrow. 

Tub  Mjlbqubss  of  HARTINGTON 
said,  he  could  not  give  an  undertaking 
to  the  House,  because  the  communica- 
tions that  were  going'  on  might  not  be 
complete.  He  might  not  be  able  to 
give  a  full  statement  to-morrow. 

Me.  PARNELL  put  it  to  the  Prime 
Minister  whether  it  would  be  fair  to  allow 
the  question  as  to  registration  expenses 
to  be  decided,  and  the  discussion  taken 
on  the  Irish  Bill,  in  view  of  the  fact  that, 
practically,  there  had  been  no  debate  on 
the  merits  of  the  question  so  far  as  the 
Lrish  Bill  was  concerned.  When  the 
question  was  raised  and  decided  the 
other  night,  it  was  done  in  a  very  thin 
House,  and  almost  without  debate. 

Me.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  the  ar- 
gument of  the  case,  as  he  was  at  pre- 
sent advised,  was  quite  the  opposite  to 
that  indicated  by  the  hon.  Member. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  BAY. 


SUPPLY— ARMY  ESTIMATES. 
Supply — eomidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
(1.)  £58,100,  Divine  Service. 

(2.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"That  a  sam,  not  exceeding  £38,000,  he 
li^nted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge 
ifoT  the  Administration  of  Military  Law,  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  daring  the  year 
ending  on  the  31st  day  of  Maroh  1886." 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  wished  to  put  a 
question  to  the  noble  Marquess  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  "War  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington)  in  regard  to  a  case  which 
bad  been  mentioned  in  the  American 


newspapers,  of  the  alleged  deportation 
to  this  country  of  a  soldier  who  had 
been  formerly  a  piper  in  a  Highland  re- 
giment. It  appeared  that  the  man  had 
deserted,  and  had  gone  to  America. 
After  residiog  for  some  years  in  the 
United  States  he  was  decoyed  into  Cana- 
dian territory,  under  the  pretence  of 
finding  him  employment,  whereupon  he 
was  arrested,  put  in  irons,  and  brought 
in  that  condition  to  England.  It  was 
further  stated  that  the  American  Consul 
had  interfered  on  behalf  of  the  man,  on 
the  ground  that  he  was  an  American 
subject;  and  that  bis  case  had  been 
tried  before  a  military  tribunal  and 
dismissed,  on  the  ground  that  the  ori- 
ginal charge  against  him  was  unfounded. 
He  thought  the  whole  matter  was  one 
which  required  explanation. 

Thb  Mabquess  of  HAETINGTON 
said,  he  had  never  heard  of  the  case  until 
that  moment ;  and  he  regretted  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  had  not  made 
it  the  subject  of  a  Question,  put  after 
Notice,  in  the  ordinary  manner,  before 
the  commencement  of  Public  Business. 
If  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  had 
taken  that  course,  he  would  haye  been 
able  to  make  inquiry,  and  give  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  full  information. 
As  the  matter  stood,  he  was  not  able  to 
give  any  details;  but  if  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  would  put  a  Question 
to-morrow,  he  would  give  the  informa- 
tion asked  for. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  would  adopt  the 
suggestion  of  the  noble  Marquess. 

Genebal  Sib  GEOEGE  BALFOUE 
said,  he  had  to  complain  that  the  infor- 
mation supplied  with  regard  to  Army 
administration  was  very  meagre;  and  he 
thought  there  ought  to  be  an  annual 
Eeport  presented  to  Parliament. 

LoBD  EUSTACE  CECIL  said,  that  he 
had  last  year  pointed  out  to  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Judge 
Advocate  General  (Mr.  Osborne  Mor- 
gan) that  it  was  advisable  to  give  some 
idea  to  the  Committee  of  the  character 
of  the  offences  for  which  trials  by  courts 
martial  had  taken  place,  and  punish- 
ments had  been  awarded.  He  was 
under  the  impression  that  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  promised 
that,  in  another  year,  information  should 
be  supplied.  He  had  looked  carefully 
over  the  Eetum  presented  to  Parlia- 
ment for  their  approval;  but  he  could 
not  find  out  that  it  contained  any  fur- 
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ther  information  with,  regard  to  crimes 
and  punishments.  He  thought  it  would 
have  been  interesting  to  have  had  such 
a  Betum  in  connection  with  the  troops 
now  serving  abroad  in  the  Soudan. 
The  system  of  military  punishments  had 
now  been  entirely  changed,  and  it  would 
be  of  advantage  if  hon.  Members  were 
able  to  form  some  conclusion  as  to  the 
results  of  the  change,  as  shown  by  the 
nature  of  the  crimes,  trials,  and  punish- 
ments in  connection  with  courts  martial. 
In  the  present  state  of  the  information, 
it  was  impossible  to  say  whether  the 
misconduct  of  the  troops  had  been  great 
or  small.  Then,  again,  they  were  unable 
to  say  under  what  conditions  the  men 
were  kept  in  prison — whether  they  were 
detained  in  custody  at  Cairo,  Alexandria, 
or  elsewhere,  or  whether  they  were  sent 
home  to  serve  their  sentences.  He  hoped 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
would  be  able  to  give  the  Committee  a 
full  account  of  all  that  had  been  going 
on  in  the  course  of  last  year,  so  that  the 
Committee  might  be  able  to  form  for 
themselves  some  information  as  to  the 
merits  or  demerits  of  the  system  of 
punishment  now  adopted  as  compared 
with  that  which  formerly  prevailed. 

General  ALEXANDER,  in  moving 
the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by  the  sum  of 
£2,000— the  salary  of  the  Judge  Ad- 
vocate General — said,  he  desired  at  the 
outset  to  disclaim  all  feeling  of  hostility 
towards  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman opposite  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan) 
who  now  so  pleasantly  and  ably  dis- 
charged the  duties  of  Judge  Advocate 
General  in  that  House.  His  business 
that  night  was  not  with  the  present  or 
any  past  holder  of  the  Office,  but  simply 
with  the  Office  itself  and  its  duties.  He 
maintained,  although  he  might  be 
wrong,  that  there  were  no  duties  con- 
nected with  the  Office,  or,  at  any  rate, 
none  which  could  not  be  equally  well 
discharged  by  the  subordinates  in  the 
Department  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman.  What,  to  begin 
with,  were  the  duties  of  the  Judge  Ad- 
vocate General  in  that  House?  His 
principal  duty  was  either  to  pilot  the 
Army  (Annual)  Bill  in  its  several  stages 
through  the  House — work  which  could 
not  be  said  either  to  be  very  onerous,  or 
of  a  very  important  character.  His 
next  duty  in  the  House  of  Commons 
was  to  do  that  which  he  was  now  doing 
— namely,  to  be  present  at  the  discus-  I 
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sion  of  the  Army  Estimates,  and  mon 
especially  of  the  particular  Yote  now 
before  the    Committee.     In   the  thiii 
place,  it  was  his  duty  in  the  House  to 
answer  any  Questions  which  might  bt 
put  to  him  in  connection  with  the  De- 
partment; but,  as  far  as  he  (Genenl 
Alexander)  remembered,  such  Qaestiiw 
were  very  few  indeed.     As  a  matter  d 
fact,  no  Minister  of  the  Crown  in  di£ 
House  was  less  troubled  with  QnestkBs 
than  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Oend^ 
man  the  Judge  Advocate  G^neraL  ITtk 
regard  to  his  duties  outside  the  Hooss, 
the  first    and    most  important  vaa  to 
attend  Her  Majesty,  and,   having  pn- 
viously  read    and  ascertained   the  k- 
gality   of  the    proceedings  of  ill  ge- 
neral courts   martial,   to  snbnut  ^n 
to  Her  Majesty  the  Queen  for  reriaat 
and  confirmation.    He  had  seen  pizi- 
graphs  from  time  to  time  in  the  net*- 
papers,  stating  that  the  Judge  Adfoali 
General  had   had  an  audience  of  ^ 
Queen,  and  had  submitted  to  Her  Mi- 
jesty  the  proceedings  of  certain  ooott 
martial;  but  by  far  the  most  onenn 
duty  connected  with  the  Office  of  Jod^ 
Advocate  General,  outside  the  Hoba 
was  the  revision  of  the  prooeediogs  d 
many  thousands  of  district  eonrts  off* 
tial.   Mr.  O'Dowd,  the  permanent  Jn^ 
Advocate,  said  to  the  Committee  whick 
sat  to  consider  this  subject  in  oonneetiai 
with  the  Mutiny  Act  in  1878  that  thsv 
were  between  7,000  and  8,000  distzitf 
courts  martial  held  annually.    He  n- 
derstood  that  since  that  time  the  lum- 
ber had  very  largely  increased.    Hmti 
could  be  no  doubt  that  the  reriM 
would  be  laborious  indeed  if  it  inroM 
the    consideration    of    many   abstzvi 
legal  points.    But  everybody  who  hai 
served  in  the  Army,  and  espeoaliy^io* 
who  had  discharged  the  duties  of  a^ 
jutant  to  a  regiment,  would  knov  thtf 
that  was  by  no  means  the  case,  and  thtf 
the  proceedings  of  most  of  the  oooto 
martial  were  of  the  very  simpleet  pot- 
sible  character,  involving  no  qnetfiotf 
of  law  whatever.    Even  if  thoe  ▼«• 
any  difficult  points  of  law  to  be  a«- 
sidered,  it  would  not  speak  mnch  to 
the  system  of  examination  to  which  tW 
officers  of  the  Army  were  snbjectwi  i? 
they  could  not   be  dealt  with  by  xhi 
officers  themselves,  as  they  had  to  pM 
a  very  strict  examination  in  IC&bJ 
Law.    He  might  mention  that  the  m< 
of  cases  which  came  before  the  Js^ 
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Advocate  General  for  his  reyision  were 
oases  in  which  men  had  been  tried  by 
district  courts  martial  for  desertion,  in 
which  a  difference  arose  between  the 
Judge  Advocate  General  and  the  court 
as  to  whether  the  offence  amounted  to 
desertion,  or  the  minor  offence  of  ab- 
sence without  leave.  That  was  the  sort 
of  case  which,  as  a  general  rule,  came 
before  the  Judge  Advocate  General  for 
revision,  and  there  were  very  few  even 
of  those  cases.  He  submitted  that  such 
cases  of  law,  as  did  from  time  to  time 
occur,  might  very  well  be  disposed  of 
by  the  permanent  Judge  Advocate  and 
his  assistants  in  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  Department.  Mr. 
O'Dowd  told  the  Committee  in  1878  to 
which  he  (General  Alexander)  had  just 
referred  that  he,  or  one  of  his  military 
subordinates,  was  in  the  habit  of  read- 
ing over  the  proceedings  of  every  court 
martial;  and  he  (General  Alexander)  in- 
ferred from  what  Mr.  O'Dowd  told  the 
Committee  that  the  Judge  Advocate  Ge- 
neral of  the  day  was  not  in  the  habit  of 
reading  those  proceedings  himself.  The 
custom  in  that  respect  might  have 
changed  in  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman's  time,  because  he  (General 
Alexander)  understood  from  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  that  he  was 
in  the  habit  of  reading  the  proceedings 
of  all  these  courts  martial  himself. 

The  judge  ADVOCATE  GENE- 
RAL (Mr.  Osborne  Moboak)  :  Not  all 
of  them.  

Gbweral  ALEXANDER :  Well ;  a 
considerable  portion  of  them. 

The  judge  ADVOCATE  GENE- 
RAL (Mr.  OsBORNB  Morgan):  Only 
those  in  which  questions  of  law  are 
involved. 

General  ALEXANDER  continued: 
Of  course,  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  would  have  a  right  to  read 
the  proceedings  of  any  of  the  courts 
martial  he  liked ;  but  he  (General  Alex- 
ander) maintained  that  the  work  was  a 
very  unnecessary  work,  and  that  to  per- 
form duties  of  that  kind  was  very  much 
like  attaching  a  fifth  wheel  to  a  coach. 
Mr.  O'Dowd  was  perfectly  competent, 
with  his  two  military  subordinates,  who 
received  £700  a-year  each,  to  discharge 
all  the  duties  connected  with  the  re- 
vision of  the  proceedings  of  the  district 
courts  martial.  A  further  point  was 
that,  in  revising  the  proceedings  of  the 
district  courts  martial,  the  right  hon. 


and  learned  Gentleman  had  nothing  to 
do  with  the  severity  of  the  sentences, 
and  had  no  right  to  interfere  in  that  re- 
spect. Mr.  O'Dowd  told  the  Committee 
that  it  was  not  desirable  the  Judge  Ad- 
vocate General  should  be  able  to  inter- 
fere with  the  severity  of  the  sentence,  as 
that  would  be,  to  a  certain  extent,  an 
interference  with  discipline ;  and  His 
Eoyal  Highness  the  Duke  of  Cambridge, 
who  appeared  before  the  Committee, 
expressed  a  similar  opinion.  But  Mr. 
O'Dowd  further  stated  that  the  Judge 
Advocate  General  used  a  kind  of  back- 
stairs influence  in  order  to  secure  ^ 
mitigation  of  the  sentence,  whenever  he 
considered  it  desirable.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  friends  in 
the  Department  of  the  War  Office,  and 
when,  occasionally,  bethought  that  a  sen- 
tence passed  by  a  district  court  martial 
was  too  severe,  he  made  a  representation 
with  regard  to  it,  and  it  need  scarcely 
be  said  that  his  representations  were 
generally  attended  to.  Then  there  was 
another  very  important  point  to  which 
he  (General  Alexander)  desired,  for  one 
moment,  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Committee,  and  it  was  this — ^that  the 
judgment  of  the  Judge  Advocate  General 
was  not  a  final  judgment.  It  might  be 
referred — and  it  had  been  referred — ^to 
the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown.  Mr. 
0*Dowd  mentioned  a  case  which  occurred 
in  November,  1872,  in  which  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown  reversed  the  de- 
cision of  the  then  Judge  Advocate  Gene- 
ral. In  that  particular  case  the  War 
Office  had  appealed  from  the  decision  of 
the  Judge  Advocate  General  to  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown,  and  the  Law 
Officers  reversed  the  decision  arrived  at 
by  the  Judge  Advocate  General.  The 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  in  reversing 
the  decision,  were  of  opinion  that  the 
Judge  Advocate  General  was  not  so 
much  a  Judge  as  an  Assessor,  and  he 
(General  Alexander)  thought  it  was  just 
as  well  that  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  should  not  be  a  Judge ;  be- 
cause he  believed  that  a  great  evil 
might  arise  from  having  Judges  sitting 
in  the  House  of  Como^ons.  He  believed 
there  was  only  one  exception  to  that 
rule,  and  that  was  the  case  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Becorder  of 
London  (Sir  Thomas  Chambers),  who 
was  at  present  a  Member  of  the  House. 
Perhaps  the  strongest  proof  of  all  of 
the  inutility  of  the  Office  was  the  circum- 
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stance  that  for  two  years  and  four 
months  the  Office  actually  remained 
vacant.  From  April,  1871,  after  the 
death  of  Mr.  Davidson,  until  August, 
1873,  the  Office  was  not  filled  up, 
and  during  the  whole  of  the  interval 
Mr.  O'Dowd,  the  present  permanent 
Judge  Advocate,  discharged  the  duties  of 
the  Office  of  Judge  Advocate  General. 

The  judge  ADVOCATE  GENE- 
EAL  (Mr.  OsBOBNE  Mobgan)  :  Oh,  no ! 
The  duties  were  discharged  by  Sir 
Eobert  Phillimore. 

Geke&al  ALEXANDER  said,  he  was 
aware  that  Sir  Hobert  Phillimore  had 
been  nominally  Judge  Advocate  Gene- 
ral ;  but  he  had  been  under  the  impres- 
sion that  he  did  not  actually  discharge 
the  duties. 

The  judge  ADVOCATE  GENE- 
BAL  (Mr.  OsBOBNE  Mobqak)  :  That  is 
a  mistake ;  Sir  Eobert  Phillimore  dis- 
charged the  duties. 

General  ALEXANDER  said,  he 
thought  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentieman,  if  he  would  make  inquiries, 
would  find  that  Mr.  O'Dowd  virtually 
considered  himself  Judge  Advocate 
General  at  the  time,  and  he  stated  to  the 
Committee  that  he  had  been  discharg- 
ing the  duties  of  Judge  Advocate  Gene- 
ral for  a  considerable  period.  Certainly, 
in  the  interval  which  elapsed  from  the 
death  of  Mr.  Davidson  in  April,  1871, 
until  the  month  of  August,  1873,  the 
Office  of  Judge  Advocate  General  was 
not  filled  up.  But,  even  admitting  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  to  be  correct,  that  Sir  Eobert 
Phillimore,  who  was  ^so  at  the  time 
Judge  of  the  Admiralty  Court,  filled  the 
Office,  it  showed  that  it  was  not  abso- 
lutely necessary,  under  any  circum- 
stances, that  the  Judge  Advocate  Gene- 
ral should  have  a  seat  in  the  House  of 
Commons;  and  if  the  Office  could  be 
kept  vacant  for  two  years  and  four 
months,  it  certainly  appeared  to  him 
(General  Alexander)  that  there  was  no 
very  ^eat  necessity  for  filling  it  up  at 
all.  He  wished  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  Committee  to  another  point — namely, 
that  the  Navy  and  Eoyal  Marines  were 

'  represented  by  the  Judge  Advocate 
Ge^f^^  in  that  House,  and  that  when 

^estion     arose    in    reference  to 

courts  ffltf  1^*1*1  io  t^6  Navy,  the  Secretary 
to  the  N^jy  ^^  always  ready  to  answer 
it.  As  a  3b?**®'  ^^  ^^^*»  *^®  Secretary 
to  the  Navy^°®^®'®^  ^*'  more  quesr 


tions  on  such  subjects  than  the  n^ 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  J^dp 
Advocate  General.    With  r^ard  to  dw 
remuneration  of  the  Office,  it  a^ 
to  him  that  the  salary  was  verj  hi^  < 
pared  with  that  of  the  Financial 
tary  to  the  War  Office,  whose  work 
much  more  onerous.     The  Financial  Sr- 
cretaryship  to  the  War  Office  was  la 
appointment  instituted  byYisocNxntCod* 
well,  and  that  officer  waa  oertainlj  vsy 
inadequately  paid  compared   wi^  a* 
Judge  Advocate  Gener^  although  )s» 
duties  were  far  more  onerooa  and  ££- 
cult  than  those  of  the  Judge  Advocie' 
General.     He  (General  Alexands)  «a 
bound  to  add  that  since  he  cama  a^i 
the  House  he  had  heard  that  tiia  v^ 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had, 
porarily  at  any  rate,  talcen  upon 
this  additional  appointment  — 
that  formerly  followed  by  Mr.  Qodt  ■ 
Legal  Secretary  to  the  War  OfBoe.    & 
was  told  that  on  good  authority ;  b£ 
of  course,  if  the  right  hon.  and  ieuBei 
Gentleman  denied  it,  he  would  at  oaoi 
accept  the  denial,  and  would  oaijm 
that  the  denial  would  make  hia  case  C 
the  stronger,    because,    if  the  Jaip 
Advocate  General  did  not  perfjona  tb 
additional  duty  he  submitted  that  h 
had  made  out  a  dear  case  why  the  Ofic 
of  Judge  Advocate  General  in  that  'Earn 
should  be  discontinued.     It  i^peared  ^ 
him  that  the  Office  was  one  of  th» 
which  were  maintained  merely  liar  di 
purpose  of  muzzling  independent 
bers   who    might   prove    inoosii 
They  all  knew   the  great 
ability  of  the  right  hon.    and 
Gentleman,  and  that  before  he 
pointed    Judge  Advocate    Orexkmnl  ^ 
voice  was    frequently    heard    in   t^ 
House.    It  was  now  no  longer  hesi 
and  he  (General  Alexander)   waa  q» 
certain  that  it  would  be  of  adraata^  : 
the  right  hon.  and  learned   Qen.tkss 
himself  if  he  would  give  up  the  poa  h 
had  so  well  filled  for  the  last  fiTe  ytiev 
and  seek  from  the  Govenun^it^  as  k 
had  a  right  to  do,  an  appointment  mfot 
altogether  higher  lines.      He  did  »' 
propose  to  trouble  the   Oonunittc*  W 
going  to  a  division,  if  he  could  obts 
any  satisfactory  information    from  t^ 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gbntlemaa.    E- 
certainly  did  not  expect  to    mt   wami 
support  from  either  side  of  Uie  Hc^jp 
—either  from  those  who  had,  ov 
who  hoped  to  fill  this  position.    He 
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rale,  lie  invited  the  hon.  Member  who 
oommunicated  with  him  to  wait  upon 
him  at  his  Office ;  and  in  the  same  way 
he  was  prepared  to  invite  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  South  Ayrshire 
(General  Alexander),  if  he  wished  for  in- 
formation respecting  any  case,  when  he 
(Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  would  be  pre- 
pared to  produce  all  the  documents  in 
his  possession  to  show  that  substantial 
justice  had  been  done.  Now,  the  House 
would  see  that  the  number  of  courts 
martial  set  aside  for  irregularity  had 
been  decreasing  year  by  year.  In  1881 
the  number  of  courts  martial  set  aside 
was  246;  in  1882, 154;  in  1883,  116;  and 
in  1 884, 1 00.  Therefore,  in  the  four  years 
from  1881  to  1884,  no  less  than  616 
presumably  innocent  men  had  been 
saved  from  unjust  punishment;  and  it 
would  be  further  seen  that  the  number 
of  courts  martial  set  aside  for  irregu- 
larity in  1884,  as  compared  with  those 
set  aside  in  1881,  had  been  nearly  150 
per  cent  less.  It  might  be  asked  what 
had  caused  the  diminution  ?  Probably 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  was  not 
aware  that  many  of  the  difficulties  which 
undoubtedly  did  arise  in  1879, 1880,  and 
1881  had  been  got  rid  of  by  the  simpli- 
fication and  codification  of  the  law  in 
1881.  Last  year  a  book  revised  by  the 
Judge  Advocate  General  was  published 
by  the  War  Office,  entitled  A  Manual  of 
Military  Law^  in  which  each  of  the  de- 
cisions of  the  Judge  Advocate  General 
were  given  in  the  form  of  notes  to  the 
Army  Act  of  1881.  He  was  afraid  that 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  could 
not  have  examined  that  book.  Cer- 
tainly, he  could  not  know  the  amount 
of  labour  the  revision  of  the  book 
had  entailed  in  merely  putting  the 
decisions  into  shape.  F^bably,  if  he 
had  been  acquainted  with  these  facts, 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  would  not 
have  made  his  present  proposal.  But 
even  that  work  was  not  considered 
enough,  and  the  Office  was  now  engaged 
in  bringing  out  a  pocket  edition,  con- 
taining everything  that  it  was  necessary 
for  ofncers  in  the  field  to  know.  The 
result  of  their  simplifying  the  law,  and 
codifying  it,  had  been  to  correct  many 
of  the  errors  into  which  officers  pre- 
siding at  courts  martial  had  been  pre- 
viously led ;  and,  instead  of  246  wrong 
decisions  in  the  year  1881,  they  were 
reduced  to  100  last  year.  This,  how- 
ever, was  only  one  of  the  duties  of 
the  Judge  Advocate  General.    In  ad- 


dition to  the  duties  connected  with  the 
revision,  from  a  legal  point  of  view,  of 
the  proceedings  of  courts  martial,  the 
Judge  Advocate  General  had  another 
duty  to  perform — ^namely,  that  of  ad- 
vising the  Horse  Ghiards  and  War  Office 
on  le^al  questions,  many  of  which  in- 
volved considerations  of  a  most  difficult 
and  delicate  nature.  The  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  had  referred  to  the  retire- 
ment of  the  Legal  Secretary  to  the  War 
Office.  He  would  explain  exactly  how 
that  matter  stood.  Mr.  Clode,  who  held 
the  office  of  Legal  Secretary  to  the 
War  Office,  retired  in  1881.  His  right 
hon.  Friend  the  present  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Childers),  who  was 
then  Secretary  for  the  War  Depart- 
ment, asked  him  if  he  thought  it  was 
not  possible  to  effect  an  economy  by 
throwing  the  greater  part  of  the 
duties  previously  performed  by  Mr. 
Clode  on  the  shoulders  of  the  Judge 
Advocate  General.  Of  course,  he  said 
that  he  was  only  too  happy  to  perform 
the  duties  without  salary,  although  they 
involved  a  veiy  large  addition  to  his 
labours,  and  the  consequence  was  that 
he  had  effected  a  saving  in  the  Army 
Estimates  of  £1,600  a-year — £1,500 
in  the  salary  of  the  Legal  Secretary 
to  the  War  Office,  and  £100  per  an- 
num for  certain  allowances.  There- 
fore, since  that  date,  he  had  saved  the 
country  something  more  than  £6,000  in 
four  years.  Beference  had  been  made 
by  the  hon.  and  g^lant  Member  to  the 
duties  performed  by  the  deputies  in  the 
Office.  He  was  glad  to  be  able  to  say 
that  another  piece  of  economy  would 
shortly  be  effected  in  reference  to  those 
officers.  He  found  that  he  would  be 
able  to  get  on  with  three  Deputy  Judge 
Advocates  instead  of  four,  and  by  abo- 
lishing the  fourth  Deputy  Judge  Advo- 
cate a  saving  would  be  effect^  to  the 
country  of  £456  a-year,  making  alto- 
gether £2,056,  or  £56  in  excess  of  his 
salary.  In  every  transaction  connected 
with  the  Office  strict  economy  was 
studied.  He  had  pointed  out  to  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  how  entirely 
he  was  mistaken  if  he  fancied  that 
the  duties  of  Judge  Advocate  Gene- 
ral were  confined  to  the  revision  of  the 
proceedings  of  courts  martial.  There 
were  always  matters  arising  which  de- 
manded the  personal  attention  of  the 
Judge  Advocate  General.  A  consider- 
able number  of  questions  were  raised  in 
the  course  of  last  year  which  concerned 
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give  the  Oommittee  some  statistics  to 
show  the  number  of  cases  with  which  he 
had  had  to  deal  in  four  of  those  years — 
namely,  1881,  1882,  1883,  and  1884. 
In  the  year  1881,  the  number  of  courts 
martial  that  came  before  the  Judge 
Advocate  General  was  7,474;  in  1882, 
6,513;  in  1883,  6,026;  and  in  1884, 
6,108;  making  altogether  26,121  for 
the  four  years.  The  proceedings  of 
every  one  of  these  courts  martial  was 
read  over  by  one  of  the  Deputy  Judge 
Advocate  Generals ;  and  whenever  any 
question  of  law  or  evidence  arose,  the 
matter  was  at  once  referred  to  him  (the 
Judge  Advocate  General)  personally, 
and  he  did  not  hesitate  to  say  that, 
on  the  average,  at  least  three  or  four 
such  cases  were  every  day  brought 
before  him.  In  order  to  show  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  how  con- 
stantly occupied  the  Office  was  in 
endeavouring  to  do  justice,  he  might 
state  that  in  1881,  out  of  7,474  courts 
martial,  246  were  set  aside  upon  the 
ground  of  want  of  evidence,  or  for  some 
other  reason — that  was  to  say,  that  246 
persons  who,  if  this  contemptible  office  did 
not  exist,  might  have  wrongfully  suffered 
penal  servitude,  or  imprisonment,  had 
been  set  at  liberty,  or  had  had  their  sen- 
tences reduced.  He  maintained  that  if 
the  Judge  Advocate  General  did  nothing 
more  than  save  those  246  presumably 
innocent  men  from  undergoing  a  punish- 
ment they  had  not  legiuly  incurred,  he 
would  have  done  his  duty,  and  justified 
the  retention  of  the  Office.  He  did  not 
suppose,  for  one  moment,  that  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member,  or  any  other  Mem- 
ber, would  wish  that  those  246  persons 
should  have  been  pimished  unjustly. 
But  he  wanted  to  know  who  could  have 
prevented  the  punishment  of  these  inno- 
cent men  if  the  Office  of  Judge  Advocate 
General — the  only  individual  who  had 
the  power  of  revising  such  cases — had 
been  abolished  ? 

General  ALEXANDER  said,  he  pro- 
posed that  that  work  should  be  done 
by  the  permanent  Judge  Advocate 
General. 

The  judge  ADVOCATE  GENE- 
EAL  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  said,  the 
ion.  and  gallant  Gentleman  suggested 
t^!)at  the  duty  should  be  performed  by 
the^rmanent  Judge  Advocate  General; 
but  to^  permanent  Judge  Advocate  Ge- 
neral dM  not  possess  a  seat  in  the  House 
of  Commons.     He  was  not,  therefore, 
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able  to  answer  any  questions  thiiao^ 
be  put  in  the  House  of  CommoaBt  wt 
he  would  not  be  responsible  Is  ^ 
House ;    and  he  took  leaTe  to  ^k= 
whether,  but  for  the  indacemept  ci 
place  in  the  Government,    any 
competent  man  would  be  foond  to 
take  the  duties  for  the  salary 
to  the  Office,    to  aaj  nothing  ol  iV 
additional  weight  which  sack  a 
and  a  seat  in  the  House  gave  to 
Judg^  Advocate  General  in  deafiag 
the  Military  Authorities.     Every  «m« 
these  cases  had  oome  before  Iub  tk 
Judge  Advocate  General)  as  a  mastm  i 
course,  and  in  many  of  them  tks 
complicated  questions  of  law  whick  < 
be  conceived  had  been  involvsiL   fit 
did  not  mean  to  say  that  the  J«dc*ii> 
vocate  General  in  that  House  was  msn 
though  he  ought  to  be,  an  expat  lai 
On  the  contrfuy ,  he  deeply  felt  lus  ( 
ficiencies  in  that  respect.  Heoiilj 
he  was  more  capable;  but  he  had 
his  best,  and  the  result  had 
in  the  course  of  ^^^e  years, 
like  700  or  800  persons  had 
from  undergoing  what  was, 
an  unjust  sentence.  ThehonlaDdgifii^ 
Member  told  the  House  that  the  Jsdp 
Advocate  General  had  no  power  to  ittv- 
fere  with  the  severity  of  a  senteaee  if  s 
was  legal.  Thatwas  quite  true;  boivta 
he  (the  Judge  Advocate  Genetal  ^ 
covered  a  sentence  which  he  beliend  a 
be  unduly  severe,  he  took  the  oppor* 
tunity  of  mentioning  the  matter  in  m 
proper  quarter,  and  in  every  ease,  «r  3 
nearly  every  case  in  which  he  had  wtkt 
such  a  representation,  the  aentsact  kk 
been  remitted  altogether,  or  redneod.  Et 
might  tell  the  hon.  and  gallant  Ma^« 
one  thing.  The  hon.  and  gallantMso^ 
must  be  aware  that  the  courts  saital 
in  the  Navy,  to  which  he  had  islemd. 
had  frequently  been  brought  before  i^ 
House,  and  commented  upon ;  hot  ik- 
though    the    proceedings    of    at 
30,000  military  courts  martial  had 
through  his  hands,  in  not  a 
of  the  oases  dealt    with  by  him  kai 
the  decision  arrived   at  in  his   OftBt 
been  challenged  in  the  House  ol  Oemr 
mens.    The  hon.  and  gallant  ICsate 
said  that  very  few  Questions  were  pat  t> 
the  Judge  Advocate   Geaeral    ta   t^ 
House  itself;  but  he  (the  Judge  Aivv* 
cate  General)  constantly  reoeiv«d  letas* 
from  Members  of  the  House  ealKar  ■> 
tention  to  certain  proceedings.    As  a 


1881 


Supply—- 


{Mat  7,  1885} 


Army  Estimates. 


1882 


vie,  he  invited  the  hon.  Member  who 
tommunicated  with  him  to  wait  upon 
lim  at  his  Office ;  and  in  the  same  way 
le  was  prepared  to  invite  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  South  Ayrshire 
General  Alexander),  if  he  wished  for  in- 
ormation  respecting  any  case,  when  he 
Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  would  be  pre- 
>ared  to  produce  all  the  documents  in 
LIS  possession  to  show  that  substantial 
iistioe  had  been  done.  Now,  the  House 
vould  see  that  the  number  of  courts 
nartial  set  aside  for  irregularity  had 
>een  decreasing  year  by  year.  In  1881 
lie  number  of  courts  martial  set  aside 
ivas246;  in  1882, 154;  in  1883,  116;  and 
.11 1 884, 1 00.  Therefore,  in  the  four  years 
Irom  1881  to  1884,  no  less  than  616 
presumably  innocent  men  had  been 
»aTed  from  unjust  pimishment;  and  it 
would  be  further  seen  that  the  number 
>f  courts  martial  set  aside  for  irregu- 
larity in  1884,  as  compared  with  those 
set  aside  in  1881,  had  been  nearly  150 
per  cent  less.  It  might  be  asked  what 
had  caused  the  diminution  ?  Probably 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  was  not 
aware  that  many  of  the  difficulties  which 
undoubtedly  did  arise  in  1879, 1880,  and 
1881  had  been  got  rid  of  by  the  simpli- 
fication and  codification  of  the  law  in 
1881.  Last  year  a  book  revised  by  the 
Judee  Advocate  General  was  published 
by  the  War  Office,  entitled  A  Manual  of 
Military  Law,  in  which  each  of  the  de- 
cisions of  the  Judge  Advocate  Qeneral 
were  given  in  the  form  of  notes  to  the 
Army  Act  of  1881.  He  was  afraid  that 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  could 
not  have  examined  that  book.  Cer- 
tainly, he  could  not  know  the  amount 
of  labour  the  revision  of  the  book 
had  entailed  in  merely  putting  the 
decisions  into  shape.  Probably,  if  he 
had  been  acquainted  with  these  facts, 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  would  not 
have  made  his  present  proposal.  But 
even  that  work  was  not  considered 
enough,  and  the  Office  was  now  engaged 
in  bringing  out  a  pocket  edition,  con- 
taining everything  that  it  was  necessary 
for  officers  in  the  field  to  know.  The 
result  of  their  simplifying  the  law,  and 
codifying  it,  had  been  to  correct  many 
of  the  errors  into  which  officers  pre- 
siding at  courts  martial  had  been  pre- 
yiously  led ;  and,  instead  of  246  wrong 
decisions  in  the  year  1881,  they  were 
reduced  to  100  last  year.  This,  how- 
ever, was  only  one  of  the  duties  of 
the  Judge  Advocate  (General.    In  ad-  i 


dition  to  the  duties  connected  with  the 
revision,  from  a  legal  point  of  view,  of 
the  proceedings  of  courts  martial,  the 
Judge  Advocate  General  had  another 
duty  to  perform — namely,  that  of  ad- 
vising the  Horse  Guards  and  War  Office 
on  legal  questions,  many  of  which  in- 
volved considerations  of  a  most  difficult 
and  delicate  nature.  The  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  had  referred  to  the  retire- 
ment of  the  Legal  Secretary  to  the  War 
Office.  He  would  explain  exactly  how 
that  matter  stood.  Mr.  Clode,  who  held 
the  office  of  Legal  Secretary  to  the 
War  Office,  retired  in  1881.  His  right 
hon.  Friend  the  present  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Childers),  who  was 
then  Secretary  for  the  Wax  Depart- 
ment, asked  him  if  he  thought  it  was 
not  possible  to  effect  an  economy  by 
throwing  the  greater  part  of  the 
duties  previously  performed  by  Mr. 
Clode  on  the  shoulders  of  the  Judge 
Advocate  General.  Of  course,  he  said 
that  he  was  only  too  happy  to  perform 
the  duties  without  salary,  although  they 
involved  a  very  large  addition  to  his 
labours,  and  the  consequence  was  that 
he  had  effected  a  saving  in  the  Army 
Estimates  of  £1,600  a-year  —  £1,500 
in  the  salary  of  the  Legal  Secretary 
to  the  War  Office,  and  £100  per  an- 
num for  certain  allowances.  There- 
fore, since  that  date,  he  had  saved  the 
country  something  more  than  £6,000  in 
four  years.  Beference  had  been  made 
by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  to  the 
duties  performed  by  the  deputies  in  the 
Office.  He  was  glad  to  be  able  to  say 
that  another  piece  of  economy  would 
shortly  be  effected  in  reference  to  those 
officers.  He  found  that  he  would  be 
able  to  get  on  with  three  Deputy  Judge 
Advocates  instead  of  four,  and  by  abo- 
lishing the  fourth  Deputy  Judge  Advo- 
cate a  saving  would  be  effect^  to  the 
country  of  £456  a-year,  making  alto- 
gether £2,056,  or  £56  in  excess  of  his 
salary.  In  every  transaction  connected 
with  the  Office  strict  economy  was 
studied.  He  had  pointed  out  to  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  how  entirely 
he  was  mistaken  if  he  fancied  that 
the  duties  of  Judge  Advocate  Gene- 
ral were  confined  to  the  revision  of  the 
proceedings  of  courts  martial.  There 
were  always  matters  arising  which  de- 
manded the  personal  attention  of  the 
Judge  Advocate  General.  A  consider- 
able number  of  questions  were  raised  in 
the  course  of  last  year  which  concerned 
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important  le^i^al  points  in  reference  to 
the  Military  Department,  and  all  of  them 
inyolved  a  considerable  amount  of  re- 
sponsibility.   He  might  inform  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  that,  in  the  course 
of  a  single  year,   something  like  800 
Minutes  and  letters  were  written  by  the 
Judge  Advocate   General    in  which  a 
legal  opinion  was  expressed ;  and  he 
would  like  to  know  what  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Attorney   General 
(Sir  Henry   James)    would  say  if  he 
found  it  necessary  to  write  800  legal 
opinions  in  the  course  of  a  single  year. 
If  the  Office  of  Judge  Advocate  General 
were  abolished  a  substitute  must  be  pro- 
vided, and  surely  it  was  far  better  to 
have  a  Judge  Advocate  General  with  a 
seat  in  the  House  of  Commons  directly 
responsible  to  the  House  itself  than  to 
have  an  officer  altogether  without  respon- 
sibility to  Parliament.      He    did  not 
think  it  was  necessary  to  say  more.   He 
thought  he  had  shown  that  the  Office  of 
Judge   Advocate  General    was   not    a 
sinecure ;  but  that  it  was  one  in  which 
a  vast  amount  of  work  was  carried  on. 
He  had  pointed  out  to  the  hon.    and 
gallant  Gentleman  what  he  (the  Judge 
Advocate  General)  had  done  since  he 
had  filled  the  Office.    He  had  given  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  a  number 
of  statistics,  and  he  would  be  happy  if 
the  hon.  and    gallant  Member  would 
call  at  his  office  to  give  even  further  in- 
formation, and  to  point  out  to  him  the 
complex  nature  of  the  proceedings  in 
connection  with    some    of   the    courts 
martial  of  which  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  had  spoken   so  lightly.     He 
believed  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
had  made  this  Motion  under  an  entirely 
mistaken  view  of  the  duties  of  the  Office 
of  Judge  Advocate    General,    and  he 
thanked  him   for  having  afforded  him 
an  opportunity  to  give  this  explanation. 
With  regard  to  the  questions  put  by 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (Sir  George 
Balfour)  and  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
(Lord  Eustace  Cecil),  he  was  sorry  that 
they  had  only  the  Beturns  from  the 
Home  Army  for  1884    to  go  by;  but, 
as  far  as  those  Betums  went,  he  mieht 
say  that  there  was  an  unquestionable 
improvement  on  the  year  1883  in  the 
number  of  courts  martial  held.    This 
was  particularly  satisfactory,  seeing  that 
in  1883  the  number  of  courts  martial 
amounted  only  to  76  per  1,000  men, 
which  was  the  lowest  number  they  had 
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ever  had ;  and  he  might  mentioB  te 
in  1868  the  number  amoontBd  ta  144 
for  every  1,000  men,  so  that  tlMrU 
dropped  down  to  little  more  tkaa  o*- 
half  that  number.     He  bad  canfsjr 

* 

compared  the  Betums   from.  th»  Wr 
Office  for   188?  and    1884,    as  lir  ■ 
they  went,  and  he  found  that  tbe  is- 
provement  which   took   plaee  im  1^ 
was  still  being  maintained.     Tbexaa* 
ber  of  courts  martial  held  in  tito  HdB- 
Army  in   1884  were    10,040, 
they  were  10,703  in  the  prerioos 
As  to  the  punishments  infikted,  tkv 
were  6,899  in  1884  against  7,209 ialMl 
thus  showing  a  considerable  redacska 
There  had  also  been  a  great  diminutiaaa 
the  number  of  non-com  mi  aiioned 
who  had  been  tried  bj  eonits 
That  was  a  very  satisfactory 
he  had  always  held  that  it 
highest  importance  to  gpet  good 
conducted  non-commissioned 
1 883  the  number  of  ooorts 
non-commissioned  officers  in  the 
Army  were   nearly  10  per  cent  v^ 
last  year  they  were  nnder  8  per  cdL 
showing  a  substantial  decrease.    Ykm 
had  been  a  remarkable  decreass^  f^^ 
in  the  punishments  for    ilmiilw 
In  1883  the  number  of  men  %atA  ir 
drunkenness  amounted  to  103  per  l.id  . 
but  last  year  they  were  only  84  per  I,n 
He  had  no  desire  to  conceal  tne  i^aif 
side  of  the  question  ;  bat,  at  the  «■» 
time,  these  fig^ures  were  enoosrtfnc 
and  showed  that  there  had   been  a  vm- 
siderable  decrease  both  in  the  trials  mA 
punishments.      He  regretted  tliat  ^ 
Betums  in  his  possession  did  not  aasW 
him  to  give  the  number  of  crimes  «ii^ 
had  been  dealt  with  amonff  the  tiwfi 
serving  abroad.       He    had,    howfCL 
noted  all   the    proceedinga    of  eovtt 
martial  sent  to  lum  from  Egypt  up  to  t 
certain  date  —  namely,  since  ue  l«  d 
November  up  to  the  present  timei.  oi 
he  thought  the  result  was  highly  cb0«- 
raging.  The  total  number  of  oottrtsBV* 
tial  in  Egypt  and  the  Soudan  betveca  tb* 
Ist  of  November,  1884,  and  the  prsHi* 
time — namely,  May,  1885— had  oturb^v 
171,  and  of  that  number  there  had  sah 
been  two  general  courts  maiiiaL 
as  far  as  it  went,  was,  in  \ 
very  satisfactory  result.      He  did 
know  exactly  how  many  men  thcvv 
in  Egypt ;  but  he  beUered  the  aaBl^r 
was  somewhere  about  13,000  ;  and  that 
among   so   many   men,    then 
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haye  been  only  171  ooorts  martial, 
of  which  only  two  were  general  courts 
martial,  in  six  months,  was,  he  thought 
liighly  satisfactory.  With  regard  to 
seyere  punishments  —  speaking  from 
memory—  he  did  not  think  there  had 
been  many.  He  was  sorry  that  he  could 
not  giye  a  more  complete  answer  to  the 
question  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  West  Essex  (Lord  Eustace  Cecil); 
but  it  was  not  his  fault,  but  arose  from 
the  fact  that  the  information  he  had  to 
giye,  so  far  as  it  was  deriyed  from  official 
sources,  was  limited  to  the  Home  Army. 
Lord  EUSTACE  CECIL  said,  he 
had  listened  with  great  attention  to  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  opposite,  and  he  did  not 
wish  to  enter  mto  the  merits  of  the  case, 
so  far  as  the  Office  of  Judge  Adyocate 
General  was  concerned.  He  would  only 
say  that  he  did  not  quite  take  the  same 
yiew  as  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
behind  him  (General  Alexander).  At 
the  same  time,  he  could  not  quite  under- 
stand why  the  business  of  the  War  Office 
should  not  be  done  yery  much  in  the 
same  way  as  the  business  of  the  Nayy. 
In  the  case  of  the  Nayy,  there  was  no 
Judffe  Adyocate  Geneial  at  all.  He 
would  not  say  whether  that  was  a  better 
or  a  worse  system ;  but  he  belieyed  that 
in  the  Nayy  the  proceedings  of  courts 
martial  were  brought  under  the  notice 
of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  and 
if  the  First  Lord  found  any  occasion  to 
question  the  accuracy  or  the  justice  of 
the  decision  conyeyed  to  him  he  had 
the  Beport  cancelled.  He  (Lord  Eustace 
Cecil)  had  neyer  heard  that  the  business 
of  the  Nayy  was  not  done  satisfactorily. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  said  that  some  changes  had  been 
introduced  into  the  Office,  and  into  the 
duties  of  the  Office  as  originally  consti- 
tuted. It  appeared  that  the  present  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Childers), 
when  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  eyi- 
dently  thought  that  the  Judge  Adyocate 
General  had  not  enough  to  do,  because 
when  Mr.  dode  retired  from  the  position 
of  Legal  Secretary  to  the  War  Office, 
which,  as  he  (Lord  Eustace  Cecil)  hap- 
pened to  know,  inyolyed  yery  laborious 
work,  it  was  thought  that  the  Judge 
Adyocate  General  might  yery  well  do 
his  own  work  and  that  which  Mr.  Clode 
had  performed  also.  As  far  as  he  (Lord 
Eustace  Cecil)  was  acquainted  with  the 
duties  of  the  Legal  Secretary  to  the 


War  Office,  they  were  quite  enough  for 
one  person  to  discharge,  seeing  that,  in 
the  course  of  a  single  year,  something 
like  800  cases  came  before  him  upon 
which  he  was  required  to  giye  800  legal 
opinions,  or  from  two  to  uiree  per  day. 
Under  the  present  circumstances,  he  did 
not  think  that  the  Committee  would  say 
that  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man had  enough  to  do  for  the  salary 
he  receiyed ;  but  that,  he  thought,  hardly 
touched  the  point.  As  to  the  duties  of  the 
Judge  Adyocate  General  before,  it  was 
clear  there  was  not  enough  work ;  and  that 
had  been  the  opinion  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  when  Secretary  of 
State  for  War.  He  (Lord  Eustace  Cecil) 
only  threw  that  out  as  a  hint ;  he  was 
not  going  to  support  the  Motion  of  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend ;  but  he  would 
suggest  for  the  consideration  of  the  noble 
Marquess  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
and  the  House  of  Commons  generally, 
whether  the  practice  which  had  hitherto 
succeeded  with  regard  to  the  Nayy  might 
not  also  be  carried  out  in  the  War  De- 
partment. If  it  were  necessary  to  haye 
a  Gentleman  of  the  standing  and  rank 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
map,  let  the  Office,  at  all  eyents,  not  be 
an  honorary  one.  That,  howeyer,  was 
a  point  which  he  did  not  wish  to  go 
into,  or  to  press  upon  the  Committee  at 
that  time.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  shown  that  he  did  a 
large  amount  of  laborious  work  which 
appertained  to  another  Office,  and  he 
had  also  managed  to  dispense  with  the 
sendees  of  one  of  the  Deputy  Judge 
Adyocates  General  in  his  own  Office ; 
and  that  he  f  Lord  Eustace  Cecil)  thought 
was  in  itself  a  proof  that  he  had  not 
originally  enough  to  do.  He  (Lord 
Eustace  Cecil)  shoidd  be  the  last  person 
to  wish  to  disestablish  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  of  the  Office  which  he, 
no  doubt,  so  ably  filled ;  but  he  thought, 
without  any  desire  to  interfere  with  yested 
interests,  that,  should  promotion  happen 
to  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man, or  should  there  be  any  change,  it 
should  be  a  matter  for  the  consideration 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  whe- 
ther the  honorary  Office  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Q^ntleman  could  not 
be,  in  some  way,  arranged  for,  and  the 
duties  of  the  Office  performed  in  the 
same  manner  as  in  the  Navy,  and  whe- 
ther the  onerous  office  of  Counsel  to  the 
War  Office  could  not  be  otherwise  pro- 
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vided  for.  There  was  a  portion  of  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  which  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  near  him  desired  him  to  touch 
upon.  That  was  the  statement  that  246 
innocent  men  had  been  sayed  from 
punishment  by  the  revision  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  courts  martial.  He  (Lord 
Eustace  Cecil)  could  quite  understand 
the  sense  in  which  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  spoken ;  but  the 
manner  in  which  he  had  stated  the  fact 
gave  the  impression  that  the  men  were 
innocent  men,  and  ought  not  to  have 
been  tried  at  all. 

The  judge  ADVOCATE  GENE- 
BAL  (Mr.  OsBORNB  Morgan)  :  I  in- 
tended to  say  legally  innocent  men. 

LoBD  EUSTACE  CECIL  said,  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  that  side  of  the  House 
understood  perfectly  what  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  meant;  but 
coming  from  a  Gentleman  of  legal  at- 
tainments, who  they  knew  always  used 
the  right  word,  his  sentence  might  be 
interpreted  to  mean  that  the  men  were 
innocent  and  ought  not  to  have  been 
tried.  He  was  glad,  however,  that  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
explained.  With  regard  to  the  point  in 
connection  with  the  Army,  about  which 
he  (Lord  Eustace  Cecil)  desired  further 
information,  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  last  year  engaged  to  give 
that  information,  or  else  that  he  would 
make  a  statement  on  the  subject  when 
the  Vote  came  on.  He  was  afraid  that 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
was  not  able  to  make  that  statement,  or 
to  f  ulEl  his  engagement ;  but  he  under- 
stood that  he  now  engaged  that  the 
information  should  be  forthcoming  in 
future. 

The  judge  ADVOCATE  GENE- 
BAL  (Mr.  OsnoRKE  Morgan)  :  I  am  told 
that  this  cannot  possibly  be  done  before 
a  month,  or  two  months,  have  elapsed ; 
but  I  am  in  hope  that  next  year  it  will 
be  in  time  for  the  Army  Estimates. 

Lord  EUSTACE  CECIL  said,  it  was 
necessary  that  the  Committee  should 
have  the  fullest  information  before  it 
passed  that  Vote,  and  it  should  have 
information  not  only  with  regard  to  the 
conduct  of  the  Army  at  home,  but  with 
regard  to  that  portion  of  it  which  was 
abroad.  He  took  notice,  in  passing,  of 
the  increased  number  of  desertions  firom 
the  Army;  they  were  certainly  larger 
now  than  they  were  last  year.     The 
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number  for  the  present  year, 
to  the  Betum  which  he  h^d  is  b« 
hand,  was  4,300,  as  against  3,700  Ihc 
year.  He  was  at  a  loss  to  aecoiui  £v 
that  very  large  increase  in  the  maW 
of  desertions ;  but  he  obserred  that » 
two  arms  of  the  Service  in  whi^  dcis- 
tions  were  most  frequent  were  the  Ca- 
valry  and  the  Artillery;  and  the 
might  be  due  to  the  exceasi 
of  work  thrown  upon  those  oorpe^  Hj 
was  also  struck  with  the  eircaiiMtsB» 
that  a  very  large  number  of  eocrai 
martial  had  taken  place  in  the  ArtiiliiT 
as  compared  with  other  oorpe ;  he  W- 
lieved  that  in  the  ArtiUerj  liist  jev 
there  were  1,268  courts  martial — a  xm 
large  number  as  compared  widi  tb 
Cavalry,  for  instance,  in  whieh  t^ai 
were  only  740.  Without  makipg  or 
reflection  on  that  gallant  corps,  tk 
number  appeared  so  dispropordoBitt 
that  it  seemed  to  him  to  demand  aa  ex- 
planation, because  it  should  be  bocit 
in  mind  that  these  were  district,  mi 
not  regimental,  courts  martiaL  H? 
pointed  out  these  and  similar  mattoi 
in  passing;  and  he  oould  not  h^  it* 
curring  to  the  main  idea — that  Betaxs 
of  this  kind  were  most  uaefuly  beesMt 
they  gave  the  fullest  informatioii  to  tkr 
Committee  and  the  public,  and  beesMt 
they  more  or  less  formed  a  check  oa  ^ 
appointment  of  unnecessary  courts  bs- 
tial.  He  recollected  that,  in  the  tiar 
of  the  Crimean  War,  there  were  a  \b^ 
number  of  badly-conducted  eoldien  a 
the  ranks,  and  that  when  they  came  \amt 
there  used  to  be  courts  martial  duK. 
That  was  a  state  of  things  which,  for  Ui 
part,  he  very  much  deplored;  but  nowtbc 
education  had  so  much  extended  in  ^ 
Army,  now  that  out  of  84,000  ad&B 
at  home  all  but  3,000,  as  it  appeared  )^ 
the  Betum,  could  read  and  write,  k 
thought  it  was  time  that  courts  mactisl 
for  grosser  crimes  should  diminish;  ok 
he  was  greatly  in  hope,  with  ^le  itefi 
now  being  taken  in  the  direction  of  mi 
giving  the  men  unnecessary  woi^  aai 
not  harassing  them  either  at  home  or 
abroad,  with  the  steps  taken  toward 
dealing  with  offenders  summarily,  aai 
not  by  court  martial,  that  a  better  litfi 
of  things  would  shortly  preraiL  Btf 
he  again  impressed  upon  the  right  hoa 
and  learned  Gkntlemau  and  the  noUt 
Marquess  the  Secretary  of  8tatt  kt 
War  that  it  was  most  imp(»tant  far  tbi 
interests  of  the  Service  that  the  liiErt 
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information  with  regard  to  the  conduct 
of  the  Army  at  home  and  abroad 
should  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House. 

Mb.  HENEAGE  said,  he  thought  it 
was  not  necessary  that  there  should  Be 
a  Parliamentary  Judge  Adyooate  Gene- 
ral. The  War  Department  had  three 
other  Eepresentatives  in  the  House, 
while  the  Board  of  Trade  and  the  Ad- 
miralty had  only  two.  But  he  would 
like  to  know  whether  this  question  had 
not  really  been  dealt  with  in  another 
way  than  that  in  which  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  opposite  (General 
Alexander)  proposed  to  deal  with  it? 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  pro- 
posed that  the  Vote  should  be  'reduced 
by  the  sum  of  £2,000,  the  amount  of 
the  salary  of  the  Judge  Advocate  Gene- 
ral ;  but  he  (Mr.  Heneage)  understood 
that  already  the  War  Office  had  reduced 
the  Vote  in  another  way  by  the  sum  of 
£1,600,  and  that  the  amount  of  the 
Vote  was  also  to  be  reduced  by  £456, 
the  amount  of  the  salary  of  one  of  the 
Deputy  Judge  Advocates  General;  so 
that,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  Vote  was 
to  be  reduced  by  the  sum  which  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  proposed. 
The  only  questions  that  remained  were 
as  to  whether  the  right  thing  had  been 
done,  and  whether  it  would  not  be  better 
to  abolish — not  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend — ^but  the  Office  of  Judge 
Advocate  General.  He  did  not  think 
the  duties  were  very  onerous,  either  of 
the  Judge  Advocate  General  or  of  the 
Solicitor  to  the  War  Office,  because  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  hav- 
ing, as  he  stated,  done  the  work  of  the 
latter  for  over  a  year,  had  been  able  to 
compile  a  book. 

The  judge  ADVOCATE  GENE- 
EAL  (Mr.  OsBOBNE  Moroah):  I  beg 
pardon ;  I  said  I  had  revised  the  book. 

Mr.  heneage  said,  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  stated  that 
he  had  volunteered  to  take  upon  him- 
self the  duties  of  Solicitor  to  the  War 
Office,  and  that  he  had  thereby  saved 
the  country  £1,600  a-year.  It  was  pub- 
lic-spirited on  the  part  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  to  take  over  the 
duties  of  the  Solicitor  to  the  War  De- 
partment ;  but  he  (Mr.  Heneage)  would 
like  to  know  whether,  if  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  were  promoted 
to  another  Office,  those  duties  would  be 
left  to  his  successor  ?    The  Oofnmittee 
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had  heard  much  about  the  legal  know- 
ledge necessary  to  the  Office ;  but  was 
it  not  a  fact  that,  in  former  times,  it 
had  been  held  by  Gentlemen  who  had 
not  the  slightest  knowledge  of  Criminal 
Law  ?  If  that  were  so,  he  thought  it 
followed  that  a  knowledge  of  Criminal 
Law  was  not  necessary  for  the  Office  of 
Judge  Advocate  General.  If  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  divided  the  Com- 
mittee he  should  vote  with  him. 

Mr.  a.  F.  EGERTON  said,  he  was 
unable  to  perceive  how  they  could 
abolish  the  Office  of  Judge  Advocate 
General  without  altering  the  whole  con- 
stitution of  the  Army.  The  practice  at 
the  Admiralty  was  that  the  proceedings 
of  courts  martial  came  before  the  First  Sea 
Lord,  who,  in  case  there  was  any  doubt 
with  regard  to  them,  referred  them  to 
the  counsel  to  the  Admiralty.  He  had 
no  doubt  that,  practically,  the  proceed- 
ings came  before  the  First  Lord,  and 
that  he  gave  an  opinion  upon  them. 
But  he  thought  it  was  hardly  possible 
to  proceed  in  the  same  way  with  regard 
to  Army  courts  martial ;  and  as  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  shown 
how  heavy  were  the  duties  of  his  Office, 
and  how  well  he  earned  the  salary 
which  he  received,  he  hoped  the  Com- 
mittee would  not  adopt  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
(General  Alexander). 

Mr.  RYLANDS  said,  he  certainly 
thought  that  great  credit  was  due  to  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  for 
undertaking  the  duties  of  Legal  Adviser 
to  the  War  Office  without  any  addi- 
tional salary.  No  doubt,  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  and  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  were  perfectly 
aware  that  there  was  an  opportunity  of 
making  an  economical  arrangement  by 
adding  those  duties  to  the  duties  of  the 
Judge  Advocate  General.  His  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Grimsby  (Mr. 
Heneage)  had  drawn  attention  to  one 
point  on  which  it  was  desirable  that  the 
Committee  should  have  some  informa- 
tion ;  he  had  asked  whether  the  arrange- 
ment under  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  taken  upon  himself  the  duties 
of  Legal  Adviser  to  the  War  Office  was 
of  a  permanent  character?  He  (Mr. 
Bylands)  knew  it  was  quite  permanent, 
so  far  as  the  present  holder  of  the  Office 
was  concerned ;  but  he  wished  to  be  in- 
formed whether,  in  the  unfortunate  event 
of  the  present  Government  going  out  of 
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Office  and  a  new  Goyernment  coming 
into  power,  it  would  be  practicable  not 
only  to  fill  up  the  Office  of  Judge  Advo- 
cate General,  but  also  to  refill  the  Office 
of  Legal  Adviser  to  the  War  Office  ? 

thb  judge  advocate  GENE- 

BAL  (Mr.  OsBOBNE  Mobqan)  :  It  is  a 
permanent  arrangement. 

Mk.  EYLANDS  said,  his  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  said  it  would  be 
a  permanent  arrangement.     Well,  he 
thought  that  was  a  fair  reply  to  the 
very  important  inquiry  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Grimsby.    He  recol- 
lected that  it  had  once  been  asked  in 
^at  House  whether  the  Judge  Advocate 
General  was  a  General  in  the  Army,  and 
the  reply  was  that  he  was  neither  a 
Judge,  an  Advocate,  nor  a  General.   No 
doubt,  the  Deputy  Judge  Advocate  Gene- 
ral performed  very  important  duties  to- 
wards the  State^was  there  any  Depart- 
ment of  the  State  the  permanent  officers  of 
which  did  not  perform  important  duties  ? 
He  was  disposed  to  believe  that  the  pre- 
sent Judge  Advocate  General  brought  to 
^e  Office  not  only  great  zeal,  but  great 
ability.    The  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
Eustace  Cecil)  had  alluded  to  a  very 
serious  matter — ^namely,  the  desertions 
which  took  place  itova  the  Army.    Now, 
he  (Mr.  Bylands)  went  entirely  with  the 
spirit  of  the  noble  Lord's  remarks.     He 
thought  it  of  the  greatest  possible  con- 
sequence that    they  should  make  the 
condition  of  the  soldiers  as  comfortable 
as  possible,  and  also  such  as  was  con- 
sistent  vnth    their    own    self-respect, 
and   free    i^m    unnecessary  interfer- 
ence—that they   should  treat  the  sol- 
dier in  such  a  way  as  would  encou- 
rage him  to  like  his  corps,  and  not  in  a 
spirit  calculated  to  induce  him  to  desert. 
But  punishments  were  necessary,  and 
in  that  respect  he  thought  that  the  right 
hon.   and  learned  Gentleman  filled   a 
position  of  great  responsibility ;  it  was 
a  position  which,  in  ms  (Mr.  Eylands's) 
opinion,  he  had  no  right  to  delegate  to 
any  deputy.    The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  stood  there  as  the  adminis- 
trator of  justice  in  the  Army,  and  it 
would  be  quite  ri^ht  for  the  House  to 
hold  him  responsible  if  any  failure  of 
justice  occurred.      Under  the  circum- 
stances, he  should  not  be  willing  at  the 
present  time  to  see  the  Office  in  ques- 
tion abolished.    If  any  inquiry  should 
be    made   hereafter  into    the    various 
branches  of  the   Military  Service,  he 
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should  think  that  then  possibly  tiw 
Office  of  Judg^  Advocate  General  migkt 
be  put  into  the  crucible;  bat  for  tb* 
present  he  should  certainly  not  sappoct 
the  Amendment  before  the  Committee. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  he  mast  qiMi- 
tion  the  policy  of  the  hon.  and  giiliBi 
Member  for  Ayrshire  (General  Alsr- 
ander)  in  moving  this  Amendment.    IW 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  i^eneraliy  took 
an  enlightened  view  of  military  msttfry 
over  which  he  believed  he  was  *^iTviq<T 
to  establish  the  control  of  the  Hobm. 
He  ((Dolonel  Nolcm)  would  be  altogedMr 
against  the  abolition  of  the  Office  d 
Judge  Advocate  General,  not  only  W 
cause  they  had  in  that  Office  a  very  aUt 
and  courteous  Gentleman,  bat  bectm 
he  believed  that  the  abolition  of  tW 
Office  would  be  a  great  injastioe  to  tkt 
private  soldier,  and  that  the  wtor^  of 
the  Army  would  be  thereby  Texy  aeciouij 
impaired.    Those  would  be  great  trik. 
He  did  not  think  that  ordinary  Geaenl 
Officers  could  know  anvthin^  aboot  Cn- 
minalLaw.  Sir  Ed  wara  Ward  was  mm  ex- 
ception, because  he  was  a  banister,  asi 
had  practised  in  Court ;  bat  the  msjo- 
riiy  of  Generals  proceeded  only  on  red- 
tape  ideas,  and  as  to  looking  into  t^ 
evidence  to  see  that  it  folly  established 
the  charge,  that  was  a  matter  sboat 
which  they  knew  very  little.  He  thoo^ 
it  absolutely  necessary  that  the  Amj 
should  have  a  real  lawyer  to  saportiM 
the  proceedings  of  oourts  martisl,  sbI 
he  believed  that  they  had  a  very  nffir'iir 
one  at  the  present  moment.     It  mi^ 
be  said  that  there  were  now  three  or  kor 
barristers  in  the  Army,  and  that  ow  d 
them  might  discharge  the  duties  of  tfai 
Office.    He  believed  that  that  pnpos- 
tion  had  received  a  certain  amooas  of 
support ;  but  his  own  opinion  was  tta 
it  would  be  a  very  dangerooa  ezpcn- 
ment,  because  those  officers   woola  bo 
entirely  under  the  influence  of  the  Cott- 
mander-in-Chief  .    If  the  Office  of  Jadi:* 
Advocate  General  were  abolidied,  ke 
supposed  that  a  banister  woald  be  em- 
ployed ;  and  that,  in  his  opinion,  weali 
be   extremely  wrong  from  a    militvT 
point  of  view.    The  position  of  the  Aisy 
would  be  totally  changed  if  thert  vw 
no  Judge  Advocate  GeneraL     At  tb* 
present  moment  a  private  soldier  eoaU 
ask  the  opinion  of  the  Judge  Advocaa 
Generid  upon  any  point  of  ICiitaiy  L&v 
A  private  soldier  who  knew  *^«t?^i»|> 
about  Common  Law  or  Military  Lav 
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ooold  write  to  a  Member  of  Parliament 
concerning  any  point  of  Military  Law  in 
which  he  was  interested,  and  that  Mem- 
ber could  go   to  the  Judge  Adyocate 
General,  who  would  set  him  right,  and 
show  whether  there  was  any  foundation 
for  the  complaint  the  soldier  might  have. 
If  the  Office  were  abolished,  who  was 
the  Member  of  Parliament  to  g^  to? 
He  would  haye  to  go  to  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,   who,  perhaps,  would 
know  much  less  about  the  law  than  the 
Member  himself;    for  it  was  not  the 
business  of  the  Secretary  of  State  to 
know  anything  about  the  law.    There- 
fore, as  he  had  said,  if  the  Office  were 
abolished,  the  Member  of  Parliament 
would  have  no  means  of  obtaining  any 
redress  desired  except  by  going  to  the 
Commander-in-Chief,  or  refusing  Sup- 
ply.    He  (Colonel  Nolan)  thought  the 
present  plan  a  very  good  one.    Of  course, 
the  Navy  was  very  different  to  the  Army. 
The  Navy  was  generally  afloat.    In  the 
whole  of  his  Parliamentary  experience, 
he  never  received  a  letter  ixom  a  sailor 
with  respect  to  a  point  of  law ;  whereas 
he  had  received  hundreds  of  letters  from 
soldiers.     Our  Constitution  taught  us  to 
be  extremely  jealous  of  the  Ajmy,  but 
not  of  the  Navy.    The  Army  was  a  very 
Constitutional  one;  but  it  might  take 
power  into  its  own  hands.    It  was  very 
necessary,  therefore,  that  people  shoula 
be  jealous  of  the  Army,  and  keep  the 
control  of  it  in  their  own  hands.  Through 
the  Judge  Advocate  General,  Members 
of   ParHament    could  exercise  a  very 
strict  and  Constitutional  control  over  the 
Army,  not  only  in  a  general  way,  but  in 
matters  of  detail,  and  particidarly  in 
respect  to  the  administration  of  justice 
in  the  Army.    They  would  commit  a 
great  mistake  if   they    abolished  the 
Office.    It  was  true  they  would  not  pay 
the  salary  of  £2,000  a-year;  but  they 
would  be  required  to  pay  large  sums  for 
counsel's  opinions,  and  they  would  lose 
that  control  which,  in  the  interest  of  the 
Army  and  the  country,  it  was  very  de- 
sirable Parliament  should  exercise. 

Mb.  JOHNSON  said,  that,  of  course, 
they  knew  the  Judge  Advocate  General 
had  very  important  cases  to  look  into ; 
but  he  should  like  to  know  how  trivial 
cases,  such  as  one  which  had  come  under 
his  (Mr.  Johnson's)  notice,  came  under 
the  Judge  Advocate  General's  judgment? 
Some  time  ago  he  was  at  Chatham 
Station,  waiting  for  the  train,  and  there 


he  met  some  officers  with  whom  he  fell 
into  conversation.  He  asked  them  where 
they  came  from,  and  they  told  him  they 
came  from  Maidstone,  where  they  had 
been  serving  on  a  court  martial ;  and  it 
came  out,  as  a  matter  of  joke,  that  they 
had  travelled  considerable  distances,  at 
the  public  expense,  to  try  a  wretched 
boy — a  boy  who  had  only  been  a  few 
hours  in  one  of  the  Militia  regiments — 
for  not  having  sufficiently  washed  him- 
self. It  appeared  that  the  boy,  who  had 
just  been  taken  from  the  plough,  was 
not  over  fond  of  soap  and  water ;  he  was 
reprimanded  by  hislance  corporal,  who, 
possibly,  was  only  a  minute  and  a  half 
his  senior,  the  boy  told  him  to  go  to  Bath 
or  something  of  the  kind,  and  was 
reported  to  the  Colonel.  He  (Mr.  John- 
son) was  not  conversant  with  Military 
liaw;  but  he  should  have  thought  that 
a  reprimand  from  the  Colonel,  or  con- 
finement to  barracks  for  an  hour  or  two, 
would  have  met  the  justice  of  the  case. 
Instead  of  that,  however,  a  court  martial 
was  ordered.  Three  or  four  officers  were 
brought  from  Canterbury  to  Maidstone, 
at  something  like  an  expense  to  the 
country  of  from  £d  to  £10,  merely  to  try 
this  boy.  ^'  Mony  a  mickle  makes  a 
muckle,"  and  £5  and  £10  soon  mounted 
up  to  large  sums;  and  therefore  he 
thought  that  if  some  means  could  be 
found  of  settling  such  trivial  cases  like 
that,  without  putting  the  country  to 
expense  besides  taking  three  or  four 
officers  from  their  duties,  a  great  step  in 
advance  would  be  made. 

Me.  WILLIAM  BEDMOND  said,  he 
had  noticed,  since  he  was  elected  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  House,  a  great  disposition  on 
the  part  of  hon.  Members  to  make  a 
great  ado  about  very  small  sums  of 
money ;  while  they  offered  no  opposition 
whatever  to  very  lavish  expenditure  for 
very  unworthy  purposes.  He  had 
noticed  this  disposition  very  strongly 
marked  in  hon.  Members  who  sat  below 
the  Gangway  opposite  and  called  them- 
selves Badicals.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Burnley  (Mr.  Bylands)  had  expressed  the 
extreme  indignation  which  he  felt  that 
the  management  of  affairs  in  this  coun- 
try allowed  the  Judge  Advocate  General 
to  receive  a  salary  of  £2,000  a-year. 
When  the  Vote  was  a8kedfor£ll,000,000 
sterling,  hon.  Members,  like  the  hon. 
Member  for  Burnley,  had  very  little  to 
say,  either  about  the  advisability  of  the 
expenditure  of  that  money,  or  as  to  the 
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lack  of  economy,  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
yemment,  which  allowed  such  expendi- 
ture to  be  made.  It  was  extremely  irk- 
some to  listen  to  debates  carried 
on  by  men  who  were  supposed  to  be  sen- 
sible men,  and  to  have  some  degree  of 
common  sense — ^it  was  extremely  irk- 
some to  listen  to  such  debates  as  that 
which  had  just  taken  place.  None  of 
the  speeches  delivered  that  night  had 
contained  a  single  bit  of  information; 
they  were  mere  dry  repetition,  and  so 
far  as  hecould  see  the  only  object  thathon. 
Members  had  in  delivering  them  was  to 
waste  the  time  of  the  Committee.  If 
the  hon.  Members  who  had  taken  part 
in  the  debate  had  been  Irish  Members, 
the  Committee  would  have  howled  at 
them,  and  very  possibly  to-morrow  they 
would  have  been  accused  by  the  English 
Press  of  wilful  Obstruction.  But,  as 
those  hon.  Members  were  not  Irish 
Members,  he  supposed  that  all  the 
twaddle  which  had  been  talked  that 
evening  would  be  put  down  by  the  Eng- 
lish Press  to  the  great  solicitude  which 
was  felt  by  the  hon.  Members  of  the 
House  that  the  affairs  of  the  country 
should  be  managed  as  economically  as 
possible.  He  did  nbi  care  very  much 
whether  the  Office  of  Judge  Advocate 
General  was  abolished  or  not.  He  was 
not  very  much  interested  in  the  matter ; 
but  having  listened  to  the  debate — ^he 
regretted  that  he  had  allowed  himself 
to  listen  to  it  instead  of  going  to  dinner 
long  ago — he  certainly  felt 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber's  remarks  concerning  other  I4^embers 
of  the  House  are  not  proper.  It  is  for- 
bidden by  the  Bules  of  Parliament  for 
an  hon.  Member  to  use  language  which  is 
calculated  to  be  offensive  to  his  brother 
Members. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  EEDMOND  said,  he 
was  sure  the  Chairman  would  believe 
him  when  he  said  he  had  not  the 
slightest  intention  of  being  offensive 
in  any  way.  He  had  no  intention 
whatever  of  being  unnecessarily  offen- 
sive, or  offensive  at  all,  to  any  hon. 
Members  of  the  House ;  and  if  he  had 
been  so,  he  should  endeavour,  in  the 
few  remarks  which  he  wished  now  to 
address  to  the  Committee,  not  to  offend 
again.  He  merely  rose  for  the  purpose 
of  saying  that,  in  his  opinion,  it  was 
absolutely  absurd  for  hon.  Members  to 
oome  down  to  the  House,  and  object, 
upon  the  score  of  economy,  to  a  hard- 
ily. William  lUdmond 


working  official  getting  a  saJny  of 
£2.000  a-year,  while  they  offered  so 
objection  to  expenditure  of  milKioss  of 
money  for  the  most  unworthy  pnzpoaet. 
He  did  not  know  whether  the  Committoe 
would  go  to  a  division ;  but  if  they  did 
he  should  certainly  rote  against  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man (General  Alexander). 

Mr.  sexton  said,  he  wished  to  u^ 
what  steps  had  been  taken  to  ap^y  tW 
Military  Law  to  a  series  of  ontztfei 
committed  by  soldiers  a  few  ni^ts  st« 
in  the  town  of  Downpatrick  ?  He  pm  i 
Question  last  week  with  regard  to  t^ 
manner  in  which  these  men  wen  bil- 
leted in  the  town.  Some  time  ago  tkt 
Government  gave  £1,000  for  the  toias: 
right  of  a  piece  of  land  in  Downpatnek. 
and  in  the  town  itself  there  were  a  soft- 
cient  number  of  unoccupied  houses  to 
give  accommodation  to  all  the  men.  Ii 
the  exercise  of  their  judgment,  the  Go- 
vernment had  billeted  the  men  ia  tiki 
vicinity  of  the  town.  He  b^eved  tkat 
the  men  were  Protestants,  and  that  t^ 
had  been  mostly  billeted  on  Oadiofia. 
Now,  Downpatrick  was  a  plaee  wtee 
religious  feeling  influenced  poHtkal  fee^ 
ing ;  and  it  might  have  been  foreseen  bj 
the  authorities  that  the  system  of  billet- 
ing which  had  been  adopted  woold  leei 
to  undesirable  results.  When  he  pi: 
the  Question  last  week,  the  noble  lUs^ 
quess  the  Secretary  of  State  for  T^ir 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  said  z 
was  not  usual  to  camp  men  out  belon 
the  1st  of  May,  and  there  were  not  soft- 
oient  unoccupied  houses  in  the  tovx  ti 
accommodate  them.  (He  (Mr.  Seztoc 
had  learned  since  that  the  latter  sttip- 
ment  was  not  correct.  Anyhow,  litf 
week  there  were  horse  races  near  tdr 
town,  and  it  was  very  desbrabfe  tbM 
care  should  be  taken  to  keep  the  na 
apart  from  the  general  body  of  tibe 
people.  They  were,  howerer,  allowed 
on  the  racecourse,  and  they  see&Md  & 
have  partaken  of  a  considertUile  qnaatiST 
of  liquor.  They  were  allowed  to  p 
about  as  they  pleased,  and  the  txmm- 
quence  was  that  at  8  o'clock  on  ThnrediT 
night  of  last  week,  about  40  of  the  bsa»- 
lion,  accompanied  by  three  or  four  |v> 
vates  of  the  Devonshire  Regiment^  ose- 
menced  an  irregular  march  throngh  tie 
town.  They  were  headed  by  a  eM|M 
of  civilians,  whose  names  he  had  &< 
ascertained,  who  pointed  out  the  hevict 
of  the  Catholics,    The  men  bcoks  ^ 
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'Windows  of  tliese  houses;   they  went 
through  the  streets  indulging  in  the 
most  offensive  and   prorocative  Party 
cries  they  could  inyent ;  and  they  wound 
up  their  evening  by  rushing  into  the 
licensed  premises  of  a  Catholic  and  mak- 
ing most  violent  assaults  with  their  waist- 
belts  upon  the  waiters  and  everybody  in 
the  place.     When  a  cry  of  police  was 
raised,  they  ran  away,  but  not  before 
they  had  broken  all  the  glasses  they 
could  find  in  the  house.     The  result  was 
riot  and  excitement,  and  there  had  been 
the  greatest  confusion  and  indignation 
in  the  town  in  consequence.     He  was 
told  the  other  day  that  no  complaint 
had  been  made  with  regard  to  the  sys- 
tem of  billeting  the  men  in  the  town. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  clergy  made 
complaints  on  the  subject,  and  he  had 
letters  in  his  possession  complaining  in 
the  very  strongest  manner  of  the  pro- 
bable effects  of  the  system.  He  believed 
that  the  day  following  these  extraordi- 
nary outrages  an  inquiry  of  an  informal 
nature  was  held,  at  which  Major  Stewart, 
an  officer  of  the  battalion  and  the  resi- 
dent magistrate  of  the  district,  was  pre- 
sent.    He  wished  to  know  what  was  the 
result  of  that  inquiry ;  whether  any  trial 
of  the  men  had  been  held ;  and,  if  not, 
how  soon  one  would  be  held ;  whether 
communications  had  been  held  with  the 
Civil  Authorities ;  whether,  by  the  ma- 
chinery of  the  Crimes  Act,  an  endeavour 
had  been  made  to  ascertain  who  were 
the  two  civilians  who  led  the  marauders 
and  pointed  out  the  houses  occupied  by 
Catholics?    It  was  very  desirable  that 
persons  concerned    in  promoting    out- 
rages should  be  punished,  and  it  was 
equally  desirable  that  the  soldiers  should 
be  withdrawn  from  the  town  at  once. 
There  was  a  camping  ground  outside  the 
town;  why  not  put  the  men  into  tents?  He 
could  only  say  that  if  they  were  not  with- 
drawn, but  allowed  to  go  on  committing 
these  outrages  night  after  night,   the 
probability  was  that  if  the  people  of  the 
town  had  not  the  spirit  to  resent  such 
proceedings,  the  people  of  the  surround- 
ing districts  would  come  in  and  clear  the 
military  out  of  the  town. 

General  ALEXANDER  said,  that, 
as  the  general  feeling  of  the  Committee 
appeared  to  be  against  the  Amendment, 
he  should  be  glad  to  ask  leave  to  with- 
draw it.  In  doing  so,  he  wished  to 
thank  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  for  the 


very  valuable  book  he  had  laid  on  the 
Table.  He  was  also  glad  that  the 
Amendment  had  afforded  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  an  opportunity 
of  justifying  the  retention  of  his  Office. 

Mr.  CALLAN  said,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Grimsby  (Mr.  Heneage),  in  the 
course  of  some  observations  which  per- 
haps were  not  quite  pertinent  to  the 
question  before  the  Committee,  made  a 
sneering  allusion  to  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  present  Judge 
Advocate  General  for  having  written  a 
book.  The  greatest  enemy  of  the  hon. 
Member,  however,  would  never  be  able 
to  accuse  him  of  having  written  or  even 
revised  a  book.  He  (Mr.  Callan)  rose 
on  this  occasion  to  bring  before  the 
Judge  Advocate  General  a  point  con- 
cerning Military  Law.  He  did  not  de- 
sire to  bring  it  before  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  because  he  had 
written  a  book,  but  because  he  had  a 
greater  acquaintance  with  Military  Law 
than  the  ordinary  run  of  Judge  Advocate 
Generals.  He  wished  to  put  a  question 
to  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
concerning  a  proceeding  that  had  lately 
taken  place  in  Ireland — a  proceeding 
connected  with  the  embarkation  at 
Kingstown  for  Suakin  of  the  Eoyal 
Irish  Lancers.  Some  months  ago  the 
portion  of  the  regiment  told  off  for 
foreign  service  left  the  Boyal  Barracks 
at  an  early  hour  of  the  morning  under 
the  command  of  Colonel  Chichester.  The 
senior  colonel.  Colonel  Yandeleur,  saw 
them  leave  the  barracks,  but  remained 
in  charge  of  the  depot  and  of  that  por- 
tion of  the  regiment  under  orders  to 
proceed  to  Dundalk.  Now,  the  5th 
Lancers  arrived  at  what  was  called  the 
jetty  at  Kingstown  a  few  hours  after- 
wards; but  the  steamer  which  was 
ordered  for  their  embarkation  was  not 
ready  to  receive  them,  the  consequence 
being  that  when  the  time  for  leaving 
arrived  20  or  30  of  the  men  failed  to 
appear.  The  jetty  belonged  to  the 
town — ^the  people  had  every  right  io  it ; 
indeed,  no  military  order  could  exclude 
them  from  it.  .  The  troops  remained 
there  for  some  hours,  and  in  course  of 
time  a  large  number  of  persons  as- 
sembled to  see  them  leave.  He  be- 
lieved there  was  considerable  confusion ; 
but  he  was  informed  not  more  than 
always  attended  the  embarkation  of 
troops  —  not  more,  for  instance,  than 
occurred  when  the  Guards  were    em- 
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barked  on   the   Thames.      When   the 
facts  became  known,  Oolonel  Chichester 
was  recalled  from  the  Soudan.   He  (Mr. 
Callan),  howerer,  was  not  at  all  con- 
cerned with  Colonel  Chichester.    Colonel 
Chichester    was    in   command    of    the 
troops ;  he  was  an  Englishman,  and  he 
(Mr.   Callan)  would  leave  it  to  other 
people  to  take  up  the  cudgels  in  that 
officer's  defence.    But  Colonel  Vande- 
leur  was  an  Irishman ;  he  belonged  to 
one  of  the  oldest  families  in  Ireland — a 
family  which  had  given  heroes  to  the 
Euglish  Army.    He  was  a  near  relative 
to  one  occupying  an  honoured  position 
in  the  House  of  Commons.      Colonel 
Yandeleur  was  the  senior  colonel  of  the 
regiment,  and  he  handed  over  his  com- 
mand in  obedience  to  the  orders  of  the 
War  Office — he  handed  over  his  com- 
mand   to    Colonel    Chichester    at   the 
Boyal  Barracks.    In  the  course  of  the 
afternoon,   Colonel  Vandeleur,   as  was 
very  natural,  went  to  Kingstown  to  bid 
farewell  to  those  who  had  for  so  many 
years  been  under  his  command ;  he  went 
out    unofficially  and    without    any  re- 
sponsibility;  he    went    to  Kingstown, 
simply  out  of  feelings  of  kindliness  and 
as  a  mark  of  old  friendship,  to  see  his 
brother  officers  away.    And  he  believed 
that  for  the  same  reason  Lord  Clarina, 
who  was  in  command  of   the  Dublin 
district,  also  went  to  Kingstown.    Well, 
Colonel  Yandeleur  had  been  suspended. 
Colonel  Yandeleur,  who  relinquished  his 
command,  or  rather  the  command  of  the 
troops  taken  from  him,  that  morning, 
had  been  suspended  on  account  of  what 
happened  at   Kingstown,   while    Lord 
Clarina    went  unscathed.     If    Colonel 
Yandeleur,  who  was  not  in  command, 
who    had   no    responsibility    whatever 
attaching  to  him,  was  to  be  suspended, 
or  have  his  conduct  inquired  into,  be- 
cause of  the  confusion  which  occurred 
in    the    embarkation    at    Kiugpstown, 
surely  Lord  Clarina,  who  was  in  com- 
mand of  the  district  at  the  time,  who 
had  relinquished  none  of  his  authority, 
should  be  similarly  treated.     It  occurred 
to  him  (Mr.  Callan)  that  Lord  Clarina 
was  much  more  censurable  than  Colonel 
Yandeleur.     It  was    alleged  that  the 
War  Office  had  suspended  Colonel  Yan- 
deleur from  motives  which  were  any- 
thing but    creditable.     Whether   that 
was  so  or  not,  the  treatment  dealt  out 
to  this  gallant  officer  was  not  such  as. 
ought  to  be  dealt  out  to  a  British  officer, 

Mr,  CaUan 


or  a  BritLsh  gentleman.  He 
the  right  hon.  and  learned 
the  Judge  Advocate  G^eneral  hmd  kft 
the  House.  He  had  paid  the  li^it 
and  learned  Gentleman  a  cofo]^ 
hoping  to  enlist  his  sympathies;  lie 
posed  that  the  Judge  Advocate 
took  the  compliment,  and  bad  now  _ 
to  take  his  dinner.  Perh^w  the  aoUt 
Marquess  the  Secretary  of  State  im 
War  (the  Marquess  of  Harti&gtoe 
would  g^ve  him  the  informatioa  he 
desired.  He  wished  to  know  how  it 
came  to  pass  that  Colonel  Yaadelraz; 
who  handed  over  his  conunaxid  at  th» 
Boyal  Barracks  early  in  the  mofsa^ 
who  might  have  remained  in  Dnbfia. 
and  who  by  mere  accident  went  dovi 
to  Kingstown,  was  to  have  his  eoaiad 
inquired  into,  while  the  commaDder  <i 
the  Dublin  district  was  to  esc^e  «■- 
scathed  ?  The  whole  of  the  difBcnlty— 
that  was  to  say,  the  negliff«ioe  wiaA 
led  to  the  occurrence  to  wm<^  he  m 
referring,  arose  in  the  Quaitermsifev 
General's  Department.  He  widied  t» 
know  whether  it  was  not  the  doty  ef  ^ 
Quartermaster  General's  DepaxtaieBt 
when   the    steamer  was   alongside  ^ 

i'etty  in  Kingstown  HarbooTy  to  haiv 
Lad  it  ready  for  the  hoops,  when  tkfv 
arrived  at  the  appointed  hour  ?  If  tlii^ 
steamer  had  been  ready  the  troops  eatM 
have  been  put  on  board ;  thej  woall 
not  have  been  subjected  to  temptstka, 
and  these  irregularities  would  not  haft 
occurred.  Was  it  not  the  dntj  of  th« 
Quartermaster  General's  Departmetit  t» 
have  the  ship  ready  for  the  reoeptiaa  of 
the  troops  at  the  hour  appointed ;  aid 
when  an  officer  handed  over  his  regi- 
ment, or  a  portion  of  it,  for  fowtga 
service  to  an  officer  named  bj  the  War 
Office,  to  command  it,  did  not  his  r^ 
sponsibility  cease,  and  did  not  the 
of  his  being  present  aceidentaUj, 
irregularities  took  place  anurngBt  th* 
men,  relieve  him  from  all  hlame  f  H« 
woidd  call  the  attention  of  the  ti^ 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Jodft 
Advocate  General  to  the  exaet  raits 
respecting  the  embarkation  of  trooM 
and  ask  whether  the  fanlt  did  im)4  at 
with  the  Quartermaster  General's  De- 
partment ? 

The  Marquess  op  HABTINOTOX  :  I 
am  sorry  I  was  not  here  when  the  hoa 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  OaUan^  eoai- 
menced  his  observations ;  but  to  so  mmck 
of  them  as  I  did  hear  I  am  able  to  ssj  a 


1901 


Supply — 


{  May  7,  1 886 }  Army  JSatimaUs. 


1902 


few  words  in  reply.    It  is  true,  as  the 
hon.  Member  has  stated,  that  a  Court 
of  Inquiry  has  been  held  for  the  pur- 
pose of  reporting  on  the  circumstances 
of  the  embarkation  of  two  squadrons  of 
the   5th  Lancers  for  Kingstown   some 
weeks  ago.     That  Court  has  concluded 
its    inquiry ;    but    the  decision  of   the 
Field  Marshal  Commanding  -  in  -  Chief 
has'not  been  promulgated  ;  and,  there- 
fore*, it  is  impossible  for  me  at  present 
to  state  what  that  decision  is,  and  it  is 
also  impossible  for  me  to  enter  into  the 
argument  of  the  hon.  Gentleman.     I 
desire,   however,  to  controvert  two  or 
three    statements    made    by  the   hon. 
Member.     I  understood  him  to  say  that 
Colonel  Yandeleur,  having  handed  over 
the  detachment  to  Colonel  Chichester, 
could  not  be  held  responsible  for  what 
took  place  afterwards.     But,  in  the  first 
place,    Colonel  Yandeleur  was  respon- 
sible for  the  state  in  which  that  detach- 
ment  was    handed    over    to    Colonel 
Chichester ;  and  so  long  as  any  part  of 
that   regiment    was  within  his  reach, 
and  imder  his  cognizance,  he,  as  its 
commanding  officer,  could  not  absolve 
himself  from    responsibility.     Colonel 
Yandeleur  thought  it  necessary,  or  part 
of  his  duty — and  I  do  not  suppose  that 
any  hon.  Member  will  be  surprised  at 
it — to  go  down  to  Kingstown  to  see  the 
embarkation  of  the  detachment,  though 
not   in  command    of  it.     He  was  in 
uniform,  and    was  present  during  the 
irregularities,  which  took  place  within 
his  knowledge,  and  for  any  orders  which 
were  given  or  not  given  Colonel  Yan- 
deleur could  not  possibly  be  held  as  not 
responsible.    The  doctrine  of  the  hon. 
Member  is  one  which  no  military  officer 
in  the  House,  or  outside  it,  will  counte- 
nance—namely,   that    a    commanding 
officer  can,  under  any  possible  circum- 
stances, be  held  as  not  responsible  for 
what  takes  place  under   his  very  eye. 
The    hon.    Member  asks  whether   the 
Quartermaster  General's  Department  is 
not  responsible  for  the  arrangements  of 
embarkation  ?      The    hon.   Member  is 
quite  correct  in    supposing    that  that 
Department  would    be   responsible  for 
these  arrangements,   and  I  cannot  say 
whether  the  irregularities  that  occurred 
were  caused  or  exaggerated  by  the  diffi- 
culties of  embarkation.     But,  even   if 
there  were  such  difficulties,  they  cannot 
excuse  the  unsoldierlike  conduct  of  the 
detachment  on  the  occasion,  or  do  away 


with  the  responsibility  of  the  command- 
ing officer.  It  is  impossible,  until  the 
decision  of  the  Commander-in-Chief  is 
promulgated — which  I  believe  will  be 
in  a  few  days — to  add  anything  further 
on  the  subject.  All  I  can  do  now  is  to 
protest  against  the  doctrine  that  Colonel 
Yandeleur,  in  handing  over  the  com- 
mand to  a  subordinate  officer,  can  be 
held  to  be  not  responsible  for  what  took 
place  under  his  cognisance.  If  any 
further  information  is  required,  I  shaU 
be  very  happy  to  give  it  to  the  hon. 
Member. 

Mr.  CALLAN  said,  he  would  take 
advantage  of  the  invitation  of  the  noble 
Marquess.  Thie  noble  Marquess  had 
said  that  Colonel  Yandeleur  was  respon- 
sible for  all  orders  g^ven  or  not  given 
on  the  day  of  the  embarkation ;  and  the 
noble  Marquess,  he  was  sorry  to  say, 
had  mentioned  in  a  tone  of  aggravation 
or  justification  that  Colonel  Yandeleur, 
when  the  irregularities  took  place,  was 
in  uniform — which  would  lead  the  pub- 
lic to  suppose  that  he  attended  the  em- 
barkation officially  and  in  the  perform- 
ance of  his  duty.  He  (Mr.  Callan) 
wished  to  ask  if  it  was  not  a  fact  that 
Colonel  Yandeleur — whether  in  uniform 
or  not — was  not  under  any  obligation 
to  proceed  to  Kingstown  ?  Colonel  Chi- 
chester took  the  troops  over  in  Dublin, 
and  it  was  for  him  to  take  charge  of  the 
embarkation ;  and  if  Colonel  Yandeleur 
was  held  responsible  for  any  irregularis 
ties,  as  being  the  senior,  why  was  it  that 
Colonel  Yandeleur's  senior,Ix)rd  Clarina, 
the  Goneral  commanding  the  district, 
was  not  held  responsible?  If  Colonel 
Yandeleur  was  to  be  held  responsible 
for  orders  given  and  orders  not  given  at 
Kingstown,  because  he  was  the  Colonel 
commanding,  was  Lord  Clarina,  the  Ge- 
neral commanding,  not  even  more  re- 
sponsible— was  he  to  go  scatheless  ? 

The  Marquess  op  H AETINGTON  : 
The  General  commanding  would  be  held 
responsible  for  the  failure  of  any  ar- 
rangement he  made.  What  I  have  said 
is  this — ^that  no  orders  to  any  other 
officer  could  absolve  the  commanding 
officer  of  a  regiment  from  responsibility 
for  the  good  conduct  of  that  regiment 
where  he  was  in  its  presence. 

Mr.  callan  said,  that,  with  all 
respect  to  the  noble  Marquess,  what  he 
wished  to  know  was  whether  Colonel 
Yandeleur,  having  handed  over  com- 
mand of  the  men  to  Colonel  Chichester, 
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was  under  any  obligation  to  be  present 
at  the  embarkation  at  Kingstown ;  and, 
next,  if  there  was  any  failure  of  the  ar- 
rangements— and  no  one  would  deny  that 
there  was  a  failure — and  it  was  the 
fault  of  the  Quartermaster  General's  De- 
partment, whether  the  General  com- 
manding the  district  was  not  to  be  held 
responsible?  There  had  been  no  de- 
mand made  for  any  explanation  from 
Lord  Clarina,  though,  by  the  Queen's 
Eegulations,  he  might  be  held  respon- 
sible for  any  irregularities  which  might 
happen  in  his  district.  For  what  more 
could  he  be  held  responsible  than  the 
conduct  of  his  troops  during  an  embarka- 
tion for  foreign  service  ? 

The  Maequess  of  HARTINGTON  . 
I  am  sorry  I  did  not  answer  the  hon. 
Member's  question.  Colonel  Vandeleur 
was  under  no  obligation  to  go  down  to 
see  the  men  off,  and  I  do  not  say  that 
he  would  have  committed  an  offence  for 
which  he  could  have  been  censured  or 
tried  by  court  martial  if  he  had  not  gone 
down  to  see  the  embarkation.  But 
there  are  many  circumstances  in  con- 
nection with  the  management  of  troops 
which  must  be  decided  by  the  superior 
officer  present.  Colonel  Vandeleur  was 
not  compelled  to  be  present  at  the  em- 
barkation ;  but,  being  present,  he  could 
not  absolve  himself  from  responsibility. 
As  for  the  Quartermaster  General's  De- 
partment, there  was  an  inquiry,  and  it 
was  shown  that  the  arrangements  made 
for  the  embarkation  were  perfectly  well 
known.  Many  statements  were  made 
by  the  men  as  to  what  took  place  on 
the  march,  and  so  on. 

Mb.  small  said,  he  had  heard  no 
answer  given  from  the  Treasury  Bench 
to  the  complaint  made  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton),  as  to  the 
conduct  of  the  Hoyal  Irish  Biffes  and 
the  men  of  the  Devonshire  Begiment  at 
Downpatrick  the  other  day.  He  (Mr. 
Small)  trusted  the  Treasury  Bench  would 
consider  the  serious  character  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  complaint,  and  the  very 
serious  consequences  which  would  ensue 
if  that  complaint  was  not  attended  to. 
He  (Mr.  Small)  possessed  knowledge  in 
the  matter  that  his  hon.  Friend  had  not 
had.  Party  feeling  ran  very  high  in 
the  town  of  Downpatrick,  and  the  result 
was  that  matters  of  a  Party  character 
sometimes  caused  breaches  of  the  peace 
there.  He  held  in  his  hand  a  report 
taken  from  The  Belfast  Mornifig  News  of 
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the  2nd  of  May,  which  gare  a 
stantial  account  of  what  oocuzred. 
report  said — 

*'  Last  night,  shortly  after  8  o^dock,  a 
ber.  of  the  recruits  of  the  5th  Battalion ' 
Irish  ftiflea,  at  present  undergoing  their 
training  in  this  town,  accompanied  br  a  iem 
privates  of  the  Devonshire  Begiment,  a  ^ 
tachment  of  which  is  stationed  kere  lor  ftt 
purpose  of  guard  duty  at  the  new  oonrict  pb- 
son,  conducted  themselves  in  a  most  diauaiWlf 
manner,  parading  part  of  the  town,  sbootxac. 
yelling,  and  making  use  of  Party  t  nmwiiii 
On  their  way  through  John  Street 
dows  were  smashed,  and  the  oocnpanta  pot 
teiTor  of  their  lives.  On  arriving  at  the  \a 
end  of  Stream  Street  a  halt  was  mads,  asd,  as 
if  by  pre-arrangement,  a  most  deHberate  mi. 
cowar(Uy  attack  was  made  on  ihm  poblio-kaai 
of  lir.  John  Gilmore.  On  entetuig  the  fr»> 
mises,  with  belts  in  their  handa,  tlie 
commenced  a  fearful  onalaaght  on  tihe 
mere,  some  of  whom  were  severely 
The  waiters  of  the  establishment  ^ 
powered,  and  one  of  them,  a  man  nanMd  Xei- 
son,  was  knocked  down  and  trampled  npoB.  (k 
a  shout  of  "  police  "  being  raised,  a  sfcaasaii 
was  made  for  the  outside,  the  rioters  — *'**^^ 
more  large  panes  of  glass  in  the  front  ol  Ifr. 
Gilmore*  s  premises  on  their  way.  Word  ksr. 
ing  been  sent  to  the  barracks,  a  large  lora  sf 
police  were  afterwards  on  the  scene ;  bat,  W- 
lore  their  arrival,  no  trace  of  the  lioters  wis  to 
be  seen.*' 

It  was  evident,  therefore,  that  howover 
gallant  these  warriors  might  have  baM, 
there  was,  at  any  rate,  somethiiig  of 
prudence  left  in  them ;  because,  directly 
the  cry  of  ''police"  was  raieed,  thiy 
made  off.  None  of  them  were  caagb 
or  discovered.  It  would  be  an  eeiy 
matter,  however,  for  the  commaiidiaf 
officer  of  the  military  in  Downpatziek 
to  ascertain  which  of  the  moi  were  ia 
that  part  of  the  town  in  which  the  dis- 
turbance occurred  that  night.  He  covld 
scarcely  imagine  that  the  MHitazyAa* 
thorities  woiud  fail  to  recognize  the  im- 
portance of  this  nmtter;  becaoee  it 
would  be  most  deplorable  if  a 
state  of  ill-feeling  were  to  arise 
the  military  and  the  inhabitaats  of 
Downpatrick.  Downpatrick  was  a  peace 
able  town ;  but  he  thought  ihere  eoali 
be  little  doubt  that  it  would  not 
so  long,  unless  punishment  were 
out  to  the  men  guilty  of  the  ontia^ 
and  unless  they  were  removed  to  eosf 
other  place  where  they  would,  perhapi^ 
conduct  themselves  better.  He 
stood  it  was  alleged  that  nococn]^ 
had  been  made  by  any  person  aa  to  t^ 
conduct  of  the  military  on  the  nocaaaca 
to  which  he  referred;  but  he  bcid  ia 
his  hand  a  copy  of  a  lett^  boat  t^ 
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Bev.  Hobert  Headley,  in  which  he 
said — 

"  TJnlefls  the  existing  arrangements  are  im- 
mediately changed,  by  which  190  men  are  scat- 
tered through  the  town  at  night,  I  have  grave 
reason  to  apprehend  that  serious  rioting  will  be 
the  consequence.  A  strong  feeling  of  just  in- 
dignation prevails  in  the  district  through  which 
these  men  passed,  which  is  bound  to  manifest 
itself  in  retaliation,  unless  a  collision  is  pre- 
vented by  your  men  being  placed  under  re- 
straint.*' 

It  had  been  alleged  that  there  was  Dot 
proper  accommodation  for  the  men  in 
the  town,  and  that  it  had  been  necessary 
to  billet  them  by  twos  and  threes  in  the 
houses  of  Catholics ;  but,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  Downpatrick  was  a  declining  place, 
containing  a  great  many  empty  houses, 
and  it  would  have  been  easy  for  the 
Military  Authorities  to  have  got  ac- 
commodation for  their  men  in  those 
buildings.  Their  men,  so  situated, 
could  be  kept  under  better  control  than 
when  scattered  in  twos  and  threes  in 
the  town.  He  considered  it  highly  un- 
satisfactory that  no  reply  had  been  given 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sex- 
ton) by  any  occupant  of  the  Treasury 
Bench.  After  the  hon.  Member  had 
brought  this  matter  forward,  another 
case  had  been  mentioned  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Louth  (Mr.  Callan),  and  an 
answer  had  been  vouchsafed  to  that 
hon.  Member,  although  as  yet  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sligo  had  received  no  reply. 
He  hoped  that  this  silence  on  the  part 
of  the  Treasury  Bench,  to  whatever  it 
was  due,  would  not  be  persevered  in. 
He  trusted  to  hear  from  the  noble  Mar- 
quess, or  from  some  other  Member  of 
the  Government,  that  this  regiment 
would  be  removed  from  Downpatrick. 

Mb.  BEAND  said,  that  it  was 
through  no  intentional  discourtesy  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton) 
that  he  had  not  answered  him  before. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  he  had  been  about 
to  answer  the  hon.  Member  when  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Louth 
rose  to  address  the  Committee.  As  to 
the  billeting  of  this  regiment,  inquiries 
had  been  made  of  the  General  Officer 
commanding  the  district.  He  had  been 
asked  whether  the  statement  made  in 
the  question  addressed  to  the  Govern- 
ment on  this  subject  was  in  his  know- 
ledge .  correct ;  and  he  had  replied  that, 
in  the  first  place,  there  was  not  a  suffi- 
cient number  of  unoccupied  houses  in 
the  town  in  which  to  billet  the  men; 


and,  secondly,  that  the  men  had  been 
billeted  in  the  usual  way.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Small)  had 
said  that  Protestant  soldiers  were  billeted 
in  the  houses  of  Boman  Catholics ;  and 
his  (Mr.  Brand's)  reply  to  that  was  that 
they  were  billeted  in  the  usual  way.  He 
could  not  imagine  for  a  moment  that 
any  selection  of  Catholic  houses  for 
Protestant  soldiers  had  been  made ;  and 
he  could  only  hope  that  religious  feeling 
did  not  run  so  high  in  the  town  that  a 
Catholic  would  refuse  shelter  to  a  man 
simply  because  he  was  a  Protestant. 
[Mr.  Sexton  :  I  made  no  point  of 
that.]  He  had  stated  the  other  day 
that  the  men  would  be  properly  en- 
camped on  the  1st  of  May ;  and  he  had 
not  understood  from  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  spoken  (Mr.  Small)  that 
that  was  not  the  case.  At  any  rate,  he 
(Mr.  Brand)  had  been  given  to  under- 
stand by  the  Military  Authorities  that 
the  men  would  be  encamped  on  the  1st 
of  May.  It  had  been  said  that  the 
clergy  had  made  a  complaint  to  the 
Military  Authorities  as  to  the  way  in 
which  the  men  had  been  billeted ;  but  no 
such  complaint  had  reached  the  Mili- 
tary Authorities. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  the  rev.  gentle- 
man referred  to  had  made  a  complaint 
to  the  Military  Authorities  in  the  first 
instance,  and  that  not  only  were  his 
suggestions  unattended  to,  but  the  Mili- 
tary Authorities  did  not  even  vouchsafe 
him  a  reply. 

Mb.  BEAND  said,  he  would  under- 
take to  have  the  matter  inquired  into. 
Then  the  hon.  Gentleman  referred  to  a 
riot  which  had  taken  place  on  Thursday 
in  last  week.  He  had  said  that  a  cer- 
tain number  of  men  belonging  to  a 
battalion  stationed  in  Downpatrick  had 
marched  through  the  town  in  a  dis- 
orderly manner,  breaking  the  windows 
of  the  houses  of  the  Boman  Catholic  in- 
habitants. These  were  very  serious 
charges,  and  he  had  no  hesitation  in 
saying  that  if  they  were  true  the  pro- 
ceedings could  only  be  described  as  dis- 
graceful. Inquiries,  however,  would 
have  to  be  made  before  the  statements 
which  had  been  put  forward  in  regard 
to  the  conduct  of  these  soldiers  could  be 
absolutely  accepted.  He  could  say  that 
within  the  past  few  hours  some  infor- 
mation had  reached  a  branch  of  the 
War  Office  with  regard  to  these  pro- 
ceedings, and  that  inquiry  was   to  be 
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made  of  the  General  Officer  commanding 
the  district.  Of  course,  if  it  could  be 
shown  that  this  disturbance  had  taken 
place,  and  if  the  General  Officer  com- 
manding the  district  could  ascertain  the 
men  who  were  guilty  of  taking  part  in 
it,  the  authorities  would  do  eveiything  in 
their  power  to  bring  them  to  punish- 
ment. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  that  if  the  alle- 
gations he  had  made  to-nieht  were  found 
on  inquiry  to  be  correct,  ne  would  ask 
that  these  men  should  be  sent  to  some 
other  part  of  the  country ;  because,  even 
if  they  were  left  in  encampment  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  the  town,  their  pre- 
sence must  be  a  soiurce  of  irritation  to 
those  people]who  had  had  their  windows 
broken  and  their  houses  injured  by 
them.  The  hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr. 
Brand)  had  said  that  no  complaints  had 
been  made  by  the  clergy  of  the  district. 
Here  was  a  letter  written  by  the  Bev. 
Bobert  Headley — 

^  Parochial  House, 

<'  Downpatrick,  May  Ist,  1885. 

"  Sir, — ^A  large  number  of  your  men — 40, 1 
believe^were  guilty  of  riotous  conduct  last 
night.  They  marched  in  a  body  through  a 
district  of  the  town,  and  witecked  a  number 
of  houses  on  their  way.  The  houses  upon  which 
these  cowardly  assaults  were  made  are  occupied 
by  Catholics,  and  it  seems  the]^  were  specially 
pointed  out  for  attack  by  two  ciyilians  belong- 
ing to  the  town,  who  accompanied  the  MiUtia. 
I  respectfully  ask,  have  you  taken  steps  to 
haye  the  offenders  duly  punished,  and  also  to 
preserve  the  peace  to-mght  and  the  following 
nights  ?  Unless  the  existing  arrangements  are 
immediately  chang^,  by  which  190  men  are 
scattered  through  the  town  at  night,  I  have 
grave  reason  to  apprehend  that  serious  rioting 
will  be  the  consequence.  A  strong  feeling  of 
just  indignation  prevails  in  the  district  through 
which  these  men  passed,  which  is  bound  to 
manifest  itself  in  retaliation  unless  a  collision 
is  prevented  by  your  men  being  placed  under 
restraint. — I  am,  your  obedient  servant, 

*'  Bobert  Headley. 
**  Major  Stewart, 
<*  5th  Battalion  Boyal  Irish  Bifles, 
"Downpatrick." 

He  (Mr.  Sexton)  trusted  that  notice 
having  been  taken  of  this  matter  in  the 
presence  of  the  noble  Marquess  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  it  would  have  the 
double  effect  of  getting  these  men  re- 
moved from  Downpatrick,  where  they 
were  a  danger  to  the  place,  and  of 
bringing  about  an  application  of  the 
Civil  Law  to  those  guilty  of  disorder. 

Mr.    SMAXL    said,    he    understood 
from    the    hon.    Gentleman    the    Sur- 
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yeyor  GFeneral  of  tiie  Oi^naaee  lb 
Brand)  that  an  inquiry  would  W 
at  once  instituted  into  the  alleged  o«t- 
rages.  He  wished  to  ask  what  kind  il 
inquiry  would  be  held  ?  Would  it  be  • 
purely  military  inquiry,  made  in  pzi- 
vate,  or  would  it  be  a  public  iaqniiy 
held  by  civilians  ?  If  it  was  to  b«  m 
military  inquiry  sitting  with  eloeid 
doors,  he  thought  it  would  be  of  rorj 
little  use.  

The  Mabquess  of  HABTINOTDK 
said,  the  usual  inquirj  as  to  wbst  bad 
taken  place  would  oe  SMide  by  die  tarn- 
manding  officer,  who  was  reqiouilik 
for  the  conduct  of  his  battalion.  Tbi 
hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr.  Small^  wosU 
see  that  the  question  was  not  pmly  a 
military  one,  and  the  War  Offiee  bad  ao 
power  to  hold  any  inquiry  exeepl  a 
military  inquiry.  In  any  matter  wbicb 
arose  which  ought  to  come  befors  tbt 
Civil  Authorities,  it  would  not  be  hmm- 
sary  for  the  War  Office  to  baTe  a  miltey 
inquiry ;  but  he  apprehended  that 
would  be  an  investigation 
before  the  magistrates. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  that  on  tbe  £•- 
port  of  the  Vote  he  should  expect  ts 
find  that  this  officer  bad  been  taka 
away  from  the  district  He  hoped  tbsi 
the  War  Office  would  facilitate  the  hott- 
ing of  a  civil  inquiry,  so  that  the 
pensation  to  be  awarded  to  the  _ 
of  Downpatrick  for  their  broken 
dows  might  be  awarded.         

The    Mabquess  of  HABTINGT05 
said,  he  could  not  promise  that 

Mb.  sexton  said,  that  aU  the 
had  been  published  in  the  n* 
and  they  were  of  such  a  chi 
it  was  necessary  the  regiment  shooU  W 
taken  away  from  the  town.    

The  Mabquess  of  HABTINGIOX 
said,  that  in  justice  to  the  regimeal  bt 
could  not  undertake  to  state  what 
would  be  taken. 

Mb.  OALLAN  said,  he  tbongbt 
an  inquiry  might  be  made  into  the 
duct  of  the  officer  in  command,  ia 
to  ascertain  whether  he  had 
ducted  himself.  He  oertainlj 
that  the  inquiry  would  be  extended  not 
only  to  the  alleged  riotous  eoodect  of 
the  men,  but  also  into  the  coodnet  «f 
Major  Stewart,  the  commanding 
cer,  who,  having  received  a 
letter  complaining  of  the  oondoct  of  tb» 
men,  and  asking  for  asststaaee  from  1b» 
officers,  had  contemptuously 
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and  had  not  had  the  oonrtesy  to  forward 
a  reply.  He  (Mr.  Oallan)  wished  to 
know  whether,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  that  was 
proper  conduct  on  the  part  of  an  officer 
m  Her  Majesty's  Service ;  and  whether 
the  matter  was  not  one  which  ought  to 
be  made  the  subject  of  a  special  in- 
quiry ? 

The  Mabqubss  of  HAETINGTON 
said,  it  was  impossible  for  him  to  say 
whether  Major  Stewart  might  not  hare 
some  explanation  to  offer  in  regard  to 
the  course  he  had  pursued.  He  could 
not  pretend  to  judge  Major  Stewart 
upon  a  mere  $x  part0  statement. 

Mb.  oallan  said,  he  could  not 
understand  why  Major  Stewart  had  not 
answered  the  courteous  and  proper 
letter  he  had  received.  No  ingenuity 
on  the  part  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  would  justify  such  conduct,  and  he 
must  say  that  if  the  men  were  riotous 
the  officers  were  ungentlemanly ;  and, 
under  such  circumstances,  orderly  and 
proper  conduct  on  the  part  of  the  men 
could  hardly  be  expected.  It  was  an- 
other verification  of  the  old  adage — 
*'  Like  officer  like  man." 

Sib  FREDERICK  FITZ-WTGRAM 
said,  that  at  Aldershot  and  the  Ourragh 
there  were  great  complaints  on  the  part 
of  the  men  of  the  arduous  nature  of  the 
camp  fatigue  duties  and  the  onerous 
burdens  thrown  upon  their  shoulders. 
He  believed  there  were  something  like 
200  military  prisoners  at  Aldershot ;  and 
he  would  asK  whether  it  would  not  be 
right  and  fair,  in  order  to  lighten  the 
burdens  of  well-conducted  men,  to  em- 
ploy these  200  prisoners  in  camp  work  ? 

CoLOWEL  STANLEY  said,  he  thought 
there  was  a  g^eat  deal  in  the  appeal 
which  had  been  made  by  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  (Sir  Frederick  Fitz- 
Wygram)  ;  and  he  hoped  that  the  noble 
Marquess  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  would  cause  some  inquiry  to  be 
made,  in  order  to  see  whether  some 
arrangement  might  not  be  carried  out 
in  the  direction  of  the  suggestion  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  so  that 
these  prisoners  might  be  utilized  in  the 
performance  of  the  general  camp  fatigue 
duties.  Such  an  arrangement,  he  was 
satisfied,  would  relieve  the  men  gene- 
rally from  the  hard  duties  they  had  now 
to  perform.  He  had  not  risoD,  however, 
for  the  sole  purpose  of  supporting  the 
appeal  of  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend ; 


but  he  wished  to  make  an  appeal  on  his 
own  account  to  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Judge  Advocate 
General  to  g^ve  him  some  information 
as  to  whether  he  had  satisfied  himself  of 
the  position  in  which  the  Army  stood  as 
regarded  the  employment  of  Oolonial 
troops  in  the  field,  acting  in  conjunction 
with  our  own  Regular  Forces  ?  He  be- 
lieved there  had  been  some  doubt  as  to 
what  their  position  was,  and  as  to  what 
their  status  would  be  from  a  military 
point  of  view  when  they  came  to 
be  under  Military  Law.  He  believed  it 
to  be  the  fact  that  the  Military  Law  was 
not  the  same  in  all  of  the  Colonies, 
though  the  Colonies  had  their  own 
Military  Law.  With  regard  to  the  men 
now  serving  in  the  Soudan,  he  believed 
that  though  they  were  under  their  own 
Colonial  law,  that  law,  except  in  one  par- 
ticular, was  the  same  as  theMilitaryLaw 
of  the  Regular  Forces  with  which  they 
were  serving.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  been  good  enough  to  say 
that  he  would  look  into  the  ques- 
tion. It  was  evident  that  it  was  not 
quite  so  simple  a  matter  as  it  was  at  first 
supposed  to  be ;  but  that  it  would  re- 
quire careful  consideration.  He  would 
not  press  for  any  long  statement,  or,  in- 
deed, for  any  definite  statement  now ; 
but  he  wanted  to  be  sure  that  the  ques- 
tion had  not  escaped  the  attention  of  the 
Gt>vernment,  because  it  was  one  which 
might  become  of  considerable  import- 
ance at  any  moment.  There  was  another 
point  which  he  also  wished  to  mention. 
He  believed  there  had  been  some  desire 
expressed  that  a  Return  should  be  given, 
as  in  former  years,  in  regard  to  the  dis- 
cipline of  the  Army.  The  matter  had 
already  been  the  subject  of  conversation 
in  the  House.  He  did  not  attach  ex- 
travagant value  to  such  a  Return ;  but, 
nevertheless,  he  thought  it  would  be  im- 
portant in  enabling  the  Committee  to 
make  a  comparison  between  the  state  of 
the  Army  now  and  at  former  periods. 
At  one  time  attention  was  devoted  to  this 
matter ;  but,  for  some  reason  or  other, 
the  publication  of  the  Return  had  been 
discontinued  since  the  time  he  had  had 
the  honour  to  hold  the  Office  of  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War.  If  the  Return 
could  be  given  without  disadvantage  to 
the  Public  Service,  he  thought  the  de- 
tails would  be  of  considerable  value. 
He  hoped  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Judge  Advocate  General 
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would  be  able  to  make  a  statement  on 
the  subject. 

The  judge  ADVOCATE  QENE- 
EAL  (Mr.  OsBOBNE  Mobgan)  said,  he 
would  answer  the  question  of  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  as  far  as  he 
was  able.    He  believed  that  the  Colonial 
Forces  now  serving  with  Her  Majesty's 
troops  were  placed  under  English  Mili- 
tary LaWy  except  in  regard  to  certain 
matters.    They  were,  for  example,  not 
to  be  subjected  to  corporal  punishment ; 
but  that  exception  was  of  no  consequence 
now.     In  the  case  of  some  of  the  Colo- 
nies, it  was  also  provided  that  the  men 
shoiild  not  be  tried  by  any  court  martial 
except  one  composed  of  their  own  officers. 
It  seemed  to  him  of  great  importance 
that  troops  serving  under  the  same  flag 
should  be  subjected  to  the  same  disci- 
pline and  law;  and  therefore,  in  regard  to 
the  New  South  Wales  troops,  he  had  sug- 
gested that  a  short  Act  should  be  passed 
to  place  the  men  imconditionally  under 
Imperial  Military  Law.    [Colonel  Stan- 
ley: A  Colonial  Act.]  Of  course,  it  would 
be  a  Colonial  Act,  and  it  would  place  the 
men  under  our  Military  Law.    He  be- 
lieved that  the  suggestion  would  be  ac- 
cepted by  the  Colonial  Governments,  and 
it  was  a  matter  which  at  present  was 
under  consideration.     With  regard  to 
the  suggestion  which  had  been  made  by 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  opposite 
(Sir  Frederick  Fitz-Wygram)  that  pri- 
soners should  be  employed  in  the  dis- 
charge of  camp  duties,  he  thought  it 
was  one  that  was  deserving  of  careful 
consideration  hereafter,  and  he  was  much 
obliged  to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man for  having  called  attention  to  the 
subject.     He  believed  that  there   had 
been  one  or  twp  small  misapprehensions 
on  the  part  of  the  Committee  in  regard 
to  the  statement  he  had  made ;  but  he 
would  only  say  one  thing  in  reference  to 
the  distinction  between  the  Army  and 
the  Navy.    No  doubt,  the  Navy  stood 
on  an  entirely  different  footing  from  the 
Army.    In  the  case  of  the  Navy  all  the 
proceedings  of  courts  martial  came  under 
the  supervision  of  the  Board  of  Admi- 
ralty, to  which  the  powers  of  the  Crown 
were  delegated ;  but  in  the  case  of  the 
Army  it  was  essential  that  there  should 
be  a  separate  Minister  who  should  be 
responsible  for  these  matters,   and  he 
believed  that  it  was  better  to  have  an 
officer  with  a  seat  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, rather  than  to  have  a  permanent 
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official.  He  begged  to  thank  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  opponte  (Gescnl 
Alexander)  for  the  manner  in  whidi  he 
had  spoken  of  him.  He  would  agmzm 
remind  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
that  Military  Law  was  administared  hj 
the  Queen  herself,  uid  that  there 
be  some  Minister  in  the  House 
sible  for  the  action  of  Her  Majesty.  It 
would,  therefore,  be  seen  that,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  there  was  a  wide  diflar- 
ence  between  the  administraticm  oi  law 
in  the  Army  and  in  the  Navy. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND    said, 
that  a  very  important  question  indefd 
had  been  raised  by  the  hon.  Member  lor 
Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton),  who  had  brougkt 
before  the  Committee  the  oondnct  of  lb* 
Militia  in  the  North  of  Ireland,  and  Mh» 
had  described  the  troops  as  acting  xm  a 
very  undisciplined  and  offenaiTe 
The  remarks  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  whole  question  of  billeting. 
was  no  doubt  that  the  billeting  of  Eog*- 
lish  troops  in  Catholic  districts  in  In- 
land was  a  very  great  evil  indeed ;  aaii 
he  had  himself  heard  many  oomplaim^. 
both  from  clergymen  and  from  odien 
occupyiDg  a  position  of  authority,  in  re- 
gard to  this  question  of  billeting.  In^ 
South  of  Ireland,  he  believed,  there  vis 
no  objection  entertained  to  the  biUedi^ 
of  Militia  regiments.     On  the  contraxy, 
he  knew  that  in  some  districts  in  tb* 
South  of  Ireland  the  people  of  the  tow 
where  the  regiments  were    assemlM 
were    very  glad   indeed   to   get  vhst 
money  was    to    be    procured    for  ^ 
housing  of  soldiers  for  whom  there 
no  room  in  the  barracks.     But  the  \ 
so  billeted  were  of  the  same 
and  of  the  same  habits  as  the 
with  whom  they  lodged,  and, 
quently,  no  disorder  or  evil 
the  billeting  of  Militia  regiments  in  ^ 
towns  of  the  South  of  Ireland ;  but  th«  \i^ 
leting  of  English  troops  fresh  from 
land  in  the  houses  of  Catholic  peopk, 
might    entertain   Nationalist   opiniosk 
was  a  very  great  evil  indeed.     He  his- 
self  remembered,  not  very  many  yeas 
ago,  a  striking  incidence  of    this  «vil 
which  occurred  in  the  town  of  New  Boa. 
in  the  county  of  Wexford,  and  vhkk 
was  at  the  time  referred  to  by  the  bca. 
Member  for  New  Boss  (Mr.    J.   Bc^ 
mond),  who  brought  the  mattn- 
the  notice  of  the  right  hon. 
the  present  Chancellor  of  the  Exeheqwr 
(Mr.  Childers),  who  was  then  ^ 
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of  State  for  War.     It  was  almost  a 
similar  instance  of  disorderly  conduct  to 
that  which  had  been  related  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sligo  that  night.  The  troops 
stationed  in  New  Boss  got  a  little  drink 
in  the  course  of  the  evening,  and,  not 
being  located  in  the   barracks  at  the 
time,  they  behaved  in  the  most  grossly 
insulting  manner  to  the  people.    They 
went  round  the  town  shouting — *'To 
Hell  with  the  Pope,"  and,  meeting  re- 
spectable people  coming  from  church, 
several  of  these  drunken  soldiers  ridi- 
culed, in  a  highly  offensive  and  sacri- 
legious manner,  the  observance  of  the 
rites  of  the  Catholic  Ohurch.     One  man, 
outside  the  gates  of  a  Catholic  chapel, 
pretended  to  be  a  priest;  and  he  and 
his  drunken  comrades  mocked,  as  far  as 
they  could,  the  sacrament  of  penance  as 
administered  in  the  Catholic  Church. 
He  (Mr.  W.  Eedmond)  simply  men- 
tioned this  circumstance  to  show  that 
the  story  told  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sligo  in  regard  to  the  billeting  of  Eng- 
lish Protestant  troops  indiscriminately 
in  Catholic  districts  was  not  a  solitary 
instance.      Nor  did  the  story  told  by 
his  hon.  Friend,  and  the  one  he  had 
just  narrated  as  having  happened  in 
the    coiinty    of    Wexford,    stand    by 
themselves,  because  he  could  enume- 
rate   at    least    a    dozen    instances    in 
which    similar   riots   had  occurred   in 
eonsequence  of  the  action  of  the  troops. 
What  he  would  like  to  have  from  me 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Judge  Advocate  General— and  he  was 
perfectly  sincere  in  making  this  appeal, 
having  received  representations  from  a 
great  many  priests  and  other  persons  as 
to  the  evils  which  arose  from  the  quar- 
tering of  Protestant  troops  upon  the 
OathoHc  population  of  Ireland — was  an 
undertaking  that,   as  far  as  possible, 
troops,  especially  when  they  were  fresh 
from  England,  and  unaccustomed  to  the 
habits  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  should 
not  be  billeted  out  in  Catholic  towns 
upon  Catholic  people.    Of  course,  the 
barracks  in  many  of  the  garrison  towns 
of  Ireland  were  extremely  small,  and 
were  not  capable  of  affording  the  ne- 
cessary accommodation    for   the  large 
number  of  troops  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment now  considered  it  necessary 
to  maintain  in  Ireland ;  but  if  the  bar- 
racks were  not  large  enough  there  was 
hardly    a    garrison    town    in    Ireland 
where  it  would  not  be  possible  to  ob- 


tain some  unoccupied  building,  which 
might  be  used  as  a  substitute  for  bar- 
racks. A  g^eat  deal  of  the  evil  and 
mischief  arose  from  the  indiscriminate 
billeting  of  English  Protestant  soldiers 
upon  a  Catholic  population.  He  knew 
of  instances  in  the  South  of  Ireland 
where  the  greatest  possible  trouble 
had  been  occasioned  owing  to  the 
abuse  of  the  present  system  of  billet- 
ing. Soldiers  had  been  lodged  in  houses 
where  there  was  a  lack  of  accommo- 
dation ;  and  in  more  than  one  case, 
when  they  had  procured  more  drink  than 
was  good  for  them,  they  had  g7X)ssly 
outraged  the  feelings  of  the  people  on 
whom  they  were  billeted.  He  could 
mention  several  cases  where  acts  of  im- 
propriety had  taken  place  between  these 
drunken  soldiers  and  the  people  of  the 
houses  in  which  they  had  been  billeted. 
He  could  assure  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Judge  Advocate 
General  that  he  was  not  drawing 
upon  his  imagination,  but  that  he  was 
simply  narrating  the  representations 
which  had  been  made  to  him.  He  be- 
lieved it  would  give  a  great  deal  of 
satisfaction  indeed  to  the  people  of 
Ireland,  and  especially  to  the  clergy  of 
thatcountry  who  had  charge  of  the  morals 
of  the  people,  if  the  Judge  Advocate 
General  would  be  good  enough  to  say 
that  in  any  case  where  it  was  at  all  pos- 
sible a  Protestant  soldier  should  not  be 
billeted  in  Ireland  upon  a  family  which 
professed  a  different  religious  creed,  but 
that  unoccupied  buildings  should  be 
made  available  for  the  purpose  of  bar- 
racks. 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON 
said,  the  question  of  billeting  was  one 
which  hardly  arose  on  the  question  of 
the  administration  of  Military  Law.  It 
would  more  properly  be  raised  on  a  sub- 
sequent Vote;  but  he  might  remark 
that  it  was  extremely  unusual  to  billet 
troops  at  all.  They  were  placed  in  bar- 
racks wherever  it  was  possible;  but  when 
it  was  found  necessary  to  resort  to  billet- 
ing, the  allocation  of  the  billets  was  not  a 
matter  which  was  left  to  the  Military 
Authorities.  The  Quartermaster  General 
had  to  make  the  arrangements  with 
the  Civil  Authorities.  He  did  not  think 
it  would  be  desirable  to  draw  such  dis- 
tinctions as  the  hon.  Member  desired 
between  Catholics  and  Protestants.  He 
would,  however,  make  inquiries  into 
the  matter,    and  see  whether  it  was 
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desirable  to  make  any  different  arrange- 
ment. 

Mb.  WILLIAM  EEDMOND  said, 
he  was  obliged  to  the  noble  Marquess 
for  his  reply.  He  had  not  intended  to 
raise  the  question  of  billeting  upon  that 
Vote  ;  but  after  the  attention  which  had 
been  directed  to  certain  proceedings  in 
the  North  of  Ireland  by  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  SHgo  (Mr.  Sexton)  he 
thought  that  he  was  in  Order  in  calling 
attention  to  this  matter.  In  regard 
to  drawing  a  distinction  between  Oatholic 
and  Protestant,  he  had  no  desire,  per- 
sonally, to  do  so;  and  he  would  point 
out  to  the  noble  Marquess  that  it  was 
neither  himself  nor  any  other  Member  of 
the  House  who  had  drawn  the  distinction, 
but  the  soldiers  themselves,  who  went 
about  crying  out  "To  Hell  with  the 
Pope." 

Mr.  BIGGAE  said,  he  could  assure 
the  noble- Marquess  that  this  question 
of  billeting  was  one  which  gave  rise  to 
very  general  complaint.  He  had  himself 
hecmi  complaints  of  the  same  kind  from 
the  county  of  Cavan. 

The  chairman  :  I  think  the  hon. 
Member  had  better  defer  any  remarks 
upon  the  question  of  billeting  until  the 
Vote  to  which  that  subject  relates  is 
reached.  I  should  have  stopped  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  William 
Bedmond),  if  I  had  not  thought  that  he 
was  going  to  connect  his  observations 
with  the  proceedings  at  Downpatrick. 
There  is  a  Vote  to  be  taken  later 
on  upon  which  this  question  can  be 
more  conveniently  and  appropriately 
raised. 

Mb.  BIGGAE  said,  he  had  only 
wished  to  corroborate  the  statement 
made  by  his  hon.  Friend.  As  to  the  ad- 
ministration of  Military  Law,  he  agreed 
with  the  remarks  which  had  been  made 
by  his  hon.  Friends.  At  Mallow,  on  a 
recent  occasion,  a  military  officer,  who 
had  been  in  charge  of  certain  troops 
there,  was  allowed  to  give  evidence  in 
favour  of  Mr.  Carr,  an  Inspector  of 
Police,  when,  in  point  of  fact,  the  mili- 
tary officer  in  question  was  himself 
open  to  the  same  charge  as  Inspector 
Carr.  He  thought  that  such  a  pro- 
ceeding was  highly  irregular,  and  that  it 
ought  to  have  been  avoided.  In  regard 
to  the  question  which  had  been  raised 
by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Ayrshire  (General  Alexander),  as  to  the 
Office  of  Judge  Advocate  General,  he  had 
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listened  with  great  attention  to  ^ 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  and  leankei 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  ia 
defence  of  that  Office;  and  he  thoa^ 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  G^ntlcnaa 
had  been  placed  in  an  nnfortnnate  waL 
somewhat  unfair  position  in  bmig  re- 
quired to  defend  the  Office  at  alL  Et 
tiiought  that  some  of  his  CoUeafVM 
upon  the  Treasury  Bench  ought  to  hart 
defended  the  Office  for  him,  and  that  it 
was  not  reasonable  to  ask  a  Gentknaa 
whose  Office  was  attacked  to  ^<dMs^ 
himself.  Some  of  the  permanent  ^'■fl*^*^* 
of  the  Office  could  hare  aupplied  notes 
to  the  noble  Marqueea  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  or  some  other  militnT 
official,  so  that  the  personal  queotka 
might  not  have  been  allowed  to  ia- 
tervene.  He  thought  if  the  ngfai 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  waa  zi^ 
in  his  contention,  he  had  rmStf 
proved  too  much,  because  the  p»nu 
experience  of  hon.  Membm  m 
that  they  saw  the  Judge  AdTOcate  Qemt- 
ral  about  the  House  from  4  o^da^ 
every  afternoon  until  1  or  2  intiie  lacnr 
ing ;  and  it  was  perfectly  impoasiiile,  if 
he  had  serious  duties  to  perform  in 
nection  with  a  judicial  (^ioe,  that 
duties  could  be  properly 
His  own  opinion  was  that  there 
too  many  polical  officials  in  the 
It  was  notorious  that  all  the  work  <i 
the  Public  Offices  was  done  by  the  per 
manent  officials.  At  the  present  bd- 
ment,  there  were  four  military  Benn^ 
sentatives  in  the  House,  which  he  , Mr. 
Biggar)  thought,  at  least,  two  too 
The  War  Office  ought  to  be 
with  two  Parliamentary 
tives,  who  should  be  aUe  to 
the  action  of  those  permanent  o 
who,  from  many  points  of  view, 
much  preferable  to  political  ~ 
tives  in  the  House  of  Commons.  If  s 
lawyer  were  permanently  employed  m  tht 
War  Office  to  supervise  the  hsgal  pact  dL 
the  business,  he  would,  as  a  matt«  cf 
course,  be  a  thoroughly  oompetaat  aal 
efficient  official,  well  Tersed  in  aU  mat- 
ters  connected  with  Military  Law,  sad 
his  services  would  be  of  value  to  tW 
country.  But  if  they  were  to  bar*  a 
Judge  Advocate  General,  who  was  to  W 
a  political  supporter  of  the 
occupying  the  greater  part  of  his 
in  the  House,  and  selected,  not 
he  was  efficient  in  Militarr  Law,  hai 
because  he  was  a  more  or  lees  isport* 
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ant  political  Member  of  Parliament,  it 
seemed  to  him  that  such  a  Minister  had 
all  his  bnsiness  to  learn  after  he  went 
into  the  Office,  and  that  he  was  by  no 
means  as  well  qualified  to  discharge  the 
duties  as  a  permanent  official  would  be. 
TTpon   this   matter  the  distinction  be- 
tween the  Army  and  the  Navy  was  very 
great,  although  the  difference  between 
the  nature  of  the  oases  that  were  dealt 
with  in  the  two  branches  of  the  Service 
was   purely  of  a   technical   character. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  (General 
Alexander)  had  complained  of  the  de- 
cisions that  were  sometimes  given  in 
Admiralty  cases ;  but  he  (Mr.  Biggar) 
believed  that  the  decisions  given  by  the 
Admiralty  were  much  more  satisfactory 
to  the  sulors  than  the  decisions  given 
in  the  Army  were  to  the  soldiers.    His 
own  opinion  was  that   these   matters 
were  much  better  managed  in  the  Navy 
than  in  the  Army.    Whatever  might  be 
said  as  to  the  importance  of  the  Office  of 
Judge  Advocate  General,  the  fact  still 
remained  that  the  country  paid  a  sub- 
stantial salary  to  a  political  Gentleman, 
who  spent  three-fourths  of  his  time,  not 
in  the  performance  of  the  duties  of  his 
Office,  but  in  waiting  in  the  House  of 
Oommons  to  give  a  Party  vote.    The 
official  duties  disoharffed  by  the  Judge 
Advocate  Genered  in  the  House  of  Oom- 
mons consisted  in  his  attendance  for  a  few 
hours  while  the  Army  Votes  were  being 
passed,  and  while  the  Army  (Annual) 
l^iU  was  under  consideration.    He  did 
not  think  that  that  was  a  business-like 
way  of  managing  any  Office  connected 
with  a  great  Public  Department,  and  the 
sooner   the  whole  matter  was  revised 
the  better  and  the  more  easily  would  the 
work  be  done.    Any  difficult  question 
arising  out  of  the  business  of  the  Office 
would  be  much  better  attended  to  by  a 
permanent  official    at  the  War  Office 
than  by  a  political  Eepresentative  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  who  was  usually 
supplied  with  written  answers  to  the 
Questions   put  to  him   by  permanent 
offioials    connected    with    his    Depart- 
ment. 

GiNXBAL  ALEXANDER  said,  that  in 
withdrawing  the  Motion  he  wished  only 
to  say  one  word.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Os- 
borne Morgan)  had  misunderstood  what 
he  had  said.  What  he  had  said  was  that 
the  discussion  had  given  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  an  opportunity. 


not  of  magnifying  the  Office,   but  of 
justifying  its  retention. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agrud  to, 

(3.)  £320,500,  Medical  Establishment 
and  Services. 

Db.  FARQUHAESON  said,  he  must 
be  allowed  to  express  an  opinion  that 
the  Medical  Officers   were  thoroughly 
satisfied  with  the  way  in  which  the  De- 
partment was  worked.     Dr.  Crawford, 
the  Director  General,  was  one  of   the 
most  able  officers  who  had  ever  presided 
over  it.    He  merely  wished  to  point  out 
very  shortly  one  matter  in  connection  with 
Army  medical  practice  in  Egvpt  and 
elsewhere  upon  which  it  was  desirable 
to  have  an  explanation.    He  wanted  to 
know  what  was  the  precise  connection 
which  existed  between  the  National  Aid 
Society  and  the  Army  Medical  Depart* 
ment  ?    He  did  not  wish  to  make  any 
suggestion  in  derogation  of  the  excel- 
lent work  done  by  the  Society ;  but  he 
thought    some    of    the    misconception 
which  had  sprung  up  might  be  removed 
by  an  explanation  as  to  the  precise  re- 
lations between  the  National  Aid  So- 
ciety and  the  Army  Medical  Depart- 
ment.   What  he  wanted  to  know  was, 
who,  in  the  case  of  a  campaign  like  that 
in  Egypt,  was  primarily  responsible  for 
the  care  of   the  sick  and  wounded  ? 
There  was  a  danger  that  the  idea  might 
get  abroad  that  tne  soldiers  there  were 
starved,  and  that  it  was  necessary  to 
supply  them  with  necessaries  and  luxu- 
ries by  outside  aid.    He  thought  that 
was  a  total  misconception,  and  that  not 
only  were  necessaries,  but  even  super- 
fluities, supplied  to  soldiers  in  the  camp, 
in  the  field,  and  in  the  hospital.    All 
their  wants  were  carefully  and  liberally 
attended  to ;  and  what  the  National  Aid 
Society  did  was  to  step  in  and  supple- 
ment, by  means  of  their  organization, 
the  operations  of  the  actual  Medical  De- 
partments in  the  field.    All  he  wished 
to  know  was  what  the  precise  connec- 
tion was  that  existed  between  the  two 
Departments,  and  if  one  was  altogether 
independent  of  the  other  ? 

LoKD  EUSTACE  CECIL  asked  what 
provision  was  made  for  Militia  surgeons 
in  connection  with  Militia  regiments 
when  embodied  ?  Were  surgeons  found 
from  the  Staff  of  the  Army,  or  had  the 
regiments  to  depend  upon  &e  assistance 
given  by  their  own  officers?     It  was 
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rather  an  important  question,  and  be 
hoped  to  receive  a  reply  to  it.  He  would 
like  to  have  an  explanation  as  to  the  re- 
duction of  £6,000  in  the  item  relating  to 
these  officers. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  EEDMOND  said,  he 
had  received  several  letters  from  Militia 
surgeons,  complaining  of  their  griev- 
ances. At  present  they  were  not  en- 
titled to  pensions,  no  matter  what  the 
attendance  was  which  they  gave  in  the 
discharge  of  their  duties  in  connection 
with  the  Militia  regiments.  Now,  it 
was  a  well-known  fact  that  Militia  sur- 
geons had  to  give  up  many  opportunities 
for  private  practice ;  and  he  thought  it 
was  extremely  hard  that  those  gentle- 
men, after  lengthened  periods  of  service, 
received  nothing  at  all  in  the  shape  of 
pension  or  other  compensation  for  the 
time  they  had  devoted  to  the  require- 
ments of  their  regiments.  He  knew 
that  Militia  surgeons,  in  some  parts  of 
Ireland  especially,  had  very  severe  duties 
to  perform — that  they  had  to  do  their 
work  with  very  great  inconvenience  to 
themselves,  and  that  they  had  to  forego 
all  chance  of  receiving  pensions 

Sir  ARTHUE  HAYTER  rose  to 
Order.  The  hon.  Member,  he  thought, 
would  be  more  in  Order  if  he  brought 
forward  the  question  of  pensions  on 
the  Pension  Vote. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  EEDMOND  said,  if 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  heard  him  to 
the  end  of  his  sentence,  he  would  have 
found  that  he  was  leading  up  to  the 
point.  These  Militia  surgeons  did  not 
receive  any  pension ;  no  matter  how  long 
they  served,  they  should  receive  a  little 
more  pay,  and  be  entitled  to  a  pension. 
In  case  he  received  a  reply  from  the  hon. 
Gentleman  that  there  was  no  provision 
made  for  them,  his  intention  was  to  pro- 
duce facts,  and  move  an  additional  sum 
for  the  purpose.  If  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  tell  the  Committee  now  whe- 
ther there  was  any  intention  of  meeting 
the  grievance  of  Militia  surgeons — be- 
cause there  were  many  of  them  who  had 
that  gp:ievance  and  he  knew  of  half-a- 
dozen  cases  in  his  own  county — if  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  say  how  the 
matter  stood,  there  might  be  no  neces- 
sity for  moving  an  increase  of  the  Vote. 

Thb  chairman  said,  he  must  point 
out  that  it  was  not  within  the  compe- 
tence of  hon.  Members  to  make  Mo« 
tions  for  additions  to  Votes  ;  and  he 
doubted  whether  it  would  be  in  Order 
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for  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  FiiLnail 
Secretary  to  the  War  Departmeiit  to 
reply  upon  the  question  of  pensooL 
because  they  were  provided  for  in  a  nb- 
sequent  Vote. 

Sir  ARTHUE  HAYTER  said,  tW 
Nation  al  Aid  Society  was  doing  very  good 
work  in  Egypt.  With  reg^aid  to  the  fizK 
question  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wart 
Aberdeenshire  (Dr.  Farqnharson ;,  hekai 
no  hesitation  in  saying  that  the  Arar 
Medical  Department  was  not  only  pc£- 
marily,  but  entirely  responsible  for  tik' 
care  of  the  sick  and  wounded.  Insajis^ 
that,  he  wished  to  add  that  tbej  all  rt- 
cognized  the  generous  and  charitable  aii 
rendered  by  the  Society  in  the  fbnn  of 
medical  comforts  and  clothing  fsn  t^ 
men;  and  further  that  tbia  was  sec 
regarded  as  in  any  way  reeving  t^ 
Army  Medical  Department  of  respoBc- 
bility.  Then  the  hon.  Member  asked 
him  whether  there  would  be  any 
ing  between  the  authority  of  the 
Medical  Department  and  that  of 
Oharitable  Aid  Society — ^that  was  to 
whether  the  Society  would  be  respo&sibk 
to  the  Army  Medical  Departm.ent  ?  Hr 
had  the  authority  of  the  Direotor  Gene- 
ral to  say  that  the  officers  who,  at  ^ 
instance  of  the  National  Aid  Soctecr, 
went  to  Egypt,  had  reoeived  instrndiocs 
in  all  cases  to  defer  to  the  authontj  d. 
the  Army  Medical  Officer  on  the^oc: 
he  need  hardly  point  out  that  the  oft- 
cers  of  the  Society  would  not  be  allon^ 
in  the  camp  at  all,  unless  tbey  reoo^ 
nized  the  supremacy  of  the  MilitiiT 
Authorities  there.  Therefore,  in  caut 
of  any  question  arising  between  tht 
doctors  of  the  two  Services,  there  vxmU 
be  a  reference  to  the  Military  Officer  'a. 
command.  The  noble  Lord  opposEsi 
(Lord  Eustace  Cecil)  had  asked  him  Sir 
an  explanation  with  regard  to  the  fixi 
note  at  the  bottom  of  page  4,  reiatiBf  ic 
a  decrease  of  £6,000  in  the  amount  piii 
for  Medical  Officers  of  Militia.  Th^  de- 
crease of  £6,000  for  those  officers  wv 
accounted  for  by  the  fact  that  there  hai 
been  no  new  appointments  of  snigeoM 
to  the  Militia  since  the  estaUisliment  d 
the  Medical  Department  in  1877.  la 
case  a  Militia  regiment  was  sent  awsj 
from  its  headquarters,  a  Medical  Officer 
would  be  appointed  to  it  by  the  Depsn* 
ment. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  BEDMOND  asfadif 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  be  food 
enough  to  reply  on  the  genoml  qi 
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lie  had  raised  ?  If  lie  would  do  so,  it 
would  obviate  the  necessity  of  bringing 
forward  the  question  on  another  Vote. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  be- 
fore the  hon.  Baronet  answered  that 
question,  he  would  like  to  point  out 
that  the  item  for  the  pay  of  Militia  Sur- 
geons was  only  for  £10,000,  as  against 
£16,000  in  last  year's  Estimate,  and 
£20,000  in  the  year  before.  This  con- 
tinuous diminution  of  the  amount  of 
the  Vote  from  £20,000  to  £10,000  for 
the  present  year,  was  very  remarkable. 
They  were  only  asked  for  one-third  of 
what  was  voted  the  year  before  last,  and 
as  such  an  alteration  suggested  an  entire 
change  of  the  system  which  had  until 
recently  existed  with  reg^ard  to  Militia 
Surgeons,  he  asked  the  hon  Baronet 
whether  it  was  proposed  to  abolish  those 
officers  altogether  and  get  their  work 
done  by  other  persons,  or  whether  the 
extraordinary  diminution  of  the  amount 
of  the  Vote  was  merely  accidental  ?  As 
the  matter  appeared  on  the  face  of  the 
Estimates,  it  was  impossible  for  the 
Committee  without  f uither  information 
to  avoid  the  conclusion  that  it  was  the 
intention  of  the  War  Office  Authorities 
to  get  rid  of  Militia  Surgeons.  Then 
with  regard  to  the  question  of  his  hon. 
Eriend  the  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr. 
W.  Redmond)  as  to  the  position  of 
Militia  Surgeons,  ho  considered  that 
subject  to  be  very  pertinent  to  the  pre- 
sent Vote ;  and  he  asked  the  hon.  Baro- 
net if  he  would  explain  fully  the  present 
system,  and  indicate  such  alterations  as 
the  War  Office  Authorities  might  chose 
to  make  in  it  ? 

Sir  ARTHUR  HAYTER  said,  he  had 
already  answered  the  question  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Queen's  County  (Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor),  as  to  whether  the 
diminution  in  the  item  for  pay  of 
Militia  Surgeons  was  accidental,  to  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Eustace  Cecil). 
It  was  the  intention  of  the  War  Office 
that  the  Militia  Surgeons  should  cease 
to  be  appointed.  They  would  be  re- 
placed, as  he  had  stated  before,  by  Regi- 
mental Surgeons,  who  took  charge  of  the 
Militia  when  they  were  at  the  depots. 
The  decrease  was  not  only  in  the  num- 
ber of  Militia  Surgeons,  but  also  in  the 
number  of  Civilian  practitioners,  all  of 
whom  were  superseded  by  the  officers  of 
the  Army  Medical  Department.  With 
regard  to  the  question  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.   W.  Red- 
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mond)  when  the  Pensions  Vote  came 
forward,  he  should  be  in  a  position  to 
reply. 

Gkneeal  Sir  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
said,  as  one  who  took  a  great  interest  in 
the  Medical  Department,  and  particu- 
larly with  regard  to  the  efficiency  of 
subordinates,  he  wished  to  know  how 
many  lady  nurses,  who  added  so 
much  to  the  efficiency  of  the  Medical 
Service  in  the  Army,  had  been  appointed 
in  order  to  carry  out  the  recommenda- 
tion of  Lord  Morley's  Committee  ?  He 
would  also  be  glad  to  know  the  number 
employed  in  India?  Having  several 
times  called  attention  to  this  on  the 
Army  Estimates,  when  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber in  charge  had  not  been  able  to  give 
the  number,  he  trusted  that  the  hon. 
Baronet  would  now  be  in  a  position  to 
take  notice  of  his  observations  on  the 
subject.        

Mb.  LEAHY  said,  it  was  stated  that 
small-pox  was  present  at  Manchester, 
and  it  would  therefore  be  apparent  to 
the  Committee  that  the  removal  of 
troops  from  that  city  to  the  Curragh 
Camp  involved  some  danger.  He  asked 
the  noble  Marquess  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  whether  he  had  seen  a 
communication  from  a  Board  of  Guar- 
dians remonstrating  against  the  removal 
of  troops  from  Manchester  to  the  Cur- 
ragh Camp  under  the  circumstances? 
He  said  it  would  be  a  serious  thing  if 
troops  were  sent  there  from  a  place 
where  there  was  infectioD. 

Mr.  brand  pointed  out  that  this 
sub-head  of  the  Vote  under  discussion 
only  provided  for  medicine  and  medical 
coinforts  for  the  sick. 

The  Mabquess  of  HARTINGTON 
said,  he  had  no  information  on  the  sub- 
ject alluded  to  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kildare  (Mr.  Leahy).  No  doubt,  if  it 
were  known  to  the  Military  Authorities 
that  small-pox  was  present  at  Manches- 
ter, in  a  manner  likely  to  affect  the 
health  of  the  troops,  it  would  be  men- 
tioned to  the  Quartermaster  General, 
and  the  removal  would  probably  not 
take  place. 

Sir  ARTHUR  HAYTER  said,  in 
reply  to  the  first  question  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  General  (Sir  George  Bal- 
four), £3,000  had  been  added  to  pro- 
vide 40  additional  lady  nurses  in  order 
to  carry  out  the  recommendation  of  Lord 
Morley's  Committee.  He  did  not  think 
that  any  charge  in  respect  of  the  other 
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matter  referred  to  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  General  oould  appear  on  the 
Estimates. 

Gbneeal  Sib  QEOEGE  BALFOUE 
said,  the  charge  used  to  appear  on  the 
Estimates. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(4.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £526,900,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge 
for  the  Pay  and  Allowances  of  a  Force  of 
Militia,  not  exceeding  136,175,  including 
30,000  Militia  Beserve,  which  will  come  in 
course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  dlst  day  of  March  1886.'' 

Sm  WALTEE  B.  BAETTELOT  said, 
upon  this  important  Vote  he  should  like 
to  ask  the  noble  Marquess  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  what  steps  had  been 
taken,  or  what  steps  were  being  taken,  to 
fill  up  the  Militia  ?  On  looking  through 
the  Betums,  he  found  that  the  number 
of  officers  proper  for  the  Militia  was 
3,754  ;  at  the  last  training,  however, 
there  were  only  2,484  officers  out,  the 
deficiency  in  respect  of  absentees  being 
1,270.  He  also  found  that  of  non-com- 
missioned officers  and  men  the  number 
voted  was  132,421,  while  the  number 
actually  out  was  95,794.  Now,  having 
regard  to  the  aspect  of  affairs  all  over 
the  world  at  the  present  time,  and  look- 
ing to  the  Vote  of  Credit  which  had 
been  given  to  the  Government,  he  should 
be  particularly  glad  to  know  what  steps 
Her  Majesty's  Government  were  going 
to  take,  or  had  taken,  to  make  the 
Militia  as  efficient  a  Force  as  it  ought  to 
be?  He  thought  that  no  one  would 
deny  the  great  advantage  to  the  coun- 
try of  the  Militia.  Nor  would  anyone 
deny  the  g^eat  services  they  had  ren- 
dered in  times  past,  and  for  his  own 
part  he  was  quite  certain  that  those 
services  would  be  repeated  on  future 
occasions.  But  he  was  bound  to  say 
that,  with  all  the  other  Services,  the 
Militia  had  been  badly  treated,  and  he 
believed  that  that  bad  treatment  had 
led  to  the  present  state  of  affairs. 
Whatever  it  might  cost  to  put  the 
Militia  into  a  state  of  efficiency,  he  held 
that  no  expenditure  would  be  too  great 
to  put  the  Militia  as  well  as  all  the 
Beserve  Forces  into  an  efficient  con- 
dition, particularly  at  the  present 
moment.  He  did  not  wish  to  labour 
this  point,  because  these    were  plain 
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facts,  and  he  believed  that  the  "bdtk 
Marquess  would  see  for  himwplf  ^ 
the  state  of  things  which  now  ex- 
isted ought  not  to  be  allowed  to  cm- 
tinue,  and  that  he  should  do  ewajiiaa^ 
in  his  power  to  raise  the  MHitiA  inK 
its  present  condition.  With  the  penaii- 
sion  of  the  Committee,  he  would  nir 
for  one  moment  to  an  Order  whidk 
saw  by  The  Timee  of  that  mondsg  hd 
been  issued  with  respect  to  IGlitiA  o6- 
cers.  The  Order  stated  that  IGEiia 
officers  were  accepted  to  serve  norii 
the  Line,  and  that  they  were  to  be  ap- 
pointed to  regiments,  and  to  fill  tfe 
vacancies  now  existing  in  the  liiM  R* 
giments.  He  was  partieulariy  deoov 
of  ascertaining  from  the  noble  MtrqM 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  whei 
would  be  the  status  of  the  Militia  cSkta 
in  the  regiments  to  which  they  wen  to 
be  appointed.  Was  it  propoeed  thfti  tkf 
were  to  join  the  Line  i^imenti  tes- 
porarily  only,  or  that  they  wwe  to  h 
permanently  appointed  if  their  teniM 
were  found  to  be  efficient?  He  thoi^ 
the  question  was  one  which  dtmim 
serious  consideration  at  the  hands  of  tk 
noble  Marquess.  If  thej  were  to  bt 
permanently  appointed  in  the  vaj  bi 
described,  which  he  oonld  hardij  W- 
lieve,  he  thought  the  noble  MaiqoM 
might  go  a  step  further.  There  ven 
many  men  which  had  passed  ti  a- 
ceUent  examination,  although  unfofta- 
nately  for  them,  they  were  not  ameif^ 
those  who  obtained  the  highest  vm- 
her  of  marks,  and  had  been  pmd 
by.  Now,  he  thought  that  there  ^osU 
be  some  recognition  of  the  troaU»  ai 
expense  those  gentlemen  hadincum^- 
it  should  certainly  be  taken  into  aceoo^ 
and  he  thought  they  might  alto  bf** 
some  chance  of  getting  appointmeDti « 
the  present  time,  ^otner  point  titf 
he  wished  to  mention  in  oonnection  "M 
the  Militia  was  the  case  of  a  veiy  ad 
number  of  Militia  quartermasten.  H* 
referred  to  those  quartermasters  vbi 
had  been  promoted  from  the  Liae.  o^ 
who  had  served  21  years,  and  had  risA 
to  be  sergeant  majors  or  to  sonie  etbtf 
high  g^ade  of  non-commissJoned  dSatm^ 
There  were  but  few  of  those  men— tk«» 
were  16  in  number — who  wtmU  tt«k 
they  would  be  badly  treated  if  •«*" 
thing  were  not  done  for  then.  T^ 
were  men,  who  having  served  31  ▼«*■ 
as  sergeant  majors  or  quailuin*' 
sergeants,  drew  their  pensinai>  «r  W> 
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came  entitled  to  them,  took  the  appoint- 
ment of  quartermaster  under  the  Boyal 
Warrant  of  1878,  thereby  forfeiting  the 
penBions  they  had  earned  for  their  ser- 
yices  in  the  ranks.  Those  officers  were 
compulsorily  retired  at  the  age  of  55,  so 
that  if  they  arrived  at  that  age  before 
they  completed  10  years'  commissioned 
service  they  were  obliged  to  take  a  re- 
tiring pension  of  7«.  a- day,  and  were 
debarred  from  counting  the  rank  service 
or  drawing  the  pension  they  had  earned. 
For  those  16  men  a  special  case  should 
be  made,  so  that  if  they  attained  the 
age  of  55  before  they  completed  10  years' 
service  as  quartermaster,  they  should 
be  allowed  to  remain  on  their  appoint- 
ment, so  as  to  complete  the  full  10  years, 
and  then  retire  on  the  maximum  pension 
of  £200  a-year  and  honorary  rank.  He 
would  say  no  more  upon  the  subject 
than  that  he  considered  it  was  a  case 
deserving  of  serious  consideration  at  the 
hands  of  the  noble  Marquess,  because 
the  persons  in  question  were  men  of  the 
highest  character  and  with  the  best 
testimonials,  several  of  them  having 
seen  Crimean  and  Indian  Mutiny  ser- 
vice as  well.  He  knew  very  well  pro- 
motion was  wanted  for  men  of  the  Line 
regiments ;  surely  then  they  ought  to 
take  into  consideration  these  old  soldiers 
who  had  done  their  duty  so  well  to  their 
country. 

Lord  EUSTACE  CECIL  begged  to 
endorse  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Baronet.  He  (Lord  Eustace 
Cecil)  had  several  times  put  a  question 
to  the  noble  Marquess  on  the  subject, 
and  he  had  understood  from  him  that 
he  was  going  to  make  an  explanation 
on  this  Vote,  and  tell  the  Committee 
what  steps  he  proposed  to  take  to  in- 
crease the  men  up  to  the  establishment, 
which  was  24,000  below  the  number 
voted  by  Parliament,  and  also,  what 
was  still  more  important,  that  he  would 
tell  them  something  about  the  subject 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  had  touched 
upon — ^namely,  the  number  of  officers, 
which  was  still  below  what  it  ought 
to  be.  But  there  was  another  point. 
He  was  sure  the  Committee  and  the 
country  would  be  of  opinion  that  the 
Militia,  the  old  Constitutional  Force  of 
the  country,  should  be  in  a  state  of  the 
highest  efficiency ;  but  he  was  bound  to 
confess.,  from  what  he  had  seen  in  the 
papers  and  had  heard  from  some  com- 
manding officers,  that  the  state  of  the 


equipment  of  the  men  was  far  from  what 
it  should  be.     He  had  been  told  by  the 
commanding  officer  of  one  of  the  Bed- 
fordshire regiments,  that  most  of  the 
belts  were  rotten,  the  knapsacks  were 
worn  out,  and  that  they  had  no  pouches 
or    water  bottles.     All   these    matters 
should  be  attended  to.  The  Government 
had  an  opportunity  now  which  did  not 
fall  to  every  Government.     They  were 
going  to  get  a  large  amount  of  money 
in  the* shape  of  a  Vote  of  Credit,  and 
that  would  afford  a  good  opportunity 
for  putting  the  Militia  into  a  thoroughly 
efficient     condition.      The     complaints 
which  were  made  with  regard  to  this 
Force  were  most  time  honoured ;  they 
had  been  made  time  after  time,  year 
after    year.     He  (Lord  Eustace  Cecil) 
had  sat  in  this  House  a  great  many 
years,  and  he  declared  that  every  time 
the  Army  Estimates  had  been  discussed 
the  same  complaints  had  been  made. 
That  was  the  case,  notwithstaniiing  that 
the  Militia  was  the  Force  which  ought 
to  receive  the  very  first  attention,  for 
the  reason   that   before    the    Begular 
Army  was  thought  of,  the  Militia,   or 
what    served    for     a   Militia    in     old 
times,  was  the   Force  that  the  coun- 
try had  to  depend  upon  in  case  of  an  in- 
vasion.   That  subject  spoke  for  itself, 
and,  therefore,  there  was  no  reason  for 
him  to  enlarge  upon  it.    If  the  noble 
Marquess  would  be  good  enough,  in  the 
explanation  he  was  about  to  give  them 
on  this  Vote,  to  tell  them  what  condi- 
tions he  was  going  to  offer,  and  what  he 
E reposed  to  do  to  fill  up  the  ranks  of 
oth  the  men  and  the  officers,  now  that 
he  had  armed    the    Militia   with    the 
Martini-Henry  rifle,  to  put  the  Force 
in  an  efficient  state  to  take  the  field  if 
necessary,  he  should  be  glad,  and  he 
was  sure  such  a  statement  would  be  re- 
ceived by  both  the  Committee  and  the 
country  with  satisfaction. 

The  Maeqtjess  of  HAETINQTON  : 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter 
B.  Barttelot)  made  some  observations  as 
to  the  number  of  Militia  officers ;  other 
attention  was  also  called  to  this  subject, 
and  I  am  very  glad  that  it  has  been 
raised,  because  it  gives  me  an  oppor- 
tunity of  stating  what  are  the  facilities 
and  what  steps  we  are  taking  to  enable 
Militia  officers  to  obtain  commissions  in 
the  Line.  That  opportunity  is,  I  be- 
lieve, one  of  the  greatest  inducements 
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to  young  men  to  enter  the  Militia.    I 
gave  an  answer  on  this  subject  on  the 
28th    February;    and   since  that  time 
there  has  been  a  considerable  increase 
in  the  number  of  Militia  officers.     On 
the  2nd  May,  the  actual  increase  in  the 
number  of  Militia  officers  was  88,  be- 
sides 32  who  had  obtained  commissions 
in  the  Line  at  that  time ;  so  that  the 
actual  increase  in  the  number  of  Militia 
officers  who  had  entered  the  Line  was 
120.     The  number  of  vacant  c6mmis- 
sions  on  the  28th  February  in  the  Militia 
was  797,  and  now  it  is  only  685.    That, 
I  think,  is  satisfactory,  and  shows  the 
efficiency  of  the  men,  and  also  that  the 
inducements  to  join  the  Militia  are  now 
better  understood,  and  that  there  is  a 
better  prospect,   without  violent  mea- 
sures, of  the  commissions  in  the  Militia 
being  filled  up.    The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  also  asked  me  about  a  Circular, 
which  I  have  seen,  as  to  the  service  of 
Militia  officers  being  accepted  for  duty 
in  the  Line  battalions.     Of  course,  that 
was    owing    to    a   mere    displacement 
during  a  period   of   pressure — to  the 
great  and  unusual  call  upon  the  services 
of  commissioned  officers.  Militia  officers 
so  joining  would,  of  course,  serve  in 
the  rank  which  they  now  hold  ;  but  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  will  observe 
that  no  officer  would  obtain  permanent 
promotion  except  through  the  ordinary 
channels,  and  that  he  would  have  to 
enter   as  lieutenant.     Well,   the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  also  referred  to 
certain  old  Militia  quartermasters.     He 
cannot  expect  me  to  follow  the  technical 
grievance    he    expressed  to  the   Com- 
mittee,  and  I  must  confess  I  am  not 
prepared  to  enter  into  details  upon  this 
matter.    I  have  some  recollection,  how- 
ever, that  the  case  has  been  repeatedly 
brought  forward — I  think  it  has  been 
repeatedly  brought  forward  by  memorial 
and  representation  to  more  than  one  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War,  and  that  it  has 
been  referred  to  more  than  onoe  in  this 
Committee— and  though  I  cannot  refuse 
to  look  into  the  matter  again,  I  must 
tell   the  hon.  and  gallant   G-entleman 
that  I  think  the  case  of  these  officers 
has  been  minutely  inquired  into,  and 
that  I  cannot  hold  out  any   hope  of 
arriving  at  any  other  conclusion,  sub- 
stantial  justice  having  been  done   to 
them.    The    noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  West  Essex  (Lord  Eustace   Cecil) 
said  he  expected  I  would  make  some 
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statement  on  the  subject  of  the  Idhu. 
I  am  not  aware  that  I  held  oat  bbj 
prospect  that  I  would  make  a  stateiiMHt 
on  this  subject.  I  have  informed  tbe 
Committee  of  what  has  been  done  as  to 
the  officers  of  the  Militia,  and  as  to  ths 
special  measures  taken  for  increafiiig 
the  numbers  under  the  establishmcaL 
I  am  not  aware  that  it  is  in  our  powv 
to  take  any  special  measures,  except  t» 
impress  upon  officers  commanding  dis- 
tricts to  do  everything  in  their  power 
to  obtain  Militia  recruits — to  impres 
upon  the  officers  to  make  the  Sevrios 
as  popular  as  it  can  be  made.  Thtt 
noble  Lord  speaks  of  the  deficiencies  a 
the  ranks  of  the  Militia  as  of  somethiaf 
about  which  complaint  has  to  be  made. 

LoED  EUSTACE  CECIL :  What  I 
said  was  that  I  had  heard  it  menliotted 
year  after  year.  

The  Marquess  of  HABTINQTOX: 
The  noble  Lord  is  aware  that,  under 
the  present  arrangements,  the  estabtia^ 
ment  of  many  Militia  regiments  wot 
larger  than  the  districts  are  abls  tj 
supply.  However,  with  all  the  mean 
now  at  work,  and  which  cannot  be  nid 
to  be  in  complete  order  yet — with  th«sf 
means,  when  they  have  been  thorongUj 
tested  and  tried,  it  will  be  fonnd  aa- 
necessary  and  inadvisable  to  make  say 
alteration  in  the  establishment.  I  thiak 
I  cannot  do  more  than  assure  the  Com- 
mittee that  the  importance  of  this  For* 
is  fully  appreciated  by  the  Military  Aa- 
thorities,  and  that  every  effort  is  bcfa^ 
made  to  raise  the  Militia  and  keep  tkm 
up  to  a  proper  state  of  efficiency. 

Lord  EUSTACE  CECIL :  The  noUv 
Marquess  has  not  referred  to  the  eq«ip> 
ments  of  the  Militia,  with  regard  to 
which  I  made  some  observations^ 

The  Mabquess  of  HAKTINQTOK: 
I  hope  on  that  point  the  noUe  Jjxi 
will  address  his  observations  to  the  8«r> 
veyor  G-eneral  of  Ordnance. 

Colonel  GUJNTER  said,  that 
the  remarks  of  the  noble  Marquea 
his  expression  of  a  desire  to  pat  ths 
Militia  into  as  good  a 
possible,  he  (Colonel  Ghinter^ 
venture  to  put  before  him  a 
which  he  thought  it  important  to 
consider  at  this  time.  The  point  W 
wished  to  raise  was  as  to  the  Arsr 
Eeserve.  Army  Beserve  men*  as  a 
rule,  enlisted  at  the  age  of  18,  and  Mt 
the  Army  at  30.  When  they  had  dss^ 
their   service  in  the  Line  aad  Aiw 
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Eeserve  they  were  dismissed  altogether. 
Would  it  not  be  well  to  adopt  some  plan 
whereby  these  men  could  be  brought  into 
the  Militia,  where  their  presence  would 
be  of  the  greatest  value?  They  would  be 
of  the  greatest  service  in  forming  a  nu- 
cleus of  steady  soldiers,  and  adding  sta- 
bility to  the  Militia  regiments.  Such  an 
arrangement  would  be  extremely  valu- 
able for  this  reason — and  he  spoke  upon 
this  point  with  considerable  knowledge 
— ^that  when  a  Militia  regiment  was 
called  on  for  its  Beserve  men»  as  it  was 
in  the  case  of  the  last  Bussian  scare,  it 
took  the  best  men  away,  at  any  rate 
the  best  non-commissioned  officers.  In 
most  Militia  regiments  the  commanding 
officers  made  it  a  point  of  giving  their 
best  men  the  option  of  belonging  to  the 
Militia  Heserve.  If  they  did  not  do  so, 
non-commissioned  officers  would  give  up 
their  stripes  and  return  to  the  ranks 
rather  than  lose  the  extra  bounty  given 
to  them  for  being  in  the  Eeserve.  Some- 
times the  fourth  of  a  regiment  belonged 
to  the  Militia  Beserve,  and  when  that 
fourth  was  taken  away  the  commanding 
officers  were  deprived  of  their  oldest 
and  ablest  and  best  men,  and  most  of 
the  ablest  non-commissioned  officers. 
If  the  noble  Marquess  could  see  his  way 
to  induce  the  men  of  80  years  of  age, 
when  they  had  done  with  the  Army 
Beserve,  to  join  the  Militia,  by  giving 
them  a  larger  bounty — say,  an  annucil 
extra  bounty  of  £1  a-year — when  the 
Militia  Beserve  was  called  out  the  effect 
would  be  that,  instead  of  the  Line  regi- 
ments denuding  the  Militia  of  all  its  best 
men,  there  would  be  in  the  Militia  a 
large  number  of  men  who  had  served 
in  the  ranks  of  the  Begular  Army 
to  give  stability  and  steadiness  to 
the  regiments.  The  men  in  the  Militia 
Beserve  were  not  expected  to  remain 
there  after  the  age  of  34  years ;  but 
then,  on  joining  the  Line  regiment,  they 
could  be  sent  to  any  part  of  the  world. 
On  the  other  hand,  if  they  could  get 
back  into  the  Militia  Beserve,  by  a 
trifling  increase  of  bounty.  Linesmen 
who  had  done  their  service  in  the  Line, 
they  would  be  forming  an  excellent 
nucleus  of  steady  soldiers.  He  ventured 
to  bring  this  matter  before  the  noble 
Marquess,  because  the  last  time  the 
Militia  Beserve  was  called  out  the  best 
of  his  men  and  the  best  of  his  non- 
commissioned officers  were  taken  away 
from    him;   and  if  his  regiment   had 


been  called  out  and  sent  to  the 
Mediterranean,  he  should  have  been 
unable  satisfactorily  to  fill  the  places  of 
those  men.  There  was  no  means  of 
getting  at  these  men  otherwise  than  by 
re-enlistment.  He  would  ask  the  noble 
Marquess  whether  he  could  not  see  his 
way  to  increasing  the  bounty?  Sup- 
posing £2  were  given  when  the  men  came 
m,  and  an  extra  £l  a-year  bounty  whilst 
they  served,  a  valuable  class  of  men  would 
be  got  into  the  Militia.  At  the  present 
moment  these  men  were  thrown  away, 
for  after  they  had  served  about  12  years 
in  the  Line,  notwithstanding  they  had 
become  excellent  and  good  soldiers,  they 
ceased  to  have  coDuection  with  the 
Army.  He  ventured  to  bring  this  mat- 
ter under  the  notice  of  the  War  Office, 
because  he  believed  it  was  a  subject 
capable  of  being  dealt  with  to  the  great 
advantage  of  the  Army  and  to  the  coun- 
try generally.  There  was  another  point 
upon  which  he  ventured  to  touch.  The 
noble  Marquess  had  said  he  was  anxious 
for  the  efficiency  of  the  Militia,  and  he 
(Colonel  Gunter)  would  therefore  re- 
commend that  when  the  men  came  up 
on  their  enlistment,  and  for  training  in 
the  barracks,  they  should  be  put  under 
their  own  officers.  At  the  present  mo- 
ment they  were  put  with  the  soldiers  of 
the  Line.  He  knew  very  well  the  ob- 
ject of  the  arrangement  at  present 
adopted;  it  was  to  get  the  men  who 
came  into  the  Militia  to  go  into  the 
Line.  That  object  was  a  good  one,  and 
he  did  not  object  to  it;  but  what  he 
asked  was  that  the  men,  when  they 
came  up,  should  be  put  under  their  own 
adjutant,  and  in  their  own  barrack- 
rooms.  He  wished  to  bring  these 
matters  under  the  notice  of  the  noble 
Marquess,  because  probably  they  had  not 
struck  him  before.  He  wished  to  recom- 
mend the  plan,  by  which  they  could  induce 
the  Army  Beserve  men  to  serve  in  the 
Militia  up  to  45  years  of  age.  If  they 
could  do  that,  they  would  be  bestowing 
a  great  boon  upon  the  country.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Bylands), 
he  thought,  had  said  he  was  very  anxious 
to  do  everything  he  could  for  the  good 
of  the  Service — everything  in  reason. 
Well,  if  he  could  venture  to  put  it  before 
the  Government  in  a  very  humble  way, 
he  would  suggest  a  means  by  which 
they  could  add  greatly  to  the  satisfac- 
tion of  the  men.  They  enlisted  men, 
and  told  them  they  were  to  have  free 
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rations.  Well,  "free  rations"  was 
known  in  this  country  now — ^it  used  not 
to  be  in  the  olden  time — to  consist  of 
three  meals — namely,  breakfast,  dinner, 
and  tea.  Now,  a  man  could  not  have 
breakfast  and  could  not  have  tea  un- 
less cofifee  and  sugar  or  tea  was  supplied 
to  him.  He  (Colonel  Qunter)  had  gone 
into  this  question,  and  he  found  that  if 
tbey  wanted  to  carry  out  the  wording  of 
the  enactment  which  provided  for  "  free 
rations,"  they  must  not  make  the  charge 
at  present  imposed  on  the  men  of  id, 
a-day,  but  should  find  them  breakfast, 
dinner,  and  tea  without  any  charge.  It 
was  impossible  to  say  that  a  man  had 
"  free  rations,"  when  be  had  to  put  his 
hand  into  his  pocket  and  pay  for  any  of 
these  things  out  of  his  own  money.  It 
would  be  a  source  of  great  satisfaction 
to  the  men,  if  they  found  their  break- 
fast, dinner,  and  tea  supplied  to  them, 
instead  of  having  to  put  their  hands  in 
their  pockets  to  pay  this  ^d.  It  might  be 
said  that  ^d.  was  a  very  small  amount; 
still,  it  was  a  consideration  with  the 
men,  and  it  was  only  right  that  the 
Government  should  carry  out  the  under- 
taking it  entered  into  when  the  men 
enlisted,  and  give  them  free  rations. 
He  brought  these  matters  before  the 
War  0£B.ce  because  he  thought  it  was 
his  dutv  to  do  so. 

General  ALEXANDER  said,  that  a 
few  years  ago  the  scheme  of  compulsory 
retirement  on  account  of  age  was  fixed 
for  officers  commanding  Militia  regi- 
ments, and  it  was  found  afterwards  that 
the  compulsory  retirement  was  not  ap- 
plicable to  officers  commanding  regi- 
ments of  the  Channel  Islands  Militia. 
He  thought  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  had  said  he 
had  no  power  whatever  over  this  Militia, 
and  that  he  had  nothing  whatever  to  do 
with  the  Channel  Islands  Forces,  and 
that  the  ages  of  the  commanding  officers 
were  not  known.  In  order  to  test  the 
case,  he  (General  Alexander)  had  asked 
the  noble  Marquess  to  give  him  a  Be- 
turn  of  the  ages  of  the  officers  command- 
ing the  Channel  Islands  Militia.  That 
Beturn  had  been  supplied,  and  he 
(General  Alexander)  now  held  it  in  his 
hand.  He  found  that  out  of  nine  offi- 
cers commanding  regiments  in  the 
Channel  Islands,  three,  if  they  had  been 
commanding  in  England  or  Scotland, 
would  have  been  disqualified  by  age ; 
one  of  them  was  actually  77  years  old. 
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Surely  that  was  too  great  an  age  fo 
any  officer  commanding  a  regiment.  H* 
thought  himself  that  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  had  gone  too  far  in  fixiaf 
compulsory  retirement  on  acooont  of 
age  where  it  had  been  fixed  in  the 
of  the  British  and  Irish  Militia, 
in  that  way  they  lost  a  great  many 
cers  who  were  still  in  the  prime  <A  life. 
and  great  difficulty  was  felt  in  filfiig 
their  places.  But  he  thought  that  what- 
ever rule  was  applicable  to  the  Britta^ 
Militia  and  the  Irish  Militia,  it  oogte 
certainly  to  be  applicable  to  the  Ghanscl 
Islands  Militia.  The  object  of  the  lak 
which  had  been  adopted  in  the  csae  of 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland  waa,  so 
doubt,  to  increase  the  efficiency  of  ^ 
Militia.  He  did  not  know  whether  or 
not  that  result  was  attained ;  and, 
fore,  to  g^ve  an  opportunity  to 
Marquess  to  reply  to  the  qnestion,  aai, 
if  necessary,  to  raise  a  diecoBsion  apn 
the  matter,  he  begged,  as  a  matter  of 
form,  to  move  to  reduce  the  Vote  by 
£7,000,  being  the  amount  put  down  &r 
the  Channel  Islands  Militia. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoesd, 

"That  a  sum,  not  excelling  £519,Ma,  ^ 
grranted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  de&«y  the  Chaix* 
for  the  Pay  and  Allowances  of  m  Faroe  «f 
Militia,  not  exceeding  136,176,  indafiac 
30,000  Militia  Reserve,  which  will  coa*  ia 
course  of  payment  daring  the  year  »ir^A^f 
the  31st  day  of  March  1886/'— (<7«iMrwi 
ander,) 

Sir  AETHUR  HAYTER  said,  tlui 
in  reply  to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Msbh 
ber  (General  Alexander),  bM  he  had  to 
say  was  that  the  Secretary  of  State  lor 
War  had  nothing  to  do  with  this  mat- 
ter. It  was  not  in  the  power  of  tk» 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  to  fix  the  limit 
of  age  of  commanding  officers  in  tht 
Channel  Islands  Militia.  Service  in  that 
Force  was  compulsory,  and  the  age  of 
retirement  for  commanding  officers. 
and  everything  else  connected  with  th» 
Force,  was  regulated  by  the  laws  of  thr 
Islands,  and  could  not  be  altered  bj  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War. 

Oenebal  ALEXANDER  said,  that 
nothing  to  that  effect  was  stated  last 
year,  and  the  Betum  which  he  hai 
moved  for  had  been  granted.  How- 
ever, he  did  not  wish  to  press  the  Mo> 
tion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  mthirMwn. 

The  Mabqubss  of  HABTIXGTt>N 
said,   that  with  regard    to    the   puosi 
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raised  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
opposite  (Colonel  Gunter),  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  would  see  that  the  sub- 
ject had  been  brought  forward  in  the 
Heport  of  the  Inspector  G-eneral  of  Be- 
cruiting  this  year.  The  Inspector  Gene- 
ral, in  the  figures  he  presented,  showed 
that  the  number  of  men  who  had  served 
12  years  in  the  Army,  and  had  gone  to 
the  Heserves,  had  increased  since  1883 
from  893  to  1,652.  He  showed  that  the 
number  of  men  whom  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  opposite  thought  it  de- 
sirable to  obtain  for  the  Militia,  was 
increasing.  The  Inspector  General  had 
suggested  that  more  liberal  terms  should 
be  offered  them. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

(5.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

*<That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £72,500,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge 
for  Yeomanry  CaTalry  Pay  and  Allowances, 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during 
the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March 
1886." 

Ma.    A.    F.    EGERTON    said,     he 
wished  to   draw  attention  to  a  small 
grievance,  which  he   thought  was    of 
some    importance    in    connection  with 
this  Vote ;  it  was  a  small  one,  but  it 
militated  against  the  whole  Force.    It 
had  reference  to  a  Begulation  of  1862. 
He  would  refer  the  noble  Marquess  to 
page  66  of  the  Regulations,  to  the  sub- 
ject of  grants  for  compensation,  and  it 
would  be  seen  that  a  yeoman  was  en- 
titled to  compensation  if  his  horse  was 
killed  in  the  field  during    drill.      If, 
however,   in  attending  troop   drill,   or 
permanent  duty,  his  horse  happened  to 
meet  with  an  accident  on  his  way  to  or 
from  the  field,  he  was  entitled  to  no 
compensation.     He  would  like  to  quote 
a  case  in  which  some  hardship  had  been 
inflicted  on  an  unfortunate  farmer  in 
consequence  of  this  Begulation.     There 
was  a  trooper  belonging  to  a  Yeomanry 
regiment  in  Lancashire  going  to  drill  in 
the  town  of  Bochdale — either  going  to 
it,  or  coming  from  it,  he  did  not  know 
which.     That  trooper  happened,  unfor- 
tunately, to  meet  with  a  detachment  of 
the  Salvation   Army  with  its    drums, 
trumpets,  and  tambourines.    The  con- 
sequence was  that  his  horse,  which  was 
perfectly  accustomed  to  military  opera- 
tions, not  being  accustomed  to  the  ope- 
rations of  the  Salvation  Army,  reared 


up  and  fell  over,  breaking  its  back.    It 
was  killed  in  the  streets  of  Bochdale.  A 
claim  was  made  on  the  War  Office  for 
the  small  grant  of   £20 — an    amount 
which,  of  course,  did  not  by  any  means 
cover  the  value  of  the  horse.    There 
had  been  a  great  deal  of  correspondence 
on  the  subject,  and  the  claim  had  even- 
tually been  refused,  in  consequence  of 
the  Begulation  to  which  he  had  referred. 
Well,  he  ventured  to  think  that  the  Be- 
gulations  pressed  very  hardly  on  the 
yeomen.    He  could  quote  another  case 
which  was  brought  under  his  notice  in 
connection  with  a  regiment  of  Yeomanry 
with  which  he  had  been  for  some  time 
connected,  and  in  which  he  himself  had 
served.    In  this  case,  a  horse  was  at- 
tacked with  pneumonia  during  perma- 
nent duty,  and  died  a  day  or  two  after. 
No  compensation  was  given  by  the  Go- 
vernment, and  in  the  result  compensation 
had  to  come  out  of  the  troop  officer's 
pocket.     He  had  to  pay  £20,  or  what- 
ever the  sum  was,  the  value  of  the  horse, 
otherwise  it  would  have  been  impossible 
for  him  to  have  kept  his  troop  together. 
It  might  be  said  that  the  alteration  of 
these  Begulations  might  lead  to  abuse ; 
but  he  believed  it  would  be  very  easy  to 
adopt  safeguards  to  prevent  the  Begu- 
lations being  abused,  and  to  provide 
only  for  accidents  to  horses  going  to  or 
coming  from  the  field,  as  well  as  those 
engstged  in  field  operations.     Claims  of 
this  kind  should  be  certified  by  the  com- 
manding officer  or  adjutant,  or,  if  neces- 
sary, by  the  General  Officer  commanding 
the  district.  This  was  a  small  grievance, 
but  it  was  one  of  the  small  grievances 
which  conduced  to  the  inefficiency  rather 
than  the  efficiency  of  the  Force.     He 
commended  it  to  the  consideration  of 
the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartington). 

Mr.  BYLANDS  said,  that  he  had 
almost  allowed  the  Chairman  to  put  the 
Question  before  rising,  because  ne  was 
waiting  for  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Berkshire 
(Sir  Bobert  Loyd  Lindsay)  to  rise. 
He  fully  expected  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  to  express  some  opinion  upon 
this  Vote.  He  believed  he  was  correct 
in  saying  that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman, who  was  an  acknowledged  au- 
thority upon  questions  of  this  kind,  was 
not  prepared  to  justify  the  present  ad- 
ministration of  this  Vote,  and  he  should 
have  been  very  glad  indeed  if  the  hon. 
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and  gallant  Gentleman  liad  given  the 
Committee  the  benefit  —  he  hoped  he 
would  still  give  them  the  benefit — of  his 
experience.     He  (Mr.  Bylands)  recol- 
lected perfectly  well  that  for  a  great 
many  years  past  this  Vote  had  been  re- 
ceived with  a  considerable  amount  of 
objection  and  criticism  on  the  part  of 
hon.  Members.     He  recollected  reading, 
before  he  was  a  Member  of  the  House, 
the  admirable  speeches  of  the  late  Mr. 
Henry  Berkeley,  in  which  that  gentle- 
man ridiculed  the  various  branches  of 
the  Yeomanry  Service  in  different  parts 
of  the  Kingdom,  and  in  which  he  showed 
the  Committee  that  the  Yeomanry  was 
an    altogether    absurd   and    inefficient 
Force.    Of  course,   he  (Mr.  Eylands) 
could  not  speak  with  the  authority  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  opposite 
(Colonel  Sir  Bobert  Loyd  Lindsay) ;  but 
he  could   say   that,  in  regard  to   the 
corps  with  which  he  was  personally  ac- 
quainted,   and  of  which,  in  his  early 
years,  he  was  in  the  habit  of  seeing 
jaomething — he  meant  the  Cheshire  Yeo- 
manry, or,  as  they  were  popularly  called, 
the    **  Cheshire  Cabbage   Cutters  "  — 
there  was  a  general  impression  that  that 
corps  would  not  prove  very  efficient  un- 
less it  was  in  cutting  down  cabbages. 
His  objection  to  the  Yeomanry  Force 
was  that  it  was  altogether  a  sham  Force. 
If  there  was  any  necessity  to  make  any 
demand  upon  the  Beserve  Forces  of  the 
country,  the  Yeomanry  Force  would  be 
found  absolutely   useless   for    fighting 
purposes.     He  did  not  doubt  for  a  mo- 
ment that  some  of  the  yeomen  with 
their  horses  could  limber  up  waggons, 
and  do  work  of  that  kind;    but  that 
could  be  done  without  keeping  up  an 
establishment  of  this  kind.    If  ever  they 
were,  unfortunately,  in  a  position  to  re- 
quire assistance  in   the   Commissariat 
Department,  there  would  be  no  difficulty 
whatever    in    getting    the  number    of 
waggons  and  horses  wanted.     Military 
men,  and,  in  fact,  the  Inspecting  Officer 
of  Yeomany  himself,  were  distinctly  of 
opinion  that  the  Yeomanry  in  its  pre- 
sent state  was   an  unsatisfactory  and 
inefficient  Force.    It  did  seem  to  him 
(Mr.  Bylands),  that  at  a  time  when  they 
were  called  upon  to  pay  large  sums  of 
money  for  the  Military  Services  of  the 
Crown,  it  was  most  ill-advised  that  they 
should  persist  in  voting,  year  after  year, 
a  sum  of  £60,000  or  £70,000  for  a  Force 
which    was    condemned    by    the   very 
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highest  authorities.  He  did  not 
the  Vote  which  was  given  to  the  Toln- 
teers;  he  thought  that,  probaUj,  a 
some  respects  that  Vote  might  with  p»> 
priety  be  increased.  The  YolantecB 
formed  a  Force  of  the  most  vahiable  de- 
scription, and  the  money  given  to 
was  money  well  laid  out.  Not  so 
the  Yeomanry ;  they  were  not  worth  tbt 
money  the  country  spent  upon  thim. 
and  therefore  he  should  certaislj  mj 
**  No  "  when  the  Vote  was  put. 

Colonel  0'B£IBN£  said,  that  thk 
Vote  did  not  concern  Ireland 
directly  or  indirectly;  indeed,  it 
very  unjust  that  Ireland  should  hare  Is 
pay  even  the  smallest  fraction  of  this 
Vote,  or  of  any  Vote  for  Yolunten, 
when  it  was  not  allowed  to  have  Tolvs- 
teer  corps.  He  quite  agreed  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Bylaiids; 
that  £70,000  was  a  most  extravagaai 
sum  to  give  to  a  Force  like  the  Yeo- 
many, which  did  not  even  supply  rt- 
cruits  to  the  Begular  CaTaliy.  Tht 
country  ought  not  to  be  called  upoa  to 
supply  the  money,  especially  when  they 
were  required  to  meet  large  bills  for 
military  operations  in  all  parts  ai  ths 
world,  which  up  to  this  had  not  beas 
very  successful. 

Sib  FBEDEBIOK  FrTZ-WTrGBAM 
said,  the  Beports  of  late  years  with 
regard  to  the  Yeomanry  regiments  hai 
been  very  favourable.  There  wers»  ss 
the  Committee  were  aware,  two  In^MMt- 
ing  Generals  of  Auxiliary  Forces.  Ail 
the  Beports  of  these  officers  passed 
through  his  hands  during  his  Isto 
period  of  office,  and  he  found  that  tfe 
Beports  made  with  regard  to  the  T«s- 
manry  were  to  the  effect  that  that  Fone 
of  late  years  had  improved,  and  thai 
they  were  still  improving.  That  im- 
provement was  due  to  the  estahlidimsBt 
of  a  School  for  Auxiliary  Oavaby  ss 
Aldershot;  and  up  to  1882  that  Sebool 
was  a  great  success.  The  Commaadaat- 
ship  of  the  School  was,  up  to  that  yesr. 
a  five  years'  appointment.  In  18^,  lor 
certain  reasons,  he  believed  oonnsctsi 
with  economy,  it  was  decided  to  maks 
it  an  annual  appointment,  and  to  givs 
£100  to  a  captain  who  would  take  th* 
place  for  a  year.  It  was  imposmhh 
that  the  School  could  be  a  success  whea 
the  Commandant  was  <^ianged  evoy 
year.  He  believed  that  the  appomtmsat 
of  a  Commandant  for  five  years  was  sh- 
solutely  necessary  for  the  succeas  of  ths 
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School.    As  a  matter  of  faot,  of  late  the 
Commandantshiphad  been  changed  even 
more  than  once  every  year ;  he  believed 
there  had  been  three  changes  in  the  office 
during  the  last  12  months.  A  Yeomanry 
School  was  required  as  much,  if  not  more, 
for  non-commissioned  officers  as  for  com- 
missioned officers,  and  for  the  very  rea- 
son that  of  late  years  Cavalry  had  been 
largely  engaged  in  scouting  and  recon- 
noissance  duties;  indeed,  latterly,  such 
duties  had  become  almost  the  primary 
duties  of  Cavalry.    Now,  the  Yeomanry 
sergeants  were,  for  the  most  part,  men 
who  had  been  in  the  Cavalry  for  years, 
men  who  belonged  to  the  Cavalry  be- 
fore the  days  when  the  new  duties  were 
much  considered  or  taught.    He,  there- 
fore, believed  it  was  of  &e  utmost  neces- 
sity that  a  School  should  be  open,  say, 
six  months  in  each  year,  for  Yeomanry 
sergeants.  For  three  months  of  the  year, 
the  School,  under  the  same  Commandant, 
could  be  open  to  officers.   Now,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Eylands)  had 
attacked  the  use  of  the  Yeomanry.    He 
(Sir  Frederick  Fitz-Wygram)  had  seen  a 
good  deal  of  the  Yeomanry  and  of  the 
Cavalry  too,   and  his  own  impression 
was  that  the  Yeomanry  formed  a  very 
useful  portion  of  the  Auxiliary  Forces ; 
and    he    believed  from  what    he   saw 
of  them  that,  in  the  intelligence  and 
zeal  which  they  brought  to  bear  on  their 
duties,  they  would  compare  Very  favour- 
ably with  any  of  the  Volunteers  of  the 
country.     He  believed  that  if  the  neces- 
sities of  the  Empire  required  the  em- 
ployment abroad  of  a  large  portion  of  the 
Cavalry,  the  Yeomanry  would  be  found 
very  useful.  Nearly  all  of  them  were  men 
who  could  ride,  men  who  knew  how  to  get 
about,  men  very  well  suited  for  outpost 
and  scouting   duties,  and  he  believed 
they  formed  as  valuable  a  portion,  if  not 
the  most  valuable,  as  any  of  the  Auxiliary 
Forces.     He  hoped  this  Vote  would  be 
given  willingly,  and  that  the  noble  Mar- 
quess the   Secretary  of  State  for  War 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  would  see 
that  the  School  for  Auxiliary  Cavalry, 
which  was  absolutely  necessary  for  the 
efficiency  of  the  Yeomanry,  should  be 
placed  on  a  proper  footing,  with  a  Com- 
mandant appointed  for  at  least  five  years. 
He  never  wished  to  throw  any  burdens 
on  the  Estimates.    If  it  was  necessary 
that  the  Estimates  should  be  kept  down, 
he  would  suggest  that  one  or  two  of  the 
smaller  and  least  efficient  corps  should 


be  disbanded,  so  that  they  would  be 
able  to  have  all  that  was  requisite  for 
the  efficiency  of  the  Force.  He  felt  that 
a  smaller  number  of  Yeomanry  tho- 
roughly drilled  and  taught,  both  with 
regard  to  officers  and  non-commissioned 
officers,  would  be  far  more  useful  than 
a  slightly  larger  but  less  efficient  body. 
He  would  willingly  assent  to  a  reduction 
of  strength,  in  order  to  make  the  re- 
mainder as  efficient  as  they  could  be 
made. 

Mr.  DIGBY  said,  he  could  not  ap- 
proach the  experience  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  (Sir  Frederick  Fitz- 
Wygram)  who  had  just  addressed  the 
Committee ;  but  he  thought  it  would  not 
be  out  of  place  if  he,  as  a  humble  mem- 
ber of  the  Yeomanry,  said  a  word  or  two 
in  favour  of  that  body.  The  Yeomanry 
had  before  now  proved  its  usefulness, 
and  he  submitted  that  it  was  fully  en- 
titled to  the  small  amount  of  money 
which  the  country  allowed  it.  It  had 
been  said  that  it  was  not  an  efficient 
Force.  Now,  while  a  man  in  the  Eegular 
Cavalry  regiments  cost  eight  times  what 
an  Infantry  man  cost,  a  Yeoman  cost 
only  four  times  what  a  Volunteer  cost. 
In  the  Yeomanry,  therefore,  the  coun- 
try obtained  the  services  of  a  man  and 
his  horse  for  only  four  times  the  amount 
which  a  Volunteer  cost  the  country,  and, 
therefore,  in  proportion,  the  Yeomanry 
were  only  half  as  expensive  to  the 
country,  per  man,  as  the  Cavtdry  were. 
It  was  quite  news  to  him  to  hear  the  hon. 
Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Bylands)  say 
that  the  Yeomanry  were  expected  to 
do  Commissariat  work.  He  did  think 
that  farmers  could  be  very  usefully 
employed  in  their  own  counties  as  scouts, 
as  eyes  to  the  Army,  if  the  Navy  proved 
inefficient.  It  ought  to  be  remembered 
that,  at  the  present  time,  there  were 
Yeomanry  officers  doing  duty  in  the 
Regular  Cavalry  regiments. 

Sib  ROBERT  L05fD  LINDSAY  said, 
he  must  confess  that  there  was  nothing 
more  invidious  than  for  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber of  the  House  to  point  out  the  short- 
comings, or  what  any  Member  might 
suppose  to  be  shortcomings,  of  any  Force, 
and  therefore  far  be  it  from  him  to  say 
anything  against  the  individuals  who 
composed  that  old  and  much  respected 
Constitutional  Force,  the  Yeomanry. 
But,  as  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Burnley  (Mr.  Ry lands)  had  somewhat 
challenged   him  in  a  pointed  way,  he 
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felt  be  could  not  do  otherwise  than  ex- 
press the  opinioDs  he  held  with  regard 
to  the  Yeomanry  Force.  Now,  he  was  of 
opinion  that  in  England  they  might  have 
the  very  finest  Irregular  Cavalry  in  the 
word.      Englishmen    were  devoted    to 
horsemanship,  and  they  were  shown  to 
excel  in  rifle  shooting,  and  it  was  this 
latter     consideration    which    kept    the 
Yolunteers   together.      Bifle    shooting 
and  horsemanship  might  be  said  to  be 
the  genius  of  the  English  people,  and 
the    two  combined  were  what,  in  his 
judgment,  would  make  the  finest  Irre- 
gular Cavalry  in  the  world,  if,  by  any 
piece  of  good  fortune,  they  could  per- 
suade  their  friends,  the  Yeomaniy,  to 
turn  their  attention  to  that  mode  of  mili- 
tary training.   Those  hon.  Members  who 
could    go    back    as  long  as    the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Bylands)  and  others, 
would  remember  that  Mr.  Cardwell  de- 
liberately stated  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons that  it  was  intended  to  train  in 
future  the  Teomanry  as  mounted  rifle- 
men.   From  time  to  time,  the  desira- 
bility   of    doing    what    Mr.    Cardwell 
wished  to  do  had  been  shown  in  the 
House ;  Committees  had  sat  to  consider 
the  question,  and  they  had  almost  in- 
variably recommended  it  should  be  done; 
but  the  Yeomanry  had  presented  the 
most    determined    opposition  to  being 
trained  in  that  way.    He  was  not  alto- 
gether astonished  at  that  opposition,  be- 
cause the  men  who  taught  the  Yeomanry 
their  work  were,  in  the  first  place,  old 
men;  they  were  captains  or  adjutants 
of   Cavalry    regiments,    or    old   Dra- 
goon sergeants,  who  had  been  trained 
under  the  old  conditions  of  Cavalry  ser- 
vices— tight  trousers  and  spurs,  entirely 
unsuited  for  the  purposes  of  mounted 
rifles.     They  would  rather  perish  than 
take  up  the  teaching  of  rifle  shooting. 
Their  thoughts  were  bent  in  the  one  direc- 
tion ;  and  it  was  impossible  to  get  these 
old  Cavalry  sergeants  to  take  up  In- 
fantry duties  which  many  of  them  re- 
garded as  less  noble  than  Cavalry  duties. 
It  was  vain,  therefore,  to  hope  that  the 
Yeomaory    could  ever  be  turned  into 
anything  like    efficient  mounted  rifle- 
men.   Some  of  the  Yeomanry  officers 
themselves — he    might  mention    one, 
Colonel    Edwards  —  were  particularly 
anxious    that    the    change   should    be 
made.     Colonel  Edwards  gave  evidence 
before  a  Committee  of  the  House,  and 
he  had  delivered  lectures  on  the  subject 
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at  the  United  Service  Institatioii.    G«> 
neral  Hamley,  writing  on  the  mhjcct 
said  he  was  only  delighted  to  fini  ti 
was  recommended  that  the  YeomsBr 
should  be  trained  as  mounted  riflenifB ; 
he  was  pleased  the  recommendAtioB  em* 
from  the  Yeomanry  themaelTee,  a»d  kt 
hoped  that  was  a  good  augury  that  scnm- 
thing  would  be  done  in  that  dircctki. 
But  year  after  year  had  gone  by,  so  c 
was  evident  that  the  change  was  wsA  t« 
be  made.     If,  therefore,  the  Yeonanr 
were  to  be  maintained,  thej  mut  b* 
used  to  the  sword  and  not  to  the  nfit. 
He  was  sorry  that  so  many  ooon^  gen- 
tlemen went  into  the  Teomanxy.  W 
cause  he  wanted  to    see  them  joinisf 
the  Yolunteers.    He  wished  eoimty 
tlemen  supported  the  Yolunteers 
than  they  did.    As  it  was,  they 
into  another  Force,  and  did  not  give  tbt 
Yolunteers  the  assistance  which  it  va 
so  very  desirable  they  shonld  give.   Hi 
should  be  very  glad  indeed  if  the  T«- 
manry  were  to  become  Mounted  ffiflw 
An  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  who  ac 
near  him  said — ''We  should  be  tkt 
pleased  if  we  could  bring  our  Yetauaan 
to  the  butts ;  but  we  have  not  gol  xifl* 
ranges."      The    Yolunteers    had   vAt 
ranges,  which  were  at  the  eerrice  «f 
Mounted  Eifles.    The  Yolunteeis  kaft 
drill  halls  as  well;  therefore  M< 
Bifles  could  be  trained  with  the  _ 
facility,  and  very  economioallj.     If  tk* 
proposed  change  were  made,  he    Scr 
Kobert  Loyd  Lindsay)  felt   aore  c^ 
would  have  the  finest  Irregular  Cafihr 
in  the  world,   instead    of    haTxng  is 
Auxiliary  Cavalry  Force  which  he  W 
lieved  was  the  worst  trained — he 
for    useful    purposes — and    the 
armed  in  the  world.    The   Yi 
were  not  even  armed.     He  believed  £ 
was  intended  to  give  them  shortly  t 
better  arm;  but  at  the  preeent  ua* 
they    had  not  even    got  the  oarfaiw 
Formerly  there  was  at  Wimbledca  • 
competition  for  Mounted  Bifiea.     It  vai 
a  very  interesting  competition ;  bat  tkt 
Yeomanry  now  said  that  thej  ooald  •• 
longer  come  to    Wimbledon,    becasi^ 
they  were  beaten  out  of  the  field  by  tkt 
Mounted  Infantry.     GonseqncaiUy,  i3m 
competition    had    ceased — a  fact   rm 
much  to  be  regretted. 

Thb  Mabqubss  of  HABTING'K'S 
said,  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  McaVe? 
for  Wigan  (Mr.  A.  F.  Egaztoa)  \ml 
called  attention  to  a    griei 
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respect  to  the  compensation  for  tlie  loss 
of  horses.     The  hon.  Member  was  quite 
right  in  saying  that  the  grievance  had 
been  the  subject  of  very  prolonged  cor- 
respondence between  the  War  Depart- 
ment   and    the    corps    concerned.     It 
seemed  to  him  (the  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington)  that  the  line  must  be  drawn 
somewhere,  and  he  believed  that  such 
claims   were    dealt  with   in  a  liberal 
spirit.    But  it  was  an  altogether  dif- 
ferent thing  if  a  horse  was  lost  while 
it  was  going  to  or  coming  from  duty. 
There  must  be  a  line  drawn  between 
the  time  when  a  horse  was  on  duty  and 
when  it  was  off  duty.    The  accident  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  referred  was 
one  which  might  have  happened  to  the 
horse  when  it  was  not  in  the  service  of 
the  State  at  all ;  and,  therefore,  he  did 
not  think  that  any  great  grievance  was 
made  out.     The  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  South  Hamp- 
shire (Sir  Frederick  Fitz-Wygram)  had 
called  attention  to  the  good  service  done 
by  the  School  of  Auxiliary  Cavalry,  and 
he  had  pointed  out  that  more  good  ser- 
vice would  be  rendered  by  the  School  if 
the  Commandant  held  his  office  for  a 
longer  period.     He  understood  from  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Financial  Secretary  to 
the  War   Office    (Sir   Arthur  Hayter) 
that  under  the  present  system  there  was 
considerable  difficulty  in  obtaining  com- 
petent officers  to  accept  the  appointment. 
The  subject  would  be  brought  up  again, 
and  when  that  was  done  he  would  give 
it  his  best  consideration.     He  did  not 
think  he  need  take  up  much  time  of  the 
Committee  by  replying  to  the  observa- 
tions of  the  hon.  Member  for  Burnley 
(Mr.    By  lands).     He    could    not  alto- 
gether   congratulate    his    hon.   Friend 
upon  the  opportunity  he  had  taken  to 
display  his   economical  leanings.     For 
many  years  past  this  Yote  had  been  the 
chief  object  of  attack  from  the  econo- 
mical Party,  and,  so  far  as  he  could  see, 
his  hon.   Friend  had  not  brought  for- 
ward any  novel  argument  against  the 
Yeomanry.     No    doubt    the  hon.   and 
gallant    Gentleman    the    Member    for 
Berkshire  (Sir   Robert  Loyd  Lindsay) 
was  a  great  authority    upon   Cavalry 
questions ;    but  so  was  the  hon.   and 
gallant    Gentleman    the    Member    for 
South  Hampshire,  who  had  borne  testi- 
mony to  the  substantial  value,  under 
certain  circumstances,  of  the  Yeomanry 
Force.    There  might  be  a  good  deal  of 


advantage  in  the  Yeomanry  Force  being 
converted  into  Mounted  Infantry  as 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  (Sir 
Bobert  Loyd  Lindsay)  suggested.  It 
was  a  fact  that  this  Force  was  capable 
of  producing  the  finest  Irregular  Cavalry 
in  the  world.  There  was  a  great  passion 
for  equestrian  exercise,  and  for  rifle 
shooting,  and  those  conditions  were  ex- 
tremely favourable  for  the  formation  of 
a  Mounted  Infantry  Force.  However, 
for  one  reason  or  another,  which  he 
could  not  now  undertake  to  explain. 
Mounted  Infantry  had  not  been  success- 
ful. At  the  present  time,  there  was  only 
one  company  of  Light  Horse  Yolunteers, 
numbering  about  60  men.  That  fact 
alone  showed  that  there  was  one  reason 
or  another  which  prevented  the  forma- 
tion of  Mounted  Infantry.  Parliament 
ought  to  be  very  careful  before  they 
attempted  to  get  rid  of  the  present 
Yeomanrv  Force,  which,  as  had  been 
said  in  the  course  of  the  debate,  was 
of  very  considerable  value — they  ought 
to  pause  before  they  attempted  to  convert 
the  Force  into  something  which  did  not 
appear  to  be  equally  popular.  If  there 
was  a  disposition  voluntarily  shown  to 
convert  the  Yeomanry  into  Mounted 
Infantry,  the  matter  would  be  worth 
consideration.  At  the  present  time,  the 
Yeomanry  was  extremely  popular,  while 
the  popularity  of  Mounted  Infantry  was 
not  great.  He  did  not  think  it  was 
wise  that  he  should  do  anything  to  dis- 
turb the  popularity  of  the  Force,  which, 
under  certain  circumstances,  was  cal- 
culated to  be  very  valuable. 

Mb.  BIGGAB  said,  he  was  disposed 
to  follow  the  recommendation  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy)  and  not 
allow  this  Yote  to  pass  without  a  divi- 
sion, unless  they  got  a  proper  oppor- 
tunity of  getting  some  information  in 
regard  to  the  Antrim  Militia.,  From  the 
opinion  he  got  from  a  good  many  mili- 
tary gentlemen,  it  appeared  to  him  to 
be  a  waste  of  money  to  spend  it  upon 
the  maintenance  of  Yeomanry  Cavalry. 
The  noble  Marquess  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  (the  Marquess  of  Har- 
tington)  had  said  that  the  Yote  was 
criticized  each  year,  but  that  there  was 
nothing  new  said  about  it ;  but  he  (Mr. 
Biggar)  did  not  think  that  was  a  strong 
argument  in  favour  of  the  Vote.  He 
heard,  last  Session,  from  an  hon. 
Member  who  had  come  from   a  very 
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remote  part  of  England — the  county  of 
Chester — that  the  Yeomanry  Cavtdry 
were  a  very  dangerous  body  of  men, 
because  they  were  so  unhandy  with 
their  swords  that  there  was  considerable 
risk  of  their  cutting  each  other's  heads 
off.  If  that  was  an  example  of  their 
skilly  he  thought  it  would  be  much 
better  to  give  a  grant  of  money  to  get 
rid  of  them  altogether.  The  Yeomanry 
were  supposed  to  be  a  Military  Force, 
but  they  had  no  miltary  training  what- 
ever, and  if  they  were  called  upon  to 
vote  on  the  question,  he  should  certainly 
vote  against  the  Estimate.  If  the  Yeo- 
manry were  properly  trained  they  might 
become  proper  soldiers ;  but,  in  point  of 
fact,  the  Force  was  so  mismanaged  at 
present  that  it  would  be  better  to  get 
rid  of  it  altogether.  They  never  went 
on  foreign  service,  or  did  any  good 
whatever,  and  therefore  it  would  be 
better  to  get  rid  of  them. 

Mr.  ILLINGWORTH  said,  that  not- 
withstanding the  disparaging  remarks 
of  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington),  he  would  venture  to 
say  a  word  in  support  of  the  argument 
of  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Hylands).  Now, 
the  noble  Marquess  had  said  this  ques- 
tion was  brought  forward  year  after 
year  without  result ;  but  he  (Mr.  Illing- 
worth)  was  inclined  to  think  that,  by 
returning  to  the  Yote,  again  and  again, 
they  would  eventually  bring  conviction 
that  this  Force  was  altogether  a  useless 
one.  He  did  not  pretend  to  be  a  mili- 
tary man,  but  he  was  the  Hepresenta- 
tive  of  taxpayers.  Now,  what  had  they 
heard  from  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man opposite  the  Member  for  South 
Hamp8hire(SirFrederickFitz-Wygram) 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Berkshire  (Sir 
Bobert  Loyd  Lindsay)  ?  They  had  as- 
sured them  that  if  this  Force  was  made 
into  something  entirely  different  from 
what  it  was  at  present,  it  might  be  of 
some  use  to  the  country.  That  was  the 
argument  which  had  been  brought  for- 
ward year  after  year.  There  was  a  time 
when  it  had  a  use ;  when  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day  thought  it  might  be 
badly  treated  at  home ;  but,  happily,  such 
times  had  gone  by  now,  and  if  it  was 
to  be  made  of  any  use  at  all,  it  would 
have  to  be  made  a  part  of  our  ordinary 
Military  Service.  But  he  would  ask  this 
question.  Would  any  military  authority 
in  that  House  say  that  this  Force,  for  a 
century  past,  or  as  it  was  likely  to  be  in  I 
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the  future,  could  have  been,  or  ooald  W 
now,  utilized  for  any  kind  of  niodeni 
fare  ?  He  ventured  to  say  it  oould 
and,  therefore,  its  existence 
and  the  sooner  it  was  wiped  awaj  t^ 
better.  How  was  it  poseible  that  tbst 
could  be  anything  like  disci^ine  arnxi- 
tary  knowledge  acquired  in  one  wwi'i 
training  a-year  ?  It  was  true  that  Tovzf 
officers  who  had  acquired  a  good  dcH. 
of  technical  knowledge  at  traiidsf 
schools  might  obtain  a  little  practie^ 
experience  by  means  of  this  Force ;  b«t 
it  was  impossible  that  they  could  impc; 
any  efficiency  or  knowledge  on  mil^vj 
matters  to  the  men.  The  whole  Force  v« 
a  bye- word  and  a  laughing-stoc^ 
one  end  of  the  country  to  the 
Although  the  noble  Marqaeee  had  de- 
fended the  Force,  he  had  not  imiH^M J 
how  it  could  be  made  aeefnl ;  and  la 
(Mr.  Hlingworth's)  conviction 
as  strong  as  ever,  notwithstanding 
had  been  said — ^namely,  that  this  wai  s 
wasteful  and  useless  expenditure. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Aji 
Noes  27:  Majority  53.  —  (Div. 
No.  159.) 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  7i 
Committee  to  sit  again  TV 


BEGISTRATION  (OCCUPATION  VOTES? 
{re-committed)  BILL. — [Bxu.  !«.] 
(Mr,  Attorney  General,  Sir  Ckmrin  W,  jy^ 
Mr.  Hibbert,  Mr.  M.  H.  Fattier, 

COMMITTEE.      \_Frogreu  Sik  Mm^S 
[thikd  night.] 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  It  may  \m  &r 
the  convenience  of  the  House  tf  I  sUSp 
at  once  that,  in  consequence  of  a  «»• 
munication  with  the  right  hon.  Gent]*- 
man  opposite  the  Leader  of  the  Opmfe> 
tion  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote),  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  propose  to  make  % 
certain  alteration  in  the  course  of  pro- 
cedure on  Monday  and  Taeeday,  by 
exchanging  the  places  of  the  Bills  dm 
were  intended  for  those  days.  It  » 
now  proposed,  therefore,  to  take  the  C4.«- 
solidated  Fund  Bill  for  the  purpose  d 
the  dehate  connected  with  the  Vote  ef 
Credit  on  Monday,  and  to  take  the  Be- 
gistration  of  Yoters  (England;  BEH  c« 
Tuesday. 

Bill  considered  in 
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Mb.  TOMLINSON  said,  he  had  an 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  to  move  a 
new  clause.  He  did  not  propose  to 
move  it  as  it  appeared  on  the  Paper,  as 
lie  had  placed  it  there  somewhat  hur- 
riedlj.  He  was  more  anxious  to  men- 
tion the  difficulty,  and  if  the  Government 
were  not  satisfied  with  the  wording  of 
his  Amendment  he  would  be  glad  to 
alter  it  in  any  way  they  liked,  so  long 
as  his  object  was  attained.  The  diffi- 
culty which  he  sought  to  meet  arose 
from  Section  9  of  the  Municipal  Cor- 
porations Act,  1882,  which  was  as  fol- 
lows : — 


"  A  person  ehall  not  be  entitled  to  be  en- 
rolled as  a  borg^ess  unless  he  is  qualified  as 
f oUows : — 

"  (a.)  Has  been  rated  in  respect  of  the 
qualifying  property  to  all  poor  rates 
made  during  those  twelve  months  for 
the  parish  wherein  the  property  is 
situate.*' 

Some  difficulties  with  regard  to  the  con- 
struction of  that  clause  having  arisen  in 
the  minds  of  Bevising  Barristers,  he 
thought  the  Government  might  take 
advantage  of  this  Act  to  make  it  per- 
fectly clear,  and  he  therefore  begged  to 
move  the  clause  he  had  referred  to. 

New  Clause : — 

*<  Section  nine  of '  The  Municipal  Oorporation 
▲ct,  1882,*  shall  be  read  and  construed  as  if 
Section  nineteen  of  'The  Poor  Bate  Assess- 
ment and  (Collection  Act,  1869,'  and  Section 
fourteen  of  '  The  Parliamentary  and  Municipal 
Begistration  Act.  1878,'  were  incorporated  with 
the  former  pari  of  that  Act," — (Mr,  Ttmlinsen,) 

^--brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Clause  be  read  the  second 
time." 

Thi  attorney  general  (Sir 
Henry  James)  trusted  the  hon.  Member 
would  not  press  his  clause.  The  law 
was  perfectly  clear,  and  they  could  not 
legislate  against  every  mistake  which  a 
Bevising  Barrister  was  liable  to  make. 
He  had  looked  carefully  into  the  matter, 
and  was  satisfied  that  the  law  as  it  stood 
was  perfectly  clear,  and  therefore  he 
trusted  the  hon.  Member  would  not 
press  his  Amendment. 

Mb:  TOMLINSON  said,  he  would 
comply  with  the  request  of  the  honC  and 
learned  G-entleman,  and  not  press  his 
Amendment.' 

Motion  and  Clause,  by  leave,  with- 
drawn. 
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FIRST   SCHEDULE. 

EnaetmnttB  repealed. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henbt  James),  in  moving  an  Amend- 
ment, in  page  12,  line  4,  to  leave  out 
"suspended,"  and  insert  "repealed," 
said,  the  Amendment  was  necessary  in 
order  to  meet  a  mere  clerical  error  in 
the  Schedule.  He  saw  that  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  (Mr.  Tomlinson)  was 
struck  with  the  same  fact.  The  words 
should  be  "  part  repealed." 

Amendment  agreed  to;  word  tuheti^ 
tuted  accordingly. 

Schedule,  as  amended,  agreed  to, 

SECOND  SCHEDULE. 

Instbuctions  and  Fobms  fob  Counties. 

Instbuctions  to  Clebes  ov  the  Peace. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Heney  James),  in  moving  an  Amend- 
ment, in  page  13,  line  15,  after  "  1,"  to 
insert  "33,"  said,  that  it  was  simply  an 
addition  which  was  necessary  to  carry 
out  the  object  which  the  clause  had  in 
view. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henby  James)  moved  an  Amendment, 
in  page  13,  line  18,  at  end,  insert  as  a 
fresh  paragraph — 

"In  the  year  1885  the  clerk  of  the  peace 
will  omit  BO  much  of  the  precept  as  relates  to 
the  old  lodgers  list  and  ^e  forms  relating  to 
that  list.*' 

Amendment  agreed  to  ;  paragraph  in- 
eerted  accordingly. 

Mode  of  making  out  Lists', 

Sib  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  he 
was  in  receipt  of  a  large  number  of 
resolutions  from  election  agents  and 
others  in  regard  to  this  Schedule,  as  it 
appeared  that  the  compilation  of  the 
lists  of  voters  in  alphabetical  order 
gave  rise  to  great  difficulties.  The 
overseers  were  compelled  to  pick  out 
all  the  A's  and  B's  from  the  street  list, 
in  the  first  instance,  and  put  them 
in  ordinary  alphabetical  order ;  and 
when  a  General  Election  came,  the 
election  agents  were  obliged  to  go 
through  the  lists  again,  and  turn  them 
back  again  into  street  order.  The  over- 
seers' gpnevance,  therefore,  was  that 
they  were  put  to  a  great  deal  of  unne- 
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cessary  trouble.  It  appeared  to  him 
that  the  arrangement  at  present  in- 
yolved  double  trouble.  He  was  quite 
aware  that  Clerks  of  the  Peace  were  in 
favour  of  the  Bill  as  it  stood;  but  he 
thought  the  Committee  had  also  to  con- 
sider the  conyenience  of  candidates  and 
of  their  election  agents  in  matters  of 
this  sort.  The  present  system  involved 
both  expense  and  trouble;  and  he  thought 
it  would  be  well  if  they  gave  the  Local 
Authorities  power  to  dispense  with  the 
alphabetical  list  altogether,  if  they 
thought  the  existing  street  list  would 
meet  all  the  requirements.  It  was  de- 
sirable they  should  have  a  decision  on 
the  question  as  to  whether  the  list  should 
be  made  out,  as  was  proposed  in  this  part 
of  the  Second  Schedule,  in  undoubtedly 
alphabetical  order,  or  whether,  as  would 
be  more  convenient  in  many  districts,  it 
should  be  made  out  in  the  order,  nume- 
rical or  otherwise,  of  the  streets.  His 
proposal,  however,  was  to  get  rid  of  the 
hard-and-fast  line  in  the  (Schedule,  and 
leave  it  to  the  Local  Authorities  of  the 
districts  to  adopt  the  most  convenient 
course  with  regard  to  the  list ;  and  the 
Amendment  he  was  about  to  move  would 
raise  the  question  whether  there  might 
not  be  districts  in  which  it  would  be 
necessary  to  keep  to  the  street  order, 
and  not  break  up  the  present  arrange- 
ments by  having  the  list  of  voters  put 
alphabetically. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  18,  line  18,  before  the  word  '^  each," 
insert  the  words  "unless  the  local  authori- 
ties otherwise  determine." — {Sir  R,  Assh$ton 
Cross.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.** 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henby  James)  said,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  South-West 
Lancashire  (Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross)  had 
touched  upon  a  question,  the  determi- 
nation of  which  was  a  matter  of  some 
difficulty,  and  upon  both  sides  of  which 
there  was  a  good  deal  to  be  said.  He 
would  point  out  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  the  Select  Committee  which 
considered  the  Bill  had  had  before  them 
all  the  evidence  they  could  get  on  this 
8ubject,including  that  of  Clerks  of  the 
Peace,  and  upon  that  evidence  they  had 
arrived  at  the  conclusion  that  the  lists 
of  voters  should  be  made  out  in  alpha- 
betical order.    It  was  felt  that  t^ere 

Sir  ll»  Assheton  Cross 


were  insuperable  difficoltiea  in  the 

of  using  street  lists.     The  Cammittet 

were  told  that  the  overseers  had  beea 

accustomed  to  the  alphabetical  method, 

and  that  if  they  were  to  be  required  u 

change  their  system  and  make  oat  6bv«t 

lists,  it  would  add  very  conaiderabiT  n 

the  onerous  duties  which  they  had  ta 

perform.    The   right    hon.    Gentlemaa 

had  admitted  that  the  representatms 

made  to  him  on  this  aubject  had  act 

come  from  overseers.   It  was  an  ^e^3« 

agent's  question.     The  overseers  had  to 

do  that  which  other  people  had  to  do— 

they  had  to  do  their  duty,  and  part  of 

that  duty  consisted  in  making  out  that 

own  lists,  which  they  had  always  dnv 

in  alphabetical  order;  and,  as  he  hai 

said,    after  careful    consideration,   t^ 

Committee  were  satisfied  that  it  woaM 

be  better  to  have  the  alphabetkal  Hk. 

Then  the  right  hon.   Ghentleman  ptv- 

posed  to  make  the  rule  elastic — tfaatm 

to  say,  to  apply  it  to  some  distriets  azl 

not  to  others,  as  the  Local  Anthantki 

should  decide.     But  they  were  met  br 

this  difficulty — that  it  would    be  is- 

practicable  to  have  two   different  lyf- 

tems  working  at  once  which  woold  b« 

necessary  in  the  case  of  a  district  is 

which  there  were,  say,  1,500  voters  saV 

ject  to  the  Local  Authority  and  WO 

county  voters  who  were  not.     Thenlan. 

he  said  it  would  be  impoaaible  to  wm 

different  lists  for  different  parts  of  ^ 

same  districts  which  included  both  nz^a 

and  rural  voters.     The    questioft  «m 

how  far  the  duties  of  the  orerseMv  asaii 

be  fulfilled;  and  upon  the  evidsBes  o£ 

those  persons  of   practical    <iipBiifn 

who  came  before  them,  the  Commian 

unanimously  came  to  the  condoskm  tkii 

the  balance  of  convenience  was  in  faTovr 

of  not  disturbing  the  existing  practieeoJ 

having  an  alphabetical  list 

Mb.  BIGGAR  said,  the  only  &nh  h» 
had  to  find  with  the  Amendment  of  t^ 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Memhsr  im 
South-West  Lancashire  (Sir  R. 
Cross)  was  that  it  did  not  go 
He  could  not  agree  with  the 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  Gi 
ral  that  it  would  be  impoasiblo  to 
anything  but  the  alphabetical  systta  it 
counties.  As  a  matter  of  fact  ia  In* 
land  they  had  printed  lists  of  siaUMSi 
that  were  in  alphab^ical  order  1m 
every  polling  district  in  the  covatNa 
Those  lists  related  to  a  great  maaj  dif- 
ferent townlands,  and  the  namw  ai  tkt 
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Toters  were  given  in  oonseontive  order 
as  in  the  streets  of  towns.     He  might 
remind  the  Committee  that  the  term 
parish  represented  in  England  an  area 
similar  in  character  to  that  of  a  town- 
land  in  Ireland.    What  occurred  in  Ire- 
land  was  this  —  the  rate  collector  or 
oyerseer  in  the  rural  districts  had  the 
names  in  consecutive  order ;  hut  he  had 
to   go  through  the  lahour  of  putting 
them  in  alphabetical  order,  although  it 
was  much  more  convenient  that  they 
should  he  kept  in  the  order  in  which 
thej   appeared  in  his    hook.     It    had 
been  pointed  out  that  it  would  be  for 
the  oonvenience  of  candidates   if  the 
overseers  had  a  second  list  of  names  in 
the  parishes,  in  rural  districts,  and  in 
streets  of  towns  and  villages.    But  that 
was  a  plea  which  they  could  not  admit 
at  all ;    because,  in  their  opinion,    it 
would  be  much  more  convenient  for  the 
overseers,  and  also  much  more  conve- 
nient for  the  candidates,  to  have  the  list 
made  out  at  first  in  the  order  proposed. 
The  argument  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  that  the  names  should 
be  copied  out  from  the  rate  book  in 
consecutive  order  appeared  to  him  to  be 
erroneous.    If  the  Government  wished 
to  facilitate  the  work  of  the  overseers 
and  the  candidates,  they  would  do  as 
the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman proposed — namely,  make  it  a 
rule  that  the  lists  should  be  according 
to  streets  in  rural  districts,  parishes,  and 
townlands. 
Mr.  E.  stanhope  said,    he   re- 

Setted  his  inability  to  follow  the  hon. 
ember  for  Gavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  with 
regard  to  the  practice  in  Ireland,  al- 
though he  could  speak  as  to  what  oc- 
curred in  England  in  connection  with 
the  Hsts  of  voters.    For  his  own  part, 
he  thought  the  Committee  would  do  well 
to  follow  the  decision  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee, who,  as  they  all  knew,  had  con- 
sidered this  point  very  carefully.     He 
had  been  much  struck  with  the  evi- 
dence g^ven  by  one  witness  before  the 
Oommittee;  he  was  a  gentleman  able 
to  speak  on  the  matter;    he  had  for 
many  years  acted  as  registration  agent, 
and  knew  thoroughly  well  the  practice 
in  respect  of  overseers  and  Clerks  of  the 
Peace.    In  answer  to  a  question  put  to 
him  as  to  the  best  way  of  having  the 
lists  of  voters  made  out  by  the  overseers, 
he  said,  in  effect,  that  if  he  spoke  from 
the  point  of  view  of  his  own  conveni- 


ence he  should  say — ''  Give  me  the  street 
list ; "  but  that  having  regard  to  the 
convenience  of  overseers  and  Betuming 
Officershe  should  say — ^^  Take  the  names 
in  alphabetical  order."  He  (Mr.  Stan- 
hope) held  that  the  Committee  ought  to 
consult  the  convenience  of  the  overseers 
and  Heturning  0£B.cers  rather  than  the 
convenience  of  the  election  agents.  An- 
other reason  for  adopting  the  alphabeti- 
cal system  was  that  it  enabled  them  to 
get  rid  of  double  entries,  which  it  was 
much  more  easy  to  detect  in  an  alpha- 
betical list  of  names  than  in  a  list  made 
out  on  the  street  system  suggested  by 
his  right  hon.  Friend.  For  these  reasons 
it  appeared  to  the  Select  Committee  that 
the  list  of  voters  would  be  best  arranged 
alphabetically,  and  they  accordingly 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  the  alpha- 
betical system  should  be  adopted  for  the 
purpose  of  the  Bill.  Therefore,  know- 
ing that  the  decision  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee was  arrived  at  after  careful  con- 
sideration of  the  facts  of  the  case,  he 
trusted  his  right  hon.  Friend  would  not 
feel  it  his  duty  to  press  the  Amendment 
to  a  division. 

Sir  E.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said, 
when  the  Irish  Bill  came  back,  he 
should  feel  very  strongly  inclined  to 
state  his  view  of  this  matter  in  relation 
to  Ireland.  As  far  as  the  English  Bill 
was  concerned,  he  was  bound  to  say  that 
he  was  of  the  same  opinion  at  that 
moment  as  he  was  before  he  moved  the 
Amendment.  It  appeared  to  him  that, 
in  this  question,  three  classes  of  persons 
were  concerned.  They  had  to  consider 
the  position  of  the  overseers,  the  Clerks 
of  the  Peace,  and  the  candidates ;  the 
latter  especially  under  an  Act  which 
limited  expenditure  at  elections,  and  he 
was  sure  that  no  one  would  join  more 
readily  than  the  hon.  and  learned  At- 
torney General  in  a  proposal  which 
would  have  the  effect  of  doing  away 
with  expenditure  that  was  not  absolutely 
necessary.  So  far  as  the  overseers  were 
concerned,  he  could  not  imagine  that 
what  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Stanhope) 
had  stated  represented  in  practice  the 
real  state  of  the  case;  because,  if  he 
were  rightly  informed,  the  returns  in 
populous  places  were  usually  made  out 
in  the  order  of  streets.  It  would,  there- 
fore, be  imposing  a  large  amount  of 
work  on  the  overseer  to  make  him  cut 
up  his  lists  and  re-arrange  them  alpha- 
betically; and  he  should  think,  under 
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the  circumstances,  that  it  would  be  better 
for  the  overseer  to  take  the  lists  of  voters 
accordinp^  to  streets  and  hand  them  over 
to  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace.  He  could 
understand  that  it  would  be  more  con- 
venient for  the  Clerks  of  the  Peace  to 
have  the  lists  printed  alphabetically, 
and  therefore  he  could  not  resist  the 
opinion  that  the  evidence  given  before 
the  Select  Committee  was  for  the  benefit 
of  the  Clerks  of  the  Peace  and  not  for  the 
election  apjents.  fThe  Attoenby  Qenb- 
BAL  (Sir  Henry  James) :  No ;  the  elec- 
tion agents.]  There  were  a  number  of 
Clerks  of  the  Peace  called  before  the 
Committee,  and  amongst  them  the  Clerk 
of  the  Peace  in  his  own  district,  a  most 
excellent  officer,  whose  evidence,  he 
must  say,  had  caused  him  some  surprise. 
The  cost  of  converting  the  street  lists, 
now  in  use  in  many  places,  into  alpha- 
betical lists  would  be  considerable ;  but 
the  expense  of  cutting  them  up  again 
and  reconverting  them  would  be  very 
much  greater.  It  seemed  to  him  absurd 
first  to  have  street  lists  made  out,  then 
to  put  then  into  alphabetical  order  for 
the  purpose  of  elections,  and  then  for 
the  practical  purposes  of  the  locality  to 
put  them  back  again  into  street  order. 
He  would  take  the  town  of  Macclesfield 
— not  the  borough — and  he  did  so  be- 
cause it  was  a  large  place,  and  because 
the  name  represented  a  number  of  towns 
which,  as  boroughs,  used  to  return  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament,  but  which  were  now 
merged  in  the  county.  Now,  the  over- 
seers of  those  towns  would  have  first  to 
make  out  street  lists,  then  the  moment 
an  election  came  they  would  have  to  cut 
them  up  and  put  them  in  alphabetical 
order,  and  afterwards  bring  them  back 
into  street  order.  He  did  not  wish  to 
detain  the  Committee  any  longer ;  but  he 
was  obliged  to  express  his  opinion  that 
the  machinery  that  would  be  put  in 
motion  by  the  Bill  was  extremely  cum- 
brous and,  at  the  same  time,  perfectly 
useless^ 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  trusted  that  the 
convenience  of  other  persons  than  Clerks 
of  the  Peace  would  be  considered  in  this 
matter.  Members  of  that  House  had 
been  for  years  under  the  direction  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  en- 
deavouring to  cut  down  election  ex- 
penses. But  here  was  an  Amendment 
proposed  by  the  right  hon.Qentlemanthe 
Member  for  South- West  Lancashire  (Sir 

Sir  R,  Assheton  Cross 


E.  Assheton  Cross)  which  would  tflsin 
that  direction,  and  thej  found  the  has. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  appoaa^ 
it — and  on  what  ground  ?  Becans«  ol^ 
•convenience  of  Clerks  of  the  Peace.    X:t 
a  word  was  said  about  the  conTenieKr 
of  the   650  Members   of  that  Hoos. 
whose  purses  ought  to  be  eonsidcrei  ■ 
and  they,  the  Members  of  the  Hoot 
had  to  deal  with  the  Bill.     He  said  tie 
they  ought  to  consider  thisqueedon  ahoe 
more  from  their  own  point  of  view,  nd 
not  so  much  from  the  point  of  view  of  ^ 
Clerks  of  the  Peace.  For  his  own  put,  ht 
was  not  in  favour  of  allowing  hii  ofvi 
pocket  to  be  mulcted  for  the  puipon  d 
making  an  arrangement  that  wouki  Kit 
Clerks  of  the  Peace  a  little  trouble.    Ef 
contended  that  nothing  hadactoalh'bca 
said  against  the  Amendment  of  the  n|k 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  ScA- 
West  Lancashire,  or  in  answer  to  lk 
arguments  with  which  he  sappoftad  tke 
Amendment.    It  was  adnutted,  ia  ^ 
first  place,  that  the  rate  cQllect(n>  had  )» 
deal  with  the  list  of  parishioners  ia  tk 
order  of  streets  and  by  areas ;  that  tk* 
list  had,  so  to  speak,  then  to  be  boU 
down  into  alphabetical  order,  and  wka 
that  was  done,  that  it  had  to  be  reeos- 
verted  into  a  street  list.     Thna  it  vnU 
be  seen  that  the  operation  had  to  W 
performed  twice— once  at  the  expeamd 
the  candidates,  and  then  agun  at 
expense.     They  contended  that 
this  had  been  done  once  at  the 
of  the  candidate,  no  farther 
should  fall  upon  them.     Now,  the  to. 
Qentleman  on    the    Front    Oppothioi 
Bench  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope),  in  oppoof 
the  Amendment  of  the  right  hoa.  Get- 
Ueman  the  Member   for    Sonth-Weit 
Lancashire,  had  said  that  the  alp^ 
betical  list  would  tend  to  prev«it  doabk 
entries.    He  (Mr.  Healy)  admitted  th«: 
as  the  only  argument  in  favour  of  ^ 
arrangement  proposed  in  the  Bill;  kf* 
admitted  that  double  entries  wer« 
possible  under  the  street  order 
than  they  were  under  an 
list.    No  doubt,  it  was  a  much 
process  for  Clerks  of  the  Peace  to  delect 
double    entries  by  that   means.    6i^ 
when  a  man  presented  himself  at  tie 
polling  station,  he  could  be  asked  tW 
question — "Have  you  voted  befcre?" 
And  in  his  opinion  the  lawagaiut  do«^ 
voting  was  sufficiency  stnagent  to  drt* 
people  from  committing  the  act  v' 
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>esides,  the  agents  of  the  candidates 
vould  be  sure  to  look  after  the  people 
vho  were  likely  to  be  guilty  of  double 
roting.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  in  the  Irish 
)orougbs,  they  were  not  allowed  the 
option  of  the  street  arrangement,  as 
igainst  the  alphabetical  arrangement, 
)o  that  England  had  one  reform  which 
b.ad  not  been  made  in  Ireland  ;  and  for 
that  reason,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
went  to  a  division,  he  should  support 
Qim. 

Sib  R.  A8SHET0N  CROSS  said,  he 
hoped  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  would  take  this  matter  into 
consideration  before  the  Report,  when 
he  (Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross)  would  again 
refer  to  it.  It  was  a  matter  that  ought 
not  to  be  lost  sight  of,  and,  in  the  mean- 
time, he  would  make  further  inquiries 
and  communicate  with  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman.  As  he  did  not  wish 
to  put  the  Committee  to  the  trouble  of 
dividing,  he  would  ask  leave  to  with- 
draw his  Amendment. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  the  point 
raised  by  the  Amendment  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South- 
West    Lancashire    (Sir    R.    Assheton 
Cross)  had  been  brought  very  seriously 
under  his  notice  within  the  last  few 
hours.    He  found  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  pointed  out  a  blot  on 
the  registration  system,  and  one  could 
hardly  suggest  the  amount  of  cost  and 
trouble  that  the  arrangement  proposed 
in  the  Bill  would  cause.    In  the  first 
place,  the  various  organizations  would 
have  to  provide  copies  of  the  Registers, 
and  pay  10«.  %d,  for  them,  a  sum  which 
would  no  doubt  appear  small  in  the  eyes 
of  highly  salaried  officials,  but  the  cost 
appeared  a  heavy  one  to  persons  of  a 
different  class ;  and  then  the  committees 
would  have  to  go  carefully  through  the 
Registers,  and  divide  them  according  to 
streets,  a  work  that  would  occupy    a 
week  or  a  fortnight  at  least.    This  was 
a  Bill  intended  to  facilitate  the  regis- 
tration of  voters,  and  yet  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  proposed  for 
that  purpose  the  very  worst  arrange- 
ment possible— namely,  that  they  should 
be  put  on  the  Register  alphabetically. 
At  that  moment  he  could  only  express 
his  regret  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  South- West  Lancashire 
had  allowed  this  matter   to    drop    so 
suddenly ;  it  was  one  of  the  points  on 
which  the  Gtovemment  would  be  ex- 
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pected  to  yield,  and  he  could  promise 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  it  was  a 
point  to  be  considered  before  the  final 
stage  of  the  Bill  was  taken ;  and,  for  his 
own  part,  he  should  certainly  call  at- 
tention to  it  again. 

Mr.  HEALY:  Will  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  give  us  the 
alternative  system  which  prevails  in 
England  ? 

Mr.  BIGGAR  said,  he  was  sorry  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  R.  Asshe- 
ton Cross)  had  not  carried  this  matter  a 
little  further,  because,  although  the 
point  was  small,  it  was  of  great  im- 
portance to  candidates  of  moderate 
means,  whose  expenditure  at  elections 
would  be  considerably  increased  by  the 
arrangement  proposed  in  the  Bill.  But 
he  supposed  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  an  election  agent  who  looked  after 
his  political  interests,  and  thus  he  did 
not  trouble  himself  about  details.  His 
(Mr.  Biggar's]  own  experience,  how- 
ever, was  that  when  a  person  became  a 
candidate,  and  did  not  want  to  spend  much 
money,  he  wrote  out  a  list ;  in  one  case 
the  candidate  came  and  asked  him  to 
get  people  to  vote  for  him,  and  what 
happened?  When  ho  set  to  work  to 
ask  the  people  for  their  votes,  he  found 
those  he  wanted  scattered  over  aU  parts 
of  the  borough,  and  it  was  very  difficult 
to  get  at  them  ;  but  having  got  the  list 
arranged  according  to  streets,  he  found 
himself  able  to  get  through  the  list  with 
the  greatest  ease  and  call  on  the  elec- 
tors one  after  the  other  in  regular  order. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  not  only  was 
there  a  large  extension  of  the  franchise, 
but  an  extension  of  the  difficulties  in 
the  way  of  candidates  of  moderate 
means  in  the  form  of  expenses  which 
only  persons  of  large  means  could  afford. 
The  matter  would  not,  on  the  whole,  be 
felt  so  much  in  Ireland,  because  candi- 
dates of  the  Party  to  which  he  belonged 
would  for  the  most  part  be  returned 
without  opposition;  but  where  there 
was  a  contest  the  expenses  would  press 
very  heavily  on  candidates  of  moderate 
means,  because  the  number  of  electors 
being  greatly  increased,  there  must  be  a 
corresponding  increase  in  all  mechanical 
work  connected  with  candidatures. 

Sib  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  he 
had  promised  to  look  very  careMly 
into  this  matter  before  the  Report,  and 
he  therefore  trusted  hon.  Gentlemen 
would  save  the  time  of  the  Committee 
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by  agreeing  to  the  withdrawal  of  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Thk  ATTOENET  general  (Sir 
Henby  Jahes)  said,  he  should  like  to 
call  attention  to  the  reason  for  moving 
the  first  of  the  Amendments  next  stand- 
ing in  his  name.  The  Committee  would 
see  that  the  Government  were  in  error 
as  to  the  provision  contained  in  Sub- 
section (c)  of  Clause  13  of  the  Schedule, 
which  was  that  the  overseer  should 
state  the  nature  of  lodger  qualifications 
in  the  manner  prescribed.  It  was  not 
the  duty  of  the  overseers,  but  of  the 
Clerks  of  the  Peace  to  do  this,  and  there- 
fore he  proposed  to  omit  the  sub-section 
in  question. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  19;  lines 
14  to  17,  leave  out  Sub-section  (c). — 
{Mr.  Attorney  General.) 

Amendment  agreed  to;  words  left  out 
accordingly. 

The  ATTOENET  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Henby  James)  said,  the  same  remarks 
as  he  had  made  on  the  Amendment  just 
agreed  to  applied  to  the  Amendment 
he  was  about  to  move.  Clause  14  in- 
structed the  overseer  as  to  the  descrip- 
tion he  was  to  give  of  the  property  or 
source  from  which  tithe  rent  charges 
and  other  rent  charges  issued,  which 
constituted  a  voting  qualification.  In 
the  same  way,  as  with  the  lodger  quali- 
fication, the  overseer  had  nothing  to  do 
with  this ;  it  was  not  within  his  duty ; 
and  he  therefore  proposed  to  omit  the 
instruction. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  19, 
line  24,  leave  out  from  ''tenant "  to  the 
second  "  and  "  in  line  81. — {Mr.  Attor- 
ney General.) 

Amendment  agreed  to ;  words  left  out 
accordingly. 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  said,  he  had  an 
Amendment  which  he  had  intended  to 
propose  at  paragraph  31,  page  24,  of 
the  Bill,  the  object  of  which  was  to 
enable  people  to  obtain  the  lists  of  per- 
sons disqualified.  It  having  been  pointed 
out  to  him,  however,  that  page  24  would 
not  be  the  proper  place  at  which  to  in- 
troduce the  Amendment,  inasmuch  as  no 
point  as  to  date  was  involved,  and  that 
his  proposal  was  not  in  the  nature  of  a 
precept,  but  of  an  amendment  of  the 
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law,  he  would  not  move  it  now,  he 
bring  it  forward  on  the  Iteport. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  5r 
Henby  James)  :  I  think  it  akoold  W 

done. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Attobxet  Gs- 
NEBix,  the  following^  AmendBaOi 
made : — ^In  page  25,  lines  37  and  U. 
leave  out  ''  lists  of  occupation  votsck" 
and  insert  ^^  occupiers  and  old  lodgao 
lists ; "  in  page  27,  line  2,  after  *'Ai- 
gust,"  insert  "next;"  and  in  page  K 
line  17,  leave  out  ''  on  the  6th  cdf  Bi- 
cember,  1884,"  and  insert  "in  ^n- 
gister  in  force  in  the  year  1SS4." 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  Sr 
Hekrt  James)  said,  there  was  oftfla  a 
unnecessary  amount  of  expenditure  far 
printing  bills,  and  the  next  Amond—r 
which  he  had  to  propose  was  fer  tk 
purpose  of  saving  the  cost  of  pristBr 
in  the  present  case.  The  words  he  pn- 
posed  to  leave  out  were  already  in.  ^ 
form,  and  it  would,  therefore,  be  qn 
unnecessary  to  retain  them  here. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  80,  lines  20  to  23,  leare  oat"  or  Vi- 
sion of  the  county  of  or  at  tki  cm 
may  be." — (Mr.  Attorney  Oenerml.) 

Amendment  agreed  to;  words  left ^ 
accordingly. 

On   the  Motion   of    Mr.   Arrasn 

Qenbral,  the   following    Amendmflt 

made : — 

In  page  31,  after  Ime  9,  insert  " 
mnst  insert  in  the  foregoing  list  ih» 
the  Parliamentary  diyiaion  in  iHiich 

is  situate." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  ^ 
line  20,  add:— << Note.— In  this  km 
copy  particulars  from  Begister  ^ 
Voters."— (-»•.  TowMneon.) 

Thk  ATTOENET  GENERAL  (St 
Henby  Jakes)  said,  he  thonriit  tte 
suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member  tv 
Preston  a  very  good  one,  and  bs  w 
prepared  to  agree  to  it  with  a  di^ 
alteration  of  wording. 

Amendment  amended^  and  agreed  ^ 


Mb.  E.  STANHOPE  said,  he 
to  draw  attention  to  page  33,  ham  ^ 
and  26 ;  surely  the  words  should  be  "ii 
July  last?"  Perhaps  the  h<m.  n' 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorn^  G«aii 
would  take  note  of  it  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  Sr 
Henby  Jahes)  said,  his  AmeadMit* 
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±lio  Paper  was  afc  page  34,  line  5,  in  the 
xnargin,  to  insert— 

**  This  form  muit  be  omitted  in  1885  if  the 
paragraphs  of  the  precept  referring  to  it  are 
xiot  Bont.** 

^riie  Xx>cal  Gk>yemment  Board  had  issued 
t;lie  form  to  the  overseers  this  year  too 
late  for  it  to  be  acted  upon. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  said,  he  wished  to 
xnoye  an  Amendment  in  page  35,  line  9, 
after  "premises,"  to  insert  **  wholly  or 
partly."  He  thought  that  payment  of 
the  poor  rate  should  apply  to  the  whole 

of  the  property,  and  not  to  a  part  of  it. 

Se  thought  a  difficulty  might  arise  in 

this  case  unless  his  Amendment  were 

agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  35, 
line  9,  after  '*  premises,"  insert  *'  wholly 
or  partly." — (Mr,  Tomlinson,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Henby  James)  said,  he  quite  saw  what 
was  in  the  hon.  Gentleman's  mind; 
but  he  would  point  out  that  for  voting 

Purposes,  witn  which  alone  they  were 
ealing,  they  required  that  the  premises 
should  bo  wholly  in  the  possession  of  a 
person;  for  instance,  supposing  10  or  12 
cottages  belonged  to  a  person,  they 
must  be  wholly  in  his  possession. 

Mb.  TOMLINSON   said,  he  would 
withdraw  the  Amendment,  and  see  if  he 
could  not,  at  a  later  stage,  bring  it  up 
.  in  a  better  form. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  said,  he  wished 
with  the  Amendment  he  was  now  going 
to  move,  and  with  the  next  Amendment 
on  the  Paper,  to  alter  the  margin  from 
the  right  to  the  left  hand  side. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  35,  line 
33,  insert  at  left  hand  side  of  column, 
"Margin  for  Objections  by  Overseers." 
— (Jfr.  TomlinBon,) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Henbt  jAJfEs)  said,  he  had  been  very 
anxious  about  the  particular  drafting  of 
theee  forms ;  but  it  did  not  appear  very 
important  whether  this  were  put  in  the 
right  hand   column  or  the  left  hand 


column.  However,  if  there  was  an  ad- 
vantage one  way  over  another,  it  would 
be  in  having  the  form  drawn  as  it  was 
in  the  Bill,  for  the  reason  that  it  was  in 
accordance  with  the  old  form,  to  which 
the  overseers  were  accustomed.  To 
change  it  now  would  be  to  place  unne- 
cessary difficulty  in  the  way  of  the 
overseers. 

Mr.  H.  G.  ALLEN  thought  it  would 
be  very  convenient  to  have  the  form  in 
the  way  the  hon.  Member  for  Preston 
(Mr.  Tomlinson)  proposed,  because  the 
name  of  the  voter  was  always  on  the 
left  hand  of  the  description,  and  it  was 
a  great  saving  of  trouble  to  have  the 
objection  entered  close  to  the  name. 
The  Attorney  General  was  quite  mis- 
taken in  supposing  the  overseers'  objec- 
tions to  be  usually  on  the  right  side. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  said,  he  would 
urge  upon  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  desirability  of  accepting  the 
Amendment. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  said,  the  Committee 
would  agree  with  him  that  it  was  desir- 
able to  give  the  overseers  as  little 
trouble  as  possible  during  the  present 
year,  seeing  the  vast  amount  of  work 
they  would  have  to  do.  He  would 
rather,  if  he  could,  adhere  to  the  old 
form,  with  which  the  overseers  were 
familiar. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  said,  in  that  case, 
he  would  ask  leave  to  withdraw  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdratcn. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  said,  his  next 
Amendment  was  to  strike  out  the  words 
''  Cottage  in,"  in  line  15,  these  words 
being  mere  surplusage. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  36, 
line  15,  leave  out  **  Cottage  in." — {Mr. 
Tomlinson,) 

Question  proposed,  ^'  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Schedule," 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Henbt  James)  said,  that  if  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  looked  carefully  at  the 
matter,  he  would  see  how  necessary  it 
was  that  the  words  should  be  kept  in. 
The  object  of  the  4th  clause  was  to 
distinguish  the  property  qualification, 
and  what  they  wanted  to  do  was  to 
show  where  a  person  was  living.  In 
this  form,  under  the  head  of  *'  descrip- 
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tion  of  qualifying  pyoperty  "  there  was 
no  street  named,  and  there  was  nothing 
to  guide  them  unless  they  adhered  to 
Buch  plan  as  this  ''Cottage  in  Lewes 
Road,"  or  "  Green  Lane,"  or  **  Church 
Farm,"  or  as  the  case  might  be.  It 
was  here  necessary  to  have  the  words 
"  Cottage  in." 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
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Me.  TOMLINSON  said,  his  next 
Amendment  was  to  insert  in  the  form 
to  which  the  Amendment  referred,  after 
"Brick  Street,"  the  word ''Brighton." 
His  object  was  to  let  people  understand 
that  they  had  to  put  in  the  whole 
address.  He  understood  that  in  some 
oases  letters  got  addressed  without  the 
name  of  the  post  town,  so  that  they 
came  back  through  the  Dead  Letter 
Office ;  if  the  post  town  name  were  p]it 
on  there  would  be  no  fear  of  that. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  37, 
line  20,  after  "Brick  Street,"  insert 
"Brighton." — (J/r.  Tomlinson.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  that  word 
be  there  inserted." 

Me.  H.  H.  fowler  said,  that  it 
would  be  inconvenient  to  adopt  the 
Amendment,  as  it  would  necessitate  a 
great  deal  of  printing  and  altering  in 
the  Bill;  they  would  have  to  reprint 
the  word  "  Brighton,"  or  similar  words, 
some  thousands  of  times. 

Me.  TOMLINSON  said,  he  presumed 
the  question  had  been  considered  since 
his  Amendment  had  been  put  upon  the 
Paper,  so  that  it  was  not  necessary  for 
him  to  insist  upon  his  proposal.  He 
presumed,  also,  the  propriety  of  inserting 
this  word  in  other  cases  had  also  been 
considered,  and  that  it  would  not  be 
necessary  for  him  to  raise  the  point 
again. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Heney  James)  said,  he  was  anxious  to 
move  an  Amendment  in  this  Form,  "the 
Occupiers  List — No.  2,  Lodgers,"  and 
hon.  Members,  if  they  would  look  care- 
fully at  the  matter,  would  see  that  what 
he  proposed  was  necessary  ;  it  had  been 
proposed  to  him  by  a  gentleman  inti- 
mately connected  with  these  matters. 
They  had  in  the  5th  column,  under  the 
head  "  Name  and  Address  of  Landlord 
or  other  Person  to  whom  Rent  is  paid," 
the    name   "  William    Johnson,    High 
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Street."  William  Johnson  would 
a  different  residence  ^m  tlie 
where  the  lodger  lived  tmder  the 
as  it  stood;  and  he  would,  therefist. 
alter  the  words  "  High  Street,"  to  tht 
words  "  51,  Brick  Street,"  which 
in  the  drd  column  under  the 
"  Street,  Lane,  or  other 
Number  (if  any)  of  House  in 
Lodgings  situate."  The 
would  uLow  that  the  landlord 
in  the  same  place  as  the  lodger;  be- 
cause the  lodger  franchise  was  given  & 
persons  living  in  the  same  place  as  tit 
landlord. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  S7,  line  20,  leave  out  **  K^ 
Street,"  and  insert  •' 61,  Brick  Street.''— ^*. 
Attorney  General.) 

Question,  "That  the  words  'Hiii 
Street'  stand  part  of  the  SehedsK** 
put,  and  negatived. 

Question,  "That  the  words  'SL 
Brick  Street'  be  there  inserted,"  jh^ 
and  agreed  to. 


Mb.  tomlinson  said,  he  wishfd  to 
move  an  Amendment  in  line  32,  ii 
order  to  prevent  a  difficulty  arisiag  m 
to  persons  not  knowing  what  t^ 
signed.  It  often  happened  that 
signed  forms  without  knowing 
they  were  doing.  There  were  two 
tinct  things  to  be  done.  In  the  fink 
place,  the  claimant's  signature  had  to 
be  witnessed,  and  there  was  thea  ds 
necessity  of  having  someone  to  talify 
to  the  person  who  was  pot  on  tia 
Eegister  being  a  proper  person  to  bs  ■• 
put  on.  He  was  told  that  a  piaetiBil 
difficulty  did  arise  on  this  matter,  sai 
that  was  why  he  brought  forward  t^ 
proposal.  If  the  addition  he  soggeitoi 
was  accepted,  he  thought  the  dillicahy 
would  be  got  rid  of.  He  proposed,  ii 
line  32,  to  leave  out  "  at  the  data,"  to 
"correct "in  line  33,  a  conseqasatiB^ 
Amendment  being  to  insert  in  ha* 
37— 

<*  Declaration  of  eorreotoefs  <tf  Qaia.    Ibb 
acquainted  with  A.  B.  of  .1  kkv*  iwi 

his  claim,  and  believe  it  to  he  oorrecL  Xt 
means  of  knowledge  are  derired  from  1117  hmat. 
(landlord,  brother,  &c.)  of  the  Claimud.  £.  F 
(State  residence  and  calling  of  dmac. 
Witness  G.  H.  (State  reddened  and  aJfiiy  d 
witness)." 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  37,  h'ne  32,  to  leave  o«l  from  'A 
the   date,*'   to   ''correct,*'  in    fiae  SIL~  J^. 
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Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Schedule." 

Thk  ATTOENET  general  (Sir 
ELknbt  Jakes)  said,  that  the  Eorm  in 
the  Bill  was  the  old  one  to  which  the 
OTerseers  were  accustomed.  It  had 
been  found  to  work  very  well,  and  he 
did  not  see  any  necessity  for  changing 
it. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  said,  that  if   it 

was   difficult  for  a  man  to  define  his 

place  of  lodging  it  showed  that  he  was 

not  a  proper  man  to  siffn  the  deposition. 

If  a  man  came  forward  and  said  that  he 

was  entitled  to  be  on  the  Begister,  he 

should  be  able  to  explain  where  his 

cottage  was.      The  subject   had  been 

brought  under  his  (Mr.  Tomlinson's) 

notice  not  now  for  the  first  time.    It 

had  often  been  mentioned  to  him  that 

there  was  great  ambiguity  in  the  matter 

of  this  form,  and  that  it  frequently  led 

to  grave  mistakes.     He  thought   the 

sense  of  the  Committee  was  in  favour  of 

his  clause 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  asked  whether 
the  two  signatures  were  obliged  to  take 
place  on  the  same  day  ? 

Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  :  No. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
THIRD  SCHEDULE. 

INSTRUCTIONS   AND    FORMS   FOR 
BOROUGHS. 

INSTEUCnONS  TO  TOWN  OLSRKS. 

Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hbkby  James)  said,  there  were  a  num- 
ber of  Amendments  on  the  Paper  with 
regiurd  to  Forms  C  and  E,  and  certain 
numerical  distinctions.  These  Amend- 
ments were  proposed  in  consequence  of 
what  had  been  done  in  the  Select  Com- 
mittee. When  the  Bill  was  before  the 
Select  Committee  the  Forms  were  altered 
80  as  to  make  them  more  clear ;  and  as 
they  could  not  go  back  and  alter  them 
in  Uie  precept  he  now  desired  to  do  it. 

Amendments,  as  proposed,  agreed  to, 

Mr.  PICTON  said,  he  wished  to 
mo?e  an  Amendment  in  page  46,  lines  9 
and  10,  to  leaye  out  all  after  '*  be,"  in 
order  to  insert — 

"Omitted  in  copying  and  printing  the  re- 
vised lists  for  the  Parhamentioy  Register  and 
Burgess  Roll.'* 


The  object  of  the  Amendment  was  to 
remove  a  practical  inconvenience  of 
which  he  had  heard  a  g^eat  many  com- 
plaints by  those  who  had  to  prepare  the 
lists  for  voting  purposes.  It  would  be 
observed  that  there  was  a  g^eat  differ- 
ence between  Parliamentary  counties  and 
Parliamentary  boroughs.  In  Parliamen- 
tary counties  all  useless  entries  were  to 
be  erased,  but  in  the  boroughs  they 
were  to  be  retained ;  and  not  only  were 
they  erased  in  the  Parliamentary  coun- 
ties in  England,  but  in  Scotland  likewise 
they  were  erased ;  and  in  Burgess  Rolls 
it  was  the  same,  according  to  the  Muni- 
cipal Act  of  1882.  He  did  not  see  why 
these  useless  entries  should  be  retained 
in  printing  the  lists  of  borough  electors, 
as  it  certainly  occasioned  a  great  deal 
of  unnecessary  printing,  which  would 
involve  unnecessary  expense.  The  un- 
necessary printing  would  make  the  lists 
more  bulky  than  was  necessary,  and,  at 
the  same  time,  would  entail  some  danger 
of  confusion. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  46,  lines  9  and  10,  to  leave  oat  all 
after  ••  be/*  and  ineert  **  omitted  in  copying 
and  printing  the  revised  lists  for  the  Parlia- 
mentary Register  and  Burgess  Roll."-^i/r. 
Picton,) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Schedule." 

Thb  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hbnbt  James)  said,  that  this  was  a 
matter  of  a  very  practical  character ;  and 
if  the  Committee  would  consider  what 
the  proposition  was  they  would  see  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Picton)  was  justified, 
to  a  certain  extent,  in  making  it.  The 
hon.  Oentleman  was  right  in  saying 
that  two  systems  prevailed — one  in 
counties  and  one  in  boroughs.  But  the 
hon.  Member  did  not  suggest  that  they 
should  get  rid  altogether  of  the  asterisk 
in  boroughs,  and  revert  to  the  system 
of  erasure  in  counties ;  but  he  proposed 
that  the  Revising  Barrister  in  a  borough 
should  keep  to  the  old  system  of  the 
asterisk,  and  the  Revising  Barrister 
having  made  the  asterisk  against  the 
double  entry,  and  having  returned  the 
Register  to  the  Returning  Oilicer,  the 
Town  Olerk  should  have  the  right  of 
erasing  names.  That  could  not,  for  one 
moment,  be  allowed.  He  (the  Attorney 
General)  would  not  enter  now  upon  the 
merits    of    the    two  systems;    but   he 
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thought  the  present  was  a  very  objec- 
tionable time  to  alter  either  system. 
All  he  could  say  was  that  the  Govern- 
ment could  not  consent  to  give  to  a 
Town  Clerk  the  power  of  striking  out 
what  names  he  pleased.  He  knew  the 
Town  Clerk  of  Leicester  was  a  most  in- 
telligent man ;  but  he  did  not  think  he 
would  like  to  possess  the  power  sug- 
gested. He  trusted  his  hon.  Friend 
would  not  press  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  a.  M'ARTHUR  said,  he  hoped 
the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  Colleague 
(Mr.  Picton)  would  be  accepted.  The 
system  by  which  double  entries  were 
made  involved  great  trouble  and  ex- 
pense, and  was,  at  the  same  time,  quite 
unnecesscu^.  The  hon  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  had 
just  stated  that  the  adoption  of  the 
Amendment  would  place  the  power  of 
erasing  names  in  the  hands  of  the  Town 
Clerk.  He  (Mr.  A.  M'Arthur)  was  in- 
formed that  that  was  not  exactly  the 
case.  The  Town  Clerk  of  Leicester, 
writing  upon  the  subject,  said  the  He- 
vising  Barrister  saw  the  great  conve- 
nience of  the  proposed  plan,  and  did 
not,  therefore,  press  his  objection  to  it. 
The  matter  was  one  in  which  a  good 
many  boroughs  were  interested,  and  he 
hoped  that  the  Government  would  take 
it  into  consideration,  and,  if  it  was  pos- 
sible, make  some  alteration  in  the  man- 
ner suggested. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  negatived. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Attobney  Gene- 
ral, the  following  Amendments  made : 
— ^In  page  46,  line  37,  after  "  voters," 
insert  ''for  the  said  parliamentary  bo- 
rough ;"  in  line  38,  after  **  said,"  insert 
''municipal ;  "  in  line  41,  after  "  said," 
insert  "parliamentary ; "  and  in  page  47, 
line  7,  in  the  margin,  insert  "  Omit  (d.) 
where  any  reserved  right  does  not 
exist." 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  proposed,  as  an 
Amendment,  to  insert  after  "  as  a,"  in 
page  47,  line  16,  the  word  "parlia- 
mentary." 

The  attorney  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  assented  to  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  agreed  to;  word  inserted 
accordingly. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Attorney 
General,    the   following   Amendment 

The  Attorney  General 


made : — ^Li  page  47,  line  36,  in 
leave  out  "  but  no  more  are  en 
be  registered  as  voters,"  and 
"are  entitled  to  be  registered  as 
but  no  more  are  so  entitled." 


On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  ToMLoraox,  t^ 
following  Amendments  made : — ^Is  pigt 
48,  line  1,  after  "as  a"  inaert"Pte. 
liamentary,"  and  insert  the  same  rad 
in  line  32  of  the  same  page. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Attosizt 
General,  the  following  Amendmeift 
made : — In  page  49,  line  14,  in  mugx. 
leave  out  "  those  rights  do  not,"  ui 
insert  " no  reserved  rights ;  "  inline  3S» 
after  "months,"  insert  *'and  dsnif 
that  time  has  not  resided  as  aboft 
mentioned ;  "  and  in  page  61,  lines  IT 
to  20,  leave  out  sub-section  (e.). 

Amendment  proposed,  in  psgs  37, 
line  23,  to  leave  out  "  after  the  J^  dij 
of  July."~(ifr.  Attorney  GmermL) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  vorA 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  tit 

Schedule." 

Mr.  H.  J.  TOLLEMACHE  said,  b 
noticed  that  the  list  of  the  schedniel 
people  were  to  be  omitted  from  tht  £it 
of  I^arliamentary  voters  and  from  ^ 
list  of  burgesses.  He  nnderstooi 
however,  there  was  no  intention  "wha- 
ever  to  disqualify  these  people  fnm 
voting  in  municipal  elections. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sr 
Henrt  Ja2ces)  said,  the  Amendmsot  wn 
proposed  to  make  it  dear  to  the  ent- 
seers  that  they  most  provide  Mgaa^ 
confusion. 

Mr.  H.  J.  TOLLEMACHE  asked  viy 
the  information  was  only  to  be  gira  to 
the  overseers  in  the  year  1 885  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  ;Sr 
Henry  Jakes)  pointed  out  thst  tkn 
might  be,  in  1885,  disqnalificttiaH 
under  the  Corrupt  Practices  Act 

Mr.  H.  J.  TOLLEMACHE  awitiit 
supposing  there  was  a  municipal  ek(6< 
in  1886,  the  names  of  the  xndiridMii 
who  had  been  scheduled  by  Uw  C<a- 
missioners  in  1880  would  not  appecr- 

The  ATTORNEY  GENEBAL(Sr 
Henry  James)  :  Clearly  not ;  bnt  » 
the  meantime,  we  cannot  tell  v^^*^ 
there  will  be  other  corrupt  pncM 
committed. 


Question  put,  and  »# 
lift  out  accordingly. 


«tf^ 
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On    the  Motion   of   Mr.   Attokney 
OsNBBAL,  the   following^   Amendments 
made  : — In  page  58,  line  2,  insert  in  mar- 
gin *'  Omit  '  or  is  on  the  reserved  rights 
list '  where  no  reserved  rights  exist ; " 
in  line  4,  leave  out**  the  occupiers,"  and 
insert  *'any;"  inline 4,  after  ''burgess," 
insert  "only;"  in  line  20,  after  "oc- 
cupiers," insert  "reserved  rights;"  in 
line  20,   insert  in  the  margin   "Omit 
^reserved    rights'  where  no    reserved 
rights  exist ; "  in  page  60,  line  5,  after 
"occupation,"  insert  "as  a  ten  pounds 
occupier ; "  in  line  6,  leave  out  "  of  the 
clear  yearly  value  of  ten  pounds ;  "  in 
page  63,  line  15,  leave  out  the  second 
"borough;"  and  in  page  65,   in  the 
margin,   after   "merged,"    insert  "or 
altered." 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Tomunson,  the 
following  Amendments  made : — In  page 
66,  line  24,  after  "  voters,"  insert  "  and 
burgesses;"  in  page  67,  line  14,  after 
"voters,"  insert  "and  burgesses;"  in 
line  17,  after  "should,"  insert  "if  there 
is  more  than  one  list ;  "  and  in  page  68, 
line  2,  after  "should,"  insert  "if  there 
is  more  than  one  list." 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Attorney 
Gekbbal,  the  following  Amendments 
made : — ^In  page  69,  line  27,  at  end  of 
page,  insert — 

"  «( In  this  form  the  particalan  should  be  copied 
from  the  daiins  sent  in; " 

and  in  page  70,  after  line  10,  insert — 

'*  This  list  need  not  indnde  the  names  of  per- 
sons who  claim,  where  the  occupiers'  list  is 
made  out  in  divisions,  to  be  entered  in  division 
one  of  that  list." 

Mb.  HOULDSWOETH  proposed,  as 
an  Amendment,  the  insertion  of  a  new 
Form,  entitled — 

<*  Kotice  of  Objection  to  he  given  to  a  person 
who  IS  a  Duplicate  voter." 

Question,  "That  that  Form  be  in- 
serted in  the  Bill,"  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Mb.  BULWER  said,  that,  before  the 
Bill  was  finally  disposed  of,  he  would 
like  to  call  the  hon.  and  learned  At- 
torney General's  attention  to  a  matter 
he  had  pressed  on  the  attention  of  the 
House  in  Committee — namely,  the  posi- 
tion whioh  the  Isle  of  Ely  bore  to  the 
county  of  Oambridge.  Through  the 
courtesy  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Wolyerhampton  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler)  he  had  been  placed  in  posses- 


sion of  the  yiew  of  the  draftsman  of  the 
Bill.  He  had  looked  at  the  Statutes 
which  regulated  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Isle  of  Ely,  and  he  was  not  at  all  satis- 
fied that  the  object  contemplated  by  the 
promoters  of  the  Bill  had  been  carried 
out.  Perhaps  the  hon.  and  learned  At- 
torney Genercd  would  take  a  list  of  the 
Statutes.  There  was  the  7  Will  IV., 
which  dealt  with  the  Isle  of  Ely  ex- 
pressly, and  stipulated  that  the  Isle 
shoula  be  deemed  and  taken  to  be  a 
diyision  of  a  county.  There  was  the 
30  &  31  Vict.  c.  52,  which  proyided  that 
the  Justices  of  the  Isle  of  Ely  were  to  carry 
into  effect  the  proyisions  of  the  sections 
of  that  Act  of  Parliament,  so  far  as  re- 
garded the  Isle  of  Ely — that  was  as  re- 
garded the  settlement  of  polling  places, 
and  so  forth.  Then  there  was  an  early 
Statute  of  Victoria,  which  required  that 
the  Justices  might  pay  all  the  expenses 
of  registration  incurred,  not*  by  the  oyer- 
seers,  but  by  the  Clerks  of  the  Peace,  so 
that,  possibly,  this  difficulty  might  arise. 
They  would  haye  the  Justices  of  Cam- 
bridgeshire requiring  the  Clerk  of  the 
Peace  of  Cambridgeshire  to  make  out  a 
list  of  yoters  in  the  Isle,  where  they  had  no 
jurisdiction,  and  the  Justices  of  the  Isle 
would  haye  no  yoice  in  the  matter,  but 
would  haye  to  pay  the  expenses.  Also, 
if  the  Justices  of  Cambridgeshire  were 
empowered  to  do  this,  a  portion  of  the 
business  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace  of  the 
Isle  of  Ely,  and,  therefore,  a  portion  of 
his  remimeration,  would  be  taken  away. 
He  (Mr.  Bulwer)  did  not  know  whether 
he  was  in  Order  in  mentioning  these 
matters ;  but  he  did  so  to  ayoid  future 
complications.  He  trusted  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  or  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  would  con- 
sider the  point.      

Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLEB  said,  he  was 
obliged  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Cambridgeshire 
(Mr.  Bulwer)  for  calling  attention  to 
the  Statutes  he  had  cited,  and  he  (Mr. 
H.  H.  Fowler)  would  take  care  they 
were  properly  inquired  into.  There 
was  no  doubt  that  under  the  Bill,  as  it 
stood,  the  Isle  of  Ely  became  a  part  of 
Cambridgeshire.  The  matter  should  be 
attended  to  before  Eeport. 

Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Monday  next,  and  to  be 
printed.    [Bill  163.] 

[Third  Night.'] 
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REGISTEATION  OF  V0TEE8  (SCOT- 
LAND)  BILL.— [Bill  161.] 
iThe  Lord  Advocate f  Mr,  SoHeitcr  General  for 

Scotland.) 

CONSIDERATION. 

Bill,  as  amended,  consiJcred, 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfotjr)  moved  the  following  new 
dause  to  be  inserted  in  place  of  Clause 
12:— 

(Separate  yaluations  to  be  made  by  Assessor  of 
Bailways  and  Canals  in  Police  Burghs.) 

«  The  Assessor  of  Bailways  and  Canals  shall 
value  the  lands  and  heritages  belonging  to  Bail- 
way  and  Canal  Companies,  and  to  Water  Com- 
panies, Gras  Companies,  and  other  Companies 
within  Burghs  having  Commissioners  of  Police 
under  any  General  or  Local  Police  Act,  in  the 
same  manner,  and  subject  to  the  same  condi- 
tions, as  in  Boyal  and  Parliamentary  Burghs, 
and  the  word  *  burgh,'  wherever  it  occurs  in 
sections  twenty  to  twenty-nine  inclusive  of  the 
Act  passed  in  the  Session  of  the  seventeenth 
and  eighteenth  years  of  the  reign  of  Her  pre- 
sent l^jesty,  chapter  nine^-one,  intituled  *  An 
Act  for  the  Valuation  of  Lands  and  Heritages 
m  Scotland,'  shall  include  any  burgh  having 
Commissioners  of  Police  as  aforesaid." 

"And  section  five  of  'The  Valuation  of 
Lands  (Scotland)  Amendment  Act,  1867,'  is 
hereby  repealed."— (TA«  Lord  Advocate) 

Clause  hrought  up^  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
the  Clause  be  now  read  a  second  time," 
put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  read  a  second  time  accordingly, 
and  added  to  \he  Bill. 

Clause  3  (Power  of  Her  Majesty  in 
Council  to  prescribe  forms.  Publication, 
Variation,  and  effect  of  Order.  Form  of 
valuation  roll). 

On  the  Motion  of  TheLoBD  Advooate, 
the  following  Amendments  made: — ^In 
page  1,  line  23,  leave  out  "sections," 
and  insert  "section;"  leave  out  "four 
and;"  in  line  24,  after  "1861,"  insert 
"is  hereby  repealed,  and  section  four  of 
the  said  Act ; ''  and  in  line  26,  leave  out 
from  "repealed,"  to  end  of  section, 
and  insert-- 

*'  In  so  far  as  those  sections  provide  that  the 
name  of  the  person  to  whom  the  amount  of  feu 
duty,  grouno,  annual,  or  other  yearly  considera- 
tion payable  at  a  condition  of  his  right  by  any 
proprietor,  is  to  be  entered  in  the  valuation 
roU." 


On  the  Motion  of  The  Ijobb  Advogas, 
the  following  Amendnient  made:— l! 
the  end  of  the  Clause 


''Provided,  That  the  second  cohmmrf  tib 
Valuation  Boll,  headed  '  Descziptioa  mod  mtm- 
tion  of  subject/  may  be  priated  for  any  coafir 
without  sub-division  if  the  CommiMUBai  dt 
Supply  of  such  county  shall  ao  deiermiae.'* 

Clause,  as  amended,  agrwed  U. 

Claused  (Special  proyiflion  as  to  tota 

in  1886). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  rx>Bi>  Abvocaxz. 
the  following  Amendment  made:— Ii 
page  2,  line  22,  after  "  oocnipier,"  h 
"  tenant." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agr^^d  U. 

Clause  8  (Register  in  Pi 
burghs  merged  in  counties). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Jjoid  AnvocAii 
the  following  Amendment  made:- 
page  2,  line  36,  leave  oat 
fore  except,"  and  insert  ''araazal^r 
but." 

Clause,  as  amended,  0§re0i  U, 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Ix>bd  Advocai^ 
Clause  12  Hruck  out  of  the  Bill. 

Clause  16  (Bemuneration  of  ooQactai 
of  poor  rates). 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  R 
Balfoxtb)  moved,  as  an  Amendmeot,  tfe 
omission,  in  page  4,  line  19,  of  the  vor^ 
"thousand,"  and  the  insertion  of  tk 
word  "hundred,"  instead  thereo£ 

Mb.  DICK-PEDDIE  asked  what  vw 
the  object  of  the  Amendment  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Ifr.  J.  R 
Balvoub)  said,  that  under  the  vizio« 
Acts  the  collectors  of  the  poor  rate  wot 
obliged  to  make  certain  returns ;  asd  ai 
this  was  not  a  part  of  the  regular  dnSia 
of  their  office  they  were  paid  Sar  it 
The  practice  had  been  to  pay  tiie  eolQa^ 
tors  for  the  making  out  of  those  retazs 
at  the  rate  of  6«.  per  100.  The  v«k 
involved  filling  in  three  separate  eohiBH 
and  a  good  deal  of  labour ;  and  he  car- 
tainly  thought,  from  the  examples  ^k& 
had  been  furnished  to  K"^,  that  1^ 
payment  proposed  was  a  veiy  modffHi 
one. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agrmi  t^ 


Clause  18  (Double  entries  of 
On  the  Motion  of  The  Lomo  Axmnasa 
the  following  A*»^>!^*n^1» 
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pa^  4,  line  87,  after  *'Bame,"  insert 
*' Irarliamentary;"  leave  out  line  38; 
in  line  39,  leave  out  ''county  or;"  in 
same  line,  leave  out  from  ''burffh,"  to 
the  second  ''the,"  in  line  40;  in  page 
5,  line  12,  after  "  one,"  insert  "  only ;  " 
in  line  18,  after  "  proprietor,"  leave  out 
**  and  unobjected  to;"  in  line  15,  leave 
oat  "  none  of  the  entries  is,"  and  insert 
^'all  or  none  of  the  entries  are;"  in 
line  17,  leave  out  "  and  unobjected  to ;" 
and  in  line 27,  after  "and,"  insert  "both 
in  counties  and  in  burghs." 

The  LOBD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 

Balfoitb)  moved,  as  an  Amendment,  to 

add  at  tiie  end  of  clause,  in  page  5, 

certain  new  paragraphs,  which,  he  said, 

required  a  few  words  of  explanation. 

Hon.  Members  would  have  observed  that 

there  were  many  cases  in  which  the  first 

option  was  given  under  the  Bill  to  the 

voter  to  make  his  selection ;  and  if  the 

voter  failed  to  make  a  selection  of  the 

place  he  wished  to  vote  in  respect  of,  in 

the  case  of  a  double  entry,  mere  were 

directions  given  to  the  Sheriff,  acting  as 

Bevising  Barrister,  as  to  which  place  he 

should    retain   and   which    he    should 

strike  out.    It  might  happen  that  from 

error  or  other  cause  the  Sheriff  might 

fail  to  strike  out  the  second  entry,  and 

the  paragraph  he  now  proposed  to  add 

to  the  clause  was  to  proviae  for  what 

should  be  done  in  that  case. 

Mb.  TOMLINSON  said,  he  wished  to 
point  out  that  the  clause  was  a  Defini- 
tion Clause,  and  to  remind  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Qentleman  the  Lord 
Advocate  that  during  a  discussion  on 
^e  English  Eegistration  Bill  as  to  whe- 
ther a  definition  should  be  entertained, 
it  was  understood  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  Qeneral 
would  take  into  consideration  the  ques- 
tion whether  all  the  definitions  could 
not  be  brouffht  into  one  clause,  or  one 
particular  place  in  the  Bill.  In  this 
case,  they  nad  a  definition  something 
like  one  that  was  given  in  the  English 
Bill ;  and  he  should  be  glad  if  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate  would 
state  whether  any  conclusion  had  been 
come  to  on  the  matter. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfouk),  in  reply,  said,  it  was  proposed 
to  insert  the  definition  he  had  moved  at 
the  end  of  the  present  clause,  because 
it  would  come  in  more  conveniently 
there. 

VOL.  CCXCVII.    [third  seeies.] 


Amendment  proposed. 

In  pafce  6,  at  end,  add  as  new  paragraphs  :— 
*'  (4.)  Where  a  borough  is  divided  into  divisions 
and,  notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  this  sec- 
tion, the  name  of  a  person  is  entered  in  the 
register  of  Parliamentary  Voters  of  more  than 
one  division  of  the  said  burgh,  and  one  of  these 
entries  is  his  place  of  residence,  he  shall  be 
entitled  to  vote  only  in  that  division  in  which 
he  is  registered  as  a  voter  in  respect  of  his  plaoe 
of  residence,  and  shall  not  vote  in  respect  of 
any  other  entry ; 

*'  (5.)  In  this  section  the  expression  *  Parlia- 
mentaiy  county  *  means  a  county  returning  or 
contributing  to  return  a  Member  or  Members 
to  serve  in  Parliament ;  and,  where  a  county  is 
divided  for  the  purpose  of  such  return,  means 
a  division  of  such  eounty." — {The  Lord  Advo^ 
eate,) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

SCHEDULE. 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Advocate, 
the  following  Amendments  made : — In 
second  column,  omit  the  word  ''and," 
insert  the  word  "or,"  instead  thereof; 
and  in  last  column,  omit  the  words  ''  as 
adjusted  on  application  or  appeal." 

Schedule,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Mr.  PEESTON  BEUCE  said,  he  had 
a  Notice  on  the  Paper  for  the  introduc- 
tion of  a  new  Schedule  which  had  been 
passed  over ;  and  he  wished  to  ask  whe- 
ther he  should  be  in  Order  in  bringing 
it  on  at  that  moment  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKEB  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  not  risen  at  the  time  his  name 
was  called. 

Mr.  PEESTON  BEITCE  said,  he  had 
not  heard  his  name  called. 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  I  am  afraid  the 
hon.  Member  would  not  be  in  Order  in 
moving  it  now. 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  upon 
Monday  next. 

WAYS  Am>  MBANS. 

ContitUred  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Retolved^  That,  towards  making  good  the 
Supply  granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  service 
of  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March 
1886,  the  sum  of  £13,315,334,  be  granted  out  of 
the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the  United  King- 
dom. 

Besolution  to  be  reported  Tomtnort'ow. 

Committee  to  sit  again  Tomorrow. 
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BUBIAL  OBOUKDS  BILL. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Setohedf  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  House,  That  leave  be  given  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  Burial 
Groimds. 


Resolution  reported :  —  Bill  ordered  to  \» 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Osboritb  IfoBGAY,  Sv 
William    Habcoubt,    and    Mr.    Hormr   H. 

FOWLEB. 

Bin preeentedy  and  read  the  first  tone.  [Bill  IM.^ 


House  adjourned  aft  a 

after  One  o'clock. 


loicdon:  oobvblivs  bxtok,  22,  patbbkobtsb  boit,  i.o. 
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ing the  settlement  of  difficulties  in  Stella- 
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(No.  85) 


Abohdalb,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Fermanagh 
Egypt  (MUitary  Expedition)  English  Officers 

—Pay  and  Stores,  1333 
Parliamentary     Elections      (Redistribution), 

Consid.  el  11, 1000  ;  el,  15,  1003,  1004 

Aboyll,  Duke  of 

Burgh  Police  and  Health  (Scotland),  2R.  616 
Criminal  Law  Amendment,  Comm.  el.  3,  940 
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of  Credit),  Ministerial  Statement,  388 

Abmy  ( Questions) 
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Marquess  of  Hartington  May  4,  1503 
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ton ;  Answer,  Mr.  Brand  AprU  30,  1107 
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of  Bartington  April  2i,  660 
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Heneage  ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington May  4, 1511 

Contracts 

Beeswax,  Question,  Mr.  Marriott;  Answer, 
Sir  Arthur  Ha7ter  April  31,  304 


Abmt»  Contracts-^ont. 

Tinned  Meat  for  Field  Service,  Questions,  Sir 
Herbert  Maxwell ;  Answers,  Sir  Arthur 
Hayter  April  23,  480  ;  Question,  Sir  Her- 
bert Maxwell ;  Answer,  Mr.  Brand  April  27. 
805 

Divine     Service  —  Presbyterian    Chaplaims, 

Question,  Mr.  Samuel  Smith  ;  Answer,  The 

Marquess  of  Hartington  May  4,  1503 
Oarriton  Ratione,  Question,  Sir  Harry  Ver- 

ney  ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartiogtoa 

April  17,  24 
Health  of  the  Army ^Phthitie,  Question.  Sir 

lleniy  Fletcher  ;  Answer,  The  Marqueaa  of 

Hartington  April  27,  816 
Sale  of  Condemned  Clothing,  Question,  Mr. 

Onslow  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Brand  April  17,  25 

The  Brigade  of  Ouards^Subaltem  O/ieere, 
Question,  Mr.  Percy  Wyndham;  Answer, 
The  Marquess  of  Hartington  April  28,  964 

The  Rifie  Brigade — Numbere,  Question,  Mr. 
Tottenham;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of 
Hartington  AprU  23,  473 

The  Cameron  Highlanders,  Question,  Colonel 
O'Beirne;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington AprU  20,  142 

Military  Expedition  to  Egypt— The  Vets  f^ 
Charges,  Question,  Mr.  Labouebere;  An- 
swer, The  Marquess  of  Hartington  April  23* 
481 

Ordnance  Department 

The  Martini' Henry  Cartridge,  Queaiiona,  Lord 
Eustace  Cecil,  Mr.  Mac&rlane;  Answers, 
Mr.  Brand  April  24,  654;  Question,  Sir 
Frederick  Milner;  Answer,  Mr.  Brand 
May  7, 1844 

The  War  in  the  Seudan,  Questions,  Captain 
Aylmer,  Lord  Eustace  Cecil ;  Answers,  Mr. 
Brand  April  80,  1121;  Questions,  Sir 
Frederick  Milner,  Lord  Eustaoe  Cecil, 
Captain  Aylmer;  Answers,  Mr.  Brand 
May  4,  1504 

Forty- Pounder  OunSf  Question,  The  Earl  of 
Wemyss;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Morley 
Affril  27,  802 

MUitary  Weapons  —  UnservieeahU  Swords, 
Qnestion,  Sir  Frederick  Milner ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Brand  April  17,  25 

Army  (India) 

Borte  and  Field  ArtiUery^  Question,   Lord 

Algernon  Percy ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of 

Hartington  April  17,  25 
Fromotien  in  Her  MajeetyU  Indian  Forces, 

Question,  Mr.  Gibson;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  K. 

Cross  April  24,  654 
The  Bengal  Cavalry— Outbreak  of  Glanders, 

Question,  Dr.  Cameron ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  K. 

Cross  Jfay  1,1316 
The  North- West  Frontier  —  Orant  of  Medal 

and  Batta  to  Ofieers  and  Men  engaged  in 

the  Zhob   Empedition,  Question,   Mr.   Guy 

Dawnay ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  K.  Cross  May  4, 

1484 

Auxiliary  Forces 

Pensions— Case  of  Sergeant-lnstnutor  Lyne, 
Question,  Viscount  Lewisham ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Caino  May  1, 1319 
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Armt — Auxiliary  Forces  ^eont. 

Rank  0/  Offieeri,  Qoestion,  Mr.  Sampson 
Lloyd ;  Answer,  'Ihe  Marquesi  of  Hart- 
ingtOD  ApHl  23.  484 

The  Velunieer  Medieal  Staff  Corpt  ^  The 
Edinburgh  Staff  Ccrpe,  Queition,  Sir 
Stafford  Northoote;  Answer,  The  Marqucis 
of  Hartington  May  4, 1496 

Army  Organi%atum — Third  Battalions 
Moved,  **  That,  in  consequence  of  tbe  severe 
strain  now  being  placed  upon  the  British 
Army,  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty  praying  that  Her  Majesty  may 
be  graciously  pleased  to  direct  that  the 
recommendation  made  bjr  the  Military  Com- 
mittee appointed  in  1871-72  for  the  forma- 
tion of  a  third  battalion,  in  the  erent  of  both 
the  line  battalions  of  a  regiment  serving  out 
of  this  country,  may  at  onoe  be  put  into 
execution "  {The Earl efOalloway)  April  17, 
1  ;  after  short  debate.  Motion  withdrawn 

Army  (Annual)  Bill 

{The  Earl  of  Morl&y) 
I,  Royal  Assent  April  28  [48  Viet  c.  8] 

Arnold,  "MLt,  A. ,  Sal/or d 

^iJ?^    (Affairs    of    the     Soudan)— General 

Graham's  Proclamation,  I  HI 
Land  Registry  Office— Returns,  811 
Parliamentary      Elections      (Redistribution), 

Consid.  Schedule  3, 1064 
Registration  (Occupation  Voters),  Comm.  1688 ; 

el,  4,  Amendt.  1736,  1737, 1741,  1742, 1743, 

1748,1749,1760,1751,  17M 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Comm.  add. 

el.  1388 
Supply  —  Distnmpiked  and  Main   Roads  in 
England  and  Wales,  612 
Offices  of  the  House  of  Lords.  679 
Ways    aod     Means  —  Financial     Statement, 

Comm.  1 197 

AsHLBY,  Hon.  E.  M.  (Under  Secretary 

of  State  for  the  Colonies),    Isle  of 

Wight 
Africa  (South) — Affairs  of  Bechuanaland,  466, 

963 
Cyprus  (Finance,  dsc.)  —  Reported    Revenue 

Frauds,  312,  480,  667 
Dominion   of   Canada  —  Insurrection   in   the 

North.  West  Territory,  970.  971 
Egypt    (Military    Expedition)— New     South 

Wales  Contingent,  1119 
Gibraltar — Ordinance — Zebehr  Pasha,  23 

Abhmisab-Babtlett,  Mr.  E.,  Eye 

Asia  (Central) — Questions 

Agreement  of  March  17th,  and  Action  of 
30th,  ^.  —  Reported  Occupation  by 
Russia  of  Penjdeh,  30,  32 ;  •—  Negotia- 
tions, 1606 

Diplomatic  Negotiations — Treaty  of  Paris, 
1866,  660 

M.  de  Giers'  Despatch  in  reply  to  Earl 
Granville,  666,  667 

Production  of  Papers— Vote  of  Credit,  488, 
489 

[ewU, 


AsniiBAo-BARTLiTT,  Mr.  E. — cont. 

Reported  Engagement,  1118 

Russia  and  Afghanistan — Reported  Retire- 
ment of  Afghan  Troops  to  Herat,  27 

Russian  Adrance,  169,  164 

Russian  Occupation  of  fiala  Murghab  and 
Khushk.  166 

Russian  Occupation  of  Herat,  969 

Russo-Afghan  Frontier — Delimitation,  27  ; 
— Negotiations,  1610 

Egypt  (Events  in  the  Soudan)  —  Defence  of 
Khartoum — General  Gordon,  1126,  1126 
White  Slaves  at  Khartoum,  490 
Egypt  —  Suppression     of    the    "  Bosphore 

Egyptien,"  1663 
Egypt  and  France  —  Rupture  of  Diplomatic 
Relations,  661,  062,  818,  966 

Parliament — Public  Business,  824  ;  —  Vote  of 
Credit,  1621 

Parliament— Business  of  tbe  House— Registra- 
tion of  Voters  Bills,  Res.  168 

Supply  —  Naval  and  Military  Operations, 
1886-6,  Ac.  (Vote  of  Credit),  Comm.  861  ; 
Report,  1663,  1676,  1613 

Attorney  GENEBAL,Tlie  (Sir  H.  Jamzb), 

Taunton 
Inland  Revenue  —  Stamps  upon  Receipts  in 

Payment  of  Accounts  by  Cheque,  1314 
Law  and  Justice— Coroner's  Court-— Jurymen*! 

Oaths,  467 

Parliament— The  Oath  of  Allegiance,  477 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  and  Illegal 
Practices)  Act,  1883,  464,  465  ;  —  Parlia- 
mentary Candidates  and  Free  Breakfasts  in 
the  East  End,  308 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Redistribution), 
Comm.  Schedule  8,  383  ;  Consid.  add.  el. 
978,930;  cL  9.  996;  el.  11,  998;  el  16, 
1002,  1009,  1010:  el  22,  1012;  el.  27. 
Amendt.  1013;  el  23.  1014,  1016,  1017, 
1019,  1023,  1024, 1028 

Registration  (Occupation  Voters),  Comm.  el.  3, 
Amendt.   1726;    el   4,   1727.   1728,   1729, 
1730,  1731,  1732,   1733,  1738,  1737,  1738. 
1739,  1740, 1742,  1743  ;  el  6,  1757,  1768  : 
ell,  1769,  1760,1761;  c/.8,  1762;  el  9. 
Amendt.  i6.  ;  el  13.  1764,  1766,  1771,1778; 
el  14,  Amendt.  1779,  1780;  add  el  1782, 
1784.  1787,  1801,  1806.  1945;  Schedule  1. 
Amendt.    1946 ;    Schedule  2,   Amendt.  t6. 
1947,  1966,  1966,  1957,   1968,  1959,  1961  ;  ' 
Schedule  3,  ib.  1962;  Amendt.  1963, 1964, 
1965 

Registration  (Occupation  Voters)  —  Registra- 
tion Expenses,  16 

Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Comm.  el  6, 
763,  766,  771.  772  ;  add.  el  1354, 1366 

Representation  of  the  People  Act,  1884  —  Re- 
turns under  the  Act,  1830,  1*881 
Supply — Treasury,  dtc,  936 

Atlmeb,  Captain  J.  E.  F.,  Maidstone 
Army  (Ordnance  Department)— Defective  Cart- 
ridges, 1121.1605 
Industries  (Ireland),  Nomination  of  Select  Com- 
mittee, 1038 
Parliamentary      Elections      (Redistribution), 
Consid.  c2. 15,  Amendt.  1008, 1010 
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Bailey,  Sir  J.  E.,  EerefordBhire 
Ways  and  Means  —  Inland  Revenue  —  New 
Beer  Dut.r,  1638 

Balfoub,  Lord 

Burgh  Police  and  Elealth  (Scotland),  2R.  612 
Criminal  Law  Amendment,  3R.  1284 

Balfour,    Right   Hon.    J.    B.    (Lord 

Advocate  for  Scotland),  daehman- 

nan,  Sfe, 
Committee  of  Privileges — The  Lovat   Peerage 
— Removal  of  Coffin  Plates  from  Vault  at 
Kirkhill,  1629 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House — Registra- 
tion of  Voters  Bills,  Res.  176 
Parliamentarjr      Elections     (Redistribation), 

Consid.  Schedule  1,  Amendt.  1051 
Parliamentarjr   Elections  (Scotland) — Fees  of 

Returning  Officers,  149 
Registration  of  Voters,  1327,  1328,  1515 
Registration  of  Voters  (Scotland),    2R.  397 ; 
Comm.   598,  604,  605  ;  el.  3,  1423,  1424  ; 
Amendt.  1425;    cl,   4,   Amendt.  ih,  1426; 
d,  6,  Amendt.  t6.  1427,  1428;  el,  11,  1430; 
Amendt.   1433,   1434,   1435.    1437,    1438  ; 
el    12,    Amendt.  1439;  add  el,  ih.  1440, 
1441,   1442,   1443,   1444;   Schedule,  1445, 
1446 ;  Consid.  add,  el,  1967 ;  el,  3,  Amendt. 
ih.  1968  ;  el.  5,  Amendt.  t6 ;  el.  8,  Amendt. 
t^. ;  el.   16,  Amendt.  ib,  ;  el.  18,  Amendt. 
ib.,  1969  ;  Schedule,  Amendt.  1970 
Representation  of  the   People    Act,    1884 — 

Household  Qualifications,  656 
Scotland — Questions 

Law  and  Justice — Work  of  the  Court  of 
Session,     1 628 ;— Highland     Crofters, 
1641 
Public  Health— Imported  Rags,  469 
Scottish  Islands — Deaths  in  the  Island  of 
Rona,  1631,  1632 
Scotland—Education  Department — Questions 
Beith  School  Election,  1481 
Secretary  for  Scotland,  1120 
Shott's  School  Board  Elections,  1829 
Supply — Disturnpiked  and  other  Roads  in  Soot- 
land,  518 

Balfottb,  General  Sir  G.,   Kincardine- 

shire 
Army  Estimates^Administration  of  Military 
Law,  1870 
Medical  Establishment  and  Services,  1922, 
1923 
Supply — ^Disturnpiked  and   other    Roads    in 
Scotland,  522 

Balfour,  Mr.  A.  J.,  Hertford 

Army  Organiiation— Territorial  System,  1503 
Asia    (Central)— Russia    and    Afghanistan— 

Russo-Afghan  Frontier — Negotiations,  1510 
Egypt  (War  in  the  Soudan),  1860,  1862 
Navy— State  of  the   Navy— Sir    Edward    J. 

Reed's  Notice  of  Motion,  163 
Navy  Estimates— Seamen  and  Marines,  267 
Parliament— Business  of  the    House,    33  ; — 

Vote  of  Credit,  1521 
Parliament — Business  of  the   House— Regis- 

trfition  of  Voters  Bills,  Res.  167, 1869 


[r. 


Balfoob,  Mr.  A.  J.-^cont. 

Parliamentary      Eleotioiui       C 

Comm.  Schedule  7,  118«  119,  IM; 

Schedule  6, 1079 
Registration  of  VotersKSeoilaiid), 

1436,   1437:  add.d.   MoUon  for 

Progress,  1440, 1441 
Supply— Vote  of  Credit — Dirinoa  of  &e  Tk. 

Res.  837 
Supply— Vote  of  Credit — Remaiarag  CIm^ 

in  the  Soudan.  Ac.    Report,    1567,  US 

1574,  1575,  1576,  1610,  1512 

Babolay,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Forfmrtkke 

Railway  and  Canal  Traflte 

Railway  Rates,  1106 
Supply — Disturnpiked    aad    oib«r 

Scotland,  520 

Barristers  Admission  drelaad)  KIl 

(JTr.  Callan,  Mr.  PameU^  Mr. 

Mr.  Healy^  Mr,  Leamy, 

c.  Moved,  ''That  the  Bill    be    nov  nad  T' 

April  22,  418 

Moved,  *'  That  the  Debate  be  now 

(Mr.  Qihton) ;  after  abort  debate,  Qi 

put;  A.  30,  N.  122  ;  M.  03  (D.  L.  HI 

Original  Question  pot ;  Bill  read  2*     [Bdl  ff 

Committee  *  ;  Report  April  SO  [BS  Uft 

Considered  *  ;  read  3*  Ma^  4 

/.  Read  1**  {Lard FitsGeraid)  Ifay  5  (!le.  W 

Barby,  Mr.  J.,   Wexford  Co, 
Inland  Revenue — Stamps    apoa    ffrceipts  a 
Payment  of  Aecoanta  bj  Cbeque,  ISli 


Barttblot,  Oolonei  Sip  W.  B., 
W. 

Army  Estimatet^MilitiJi  Reaerrv,  ^ 
Asia   (Central) — Russia    mn4     A 

Production  of  Papers — ^VoCe  oi 
Contagious  Diseases   (AoiuUs) 

and-Mouth  Disease— East  Ridiac 

shire,  1324 
Pleuro- Pneumonia  at  Feara  (Seotlaad). 
Egypt  (Affairs  of  the  ^  ~ 

Situation,  1113 
Highways,  2R.  414 
Housing  of  the  Working 

the  Commissioners,  309 
Parliamentary      Elections 

Comm.  Schedule  7,  120 ; 

3, 1069 
Registration  (Ooeupatioii  Voters),  C 

1668;  el.  4,  Motion  for 

1732  ;  el.  13,  1764.  1769 
Supply — Disturnpiked    and    Mau 

England  and  Wales,  506 
Ways  and  Means — Finaaeial 

1235 
Ways  and  Means — Finaneial  Stai 

Malt  Tax,  1516 


Bbaoh,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  M.  E. 
Gloucestershire,  £, 
Africa  (South) — Affiun  of 
Asia    (Central)— Russia    aed     Ai 
Afghan  Boundary  d 
Sir  Peter  Lumsdea,  IMS 
Rono- Afghan 
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BiAOH,  Right  Hon.  Sir  M.  E.  Hioks — oont. 

Egypt  (Events  in  the  Soadan)— Alleged  Pro- 
clamation of  Lord  Wolselej,  1850 

Parliament— Bunineu  of  the  House.  lOSI, 
1811.  1868  ;— Vote  of  Credit,  1620 

Parliamenury  Elections  (Redistribution), 
Consid.  el.  8,  985 

Registration  (Occupation  Voters),  Comm.  1699. 
1725 

Registration  of  Voters,  1325,  15U 

Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland).  Comm.  el,  3, 
690  ;  eL  6,  768.  765,  775,  1328 

Supply— Vote  of  Credit— Remaining  Charges 
in  the  Soudan,  Ac.  Report,  1605,  1666 

Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Comm. 
1234 

Ways  and  Means,  Report,  Res.  2,  H48 

Beauohahp,  Earl 

lofanto,  Comm.  297;  el,  2.  Amendt.  300; 
Report,  el,  5,  Amendt.  626;  SR.  el,  6, 
Amendt.  1088 


BiDDBLL,  Mr.  W.,  Suffolk,  W. 

Felixstow.  Ipswioh,and  Midlands  Railway,  2R. 
11,12,15 

Ways  and  Means— Financial  Statement,  Comm. 
1190 


BiGOAB,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Cavan  Co, 

Army  Estimates— Administration  of  Military 
Law,  1915 
Yeomanry  Caralry  Pay,  Ac.  1942 
Ciril    Service    Expenditure,    Nomination    of 
Select  Committee,  Motion  for  Adjournment, 
127 
Ireland — Questions 

Irish     Land     Commission    (Suh •Commis- 
sioners)— Mr.  Edward  Greer,  20, 156 
Law  and  Justice  —  Case  of  Biggar  and 
Caruth,  145  ;— Delay  in  Granting  Bail, 
151 
Post  OflBce — Postmaster  of  Mountfield  Post 

Office,  nil 
Royal    Irish   Constabulary  —  Markethill 
Petty  Sessions— Sergeant  Eakins,  465 ; 
— Sub.ConsUble  M'Cormick,  1101 
Ireland— Poor  I Jiw— Questions 

Belfast  Board  of  Guardians  —  Holywood 

Burial  Ground,  1100 
Election  of  Guardians — Cootehill  Union, 
808,    1111;— KiUeshandra,  Co.  Caran, 
138,  809 
Newport  and  Westport  Unions — Compensa- 
tion. 807 
Robert  Graham,  Clerk  of  Cootehill  Union, 
16 
Parliament— The  Oath  of  Allegiance,  477 
Parliament— Business  of  the  Uouse  (Standing 

Order,  Puttinii:  the  Question),  Res.  390 
Parliamentary     Elections      (Eledistributioo), 
Comm.   Schedule  7,  64;   Amendt.  67.  88, 
354 ;  Consid.  cl,  8,  988  ;  el,  9,  994  ;  el,  11, 
999  ;  Schedule  6,  1080 
Poor  Law— Prescot  (Lancashire)  Union— Mr. 

Dunn,  1120, 1494 
Registration     (Occupation     Voters),    Comm. 
cL  4.  \r^Z\  cl,  13,  1767 ;  Schmlnle  2,  1948, 
1954 


[ron/. 


BxoGAR,  Mr.  J.  (j,-^eont. 

School  Board  Elections  (Voting)— Addition  to 

Select  Committee,  607 
Supply  —  Uisturnpikod  and  Main   Roads  in 
England  and  Wales,  607 
Distunipiked  and    other    Roads,    ^c.    in 

Scotland,  541,  561,  567 
House  of  Commons  Offices,  918,  923 
Offices  of  the  Uouse  of  Lords,  887 
Public  Works  in  Ireland,  676,  535,   587. 

688 
Report.  779 

Waysand  Means— Financial  Statement,  Comm. 
1240 

BiRKBECK,  Mr.  E.,  Norfolk,  N, 
Contagious  Diseases  (Animals);  Acts— Foot-and- 

Mouth  Disease— Outbreak  at  Hamburg,  22 
Felixstow,  Ipswich,  and  Midlands  Railway,  2R. 

ParlUmenUry      Elections      (Redistribution), 
Consid.  add,  el,  979 

Ways  and  Means— The  Income  Tax  on  Tenant 
Farmers,  960 

BouRKB,  Eight  Hon.  E.,  Lynn  Regu 
Egypt    and  France— Rupture  of  Diplomatic 

Relations,  662 
Papal  See  —  Diplomatic  Communication  with 

the  Vatican— Mr.  Errington,  1 493 
Parliament— Business  of  the  flouse— Vote  of 

Credit,  1518,  1519 

Brabourke,  Lord 

Infants,  Report,  el,  5.  627  ;  3R.  1090 

Bramwell,  Lord 

Criminal  Law  Amendment,  Comm.  el.  4,  041 : 

el.  5,  947  ;  el.  9,  962 
Infants,  Report,  cl.  3,  625  ;  el.  5,  626  ;  3R. 

1089 

Brand,  Hon.  H.  E.  (Surveyor  General 
of  the  Ordnance),  Stroud 
Army —  Questions 

Billeting  at  Downpatrick,  1107 
Commissariat— Tinned  Meat.  806 
Sale  of  Military  Clothing.  25 
Army  (Ordnance  Department)— Questions 
Defective  Cartridges,  1121 
Martini.  Uenry  Rifle,  655,  1814 
Military  Swords,  26 
War  in  the  Soudan^Defectife  Cartridges, 

Army  fistiuiates.-. Administration  of  MiliUry 
Law,  1905.  1906 

Medical  Establishment  and  Services,  1922 
Corporation  of  London   Tower   Bndge    Bill, 
1121 

Egypt   (Soudan)-.MillUry   Operations— Sua- 
kin-Berber  Railway,  1833 

Brassby,   Sir  T.  (Secretary  to  the  Ad- 
miralty), Hoitings 
Navy— Questions 

Armament  for  Ships  Completing  for  Sea, 
0I2 


II. M.S.  •*  Agamemnon,*'  062,  963 
Naval  Artillery  Volunteers,  143 
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GiMPBBLL-BAKirsiiMAN,  Right  HoD.  H. — eofU. 

Ireland — Poor  Law — Qaestions 

Amalgamation  of  Newport  and  West  port 

Poor  Law  Unions,  1104 :« Compensation, 

807 
A  thy  Board  of  Gaardians,  811 
Belfast   Board  of  Guardians  —  Hoi jr wood 

Barial  Ground,  1101 
Clerk  of  the  South  Dublin  Union,   1635, 

1636 
Donegal  Board  of  Guardians,  473 
Dunfanaghjr  Union— Refusal  of  a  Conrey- 

ance,  140,  141 
Expenditure,  648,  649 
Galwaj  and  Arran  Islands  Dispensaries, 

649 
North   Dublin  Board  of  Guardians,   139, 

140,  646 
Poor  Law  Guardians,  1646 
Robert  Graham,  Clerk  of  Cootehill  Union, 

16 
Salaries  of  Teachers  in  Workhouses,  1105 

Ireland— Poor  Law — Election  of  Guardians — 
Questions 
Armagh  Division  of  Athlone,  17 
Cootehill  Union,  809, 1113 
Drumfin  Division,  Co.  Sligo,  472 
Dunfanaghy  Union,  141,  142 
Esker  Division— Edenderry  Union,  1839 
Killeshandra,  Co.  Cavan,  139,  810 
Maghernologher,  &o.  Divisions,  647 
Mallow,  1837 

Manorhamilton  Union,  1629 
Skibbereen  Union,  808,  961,962 

Ireland — Royal  Irish  Constabulary — Questions 
Assistant    Clerks    to    County    Inspectors, 

1103 
Free  Force,  1643 
Markethill     Petty     Sessions  —  Sergeant 

Eakins,  466 
Misconduct     of  a    Police    Constable   at 

Mullingar,  1495 
Police  Force  at  Esker,  1322 
Promotion,  144 

Protection  at  Kilmoon,  Co.  Clare,  1637 
Sub-Constablo  M'Cormick,  1101 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  493,  494 
Parliamentary   Elections   (Redistribution)  — 

Town  Clerks  of  Irish  Boroughs,  155 
Private  Lunatic  Asylums  (Ireland),  2R.  431, 
432 

Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland)  —  Donegal 
Union,  815,816 

Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  2, 
Amendt.  668,  672,  674.  675,  679,  681,  705  ; 
el.  5,  714 ;  Amendt.  715  ;  el  6,  716,  723, 
725,  739,  1320,  1321,  1328,  1329  ;  el,  7, 
Amendt.  1330;  add,  el,  ib,  1SS6,  1347, 
1350,  1351,  1358,  1361,  1362,  1364,  1385, 
1388,  1391,  1393,  1397,  1398,  1402.  1404, 
1415;  Schedule,  Amendt.  1418,  1419 

^  Visit  of  H.R.H.  the  Prince  and  Princess  of 
Wales  to  Ireland  — City  of  Londonderry, 
667 


Camfebdown,  Earl  of 

Northfieet  Docks  Bill,  Res.  1270 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Res.  1284 
Water    Companies   (Regulation    of   Powers), 
Coram.  1282 


Canada f  Dominum  of — LumrtmHam 
North'  We$t  Territory 
Questions,  The  Earl  of  Canu 
The  Earl  of  Derby  AprU  27»  7*5  :  AwS, 
938  ;  Questions,  Mr.  Inderwick,  Mt 
Answers,  Mr.   Evelyn  Ashley,  97* 
tioos.  The  Earl  of  Camarron, 
Redesdale;    Answers,  The 
May  7,  1813 


TbeEvi  if 


Cantebbijbt,  Archbishop  of 

Criminal  Law  Amendment,  C 


CI.5.MI 


Carbutt,  Mr.  E.  H.,  Momtmomik,  ^, 

Navy  (Ships)~Cott  of  BoUdias.  819 

Oablinoford,  Lord  (Lord  PresdflBl  d 

the  Council) 
Law  and  Justice  (IreUad)— Ajptate 

Sessions  Courts,  809 
Poisons,  Comm.  134 
Royal  Irish  ConstabnUrj 

443 


RadialribvftM.  tL 


Carlisle,  Bishop  of 

Friendly    Societies  Act  (1873) 
2R.  1817 

Carnarvon,  Earl  of 

Africa  (South)— Cape  Colonj  —  Ca^  Tf«s 

and  Simon's  Bay  Railway,  1097 
Africa    (South)  —  StellaUnd,     Ad^rasa    iw 

Papers,  1281 
Dominion  of  Canada  —  InsnrractMa   in  tfe 

North-West  Territorj.  795.  938.  1613 
Egyptian    Loan    BiU— Centnl    A«n     t^n 

and   Afghanistan — Attack  of  Um  Rmmtm 

on  the  Afghans  at  Ak  T^p£ — Dmf^tk  d 

Sir  Peter  Lumsden,  289 
Federal    Council    of  AnstnOana,   9R.   438: 

Comm.  1()83 
Friendly    Societies  Act   (1875}    Ammlmmt^ 

2R.  1818 
Naval  and  MiliUry  Operations  (1885.9)*Tsli 

of  Credit,  Ministerial  StatomMi,  993 
Northfieet  Docks  BUI,  Rts.  1970 
Supply-- Vote  of  Credit,  129 

Cartwright,  Mr.  W.  C,  OsfotiAin 
Turkey— The  BriUsh  Embas^  at 
nople,  1641 


Causton,  Mr.  B.  K.,  ColekuUr 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  —  Firs 

Committee,  1485 
Parliament  —  Palace  of  Woslainilar  • 

minster  Hall  (Rastoratioo),  1117 
Registration  (Occupation  Vocsrs}, 

el,  1806 
Ways  and  Means— Finnnoinl 

1239 


Cecil,  Lord  R  H.  B.  G.,  S-as,  r. 

Army— Commissions  to  Canadian 
Army     (Ordnance    Department)  — 
Cartridges,  1121.  1505 
Martini-Henr/  Cartridfe,  951,  C3i 
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Cboii.,  Lord  E.  H.  B.  O.— con^ 

Army  EstiniAtes  —  Administration  of  MiUtArt 

Uw,  1870,  1885,  1887 
Medical  EsUblisbment  and  Sertioes,  1018 
Militia  Reterre,  «o.  1035,  1028 
^£rJ  P^""  Questions 

MiliUrjr  Expedition— Nile   Force— Condi- 

tion  of  the  Troops,  1654 
Soudan  —  Military  Operations  —  Stukin- 

Berber  Railway,  1833 
War  in  the  Soudan,  1861 

CemeUrMi — Legiilation 

Qnestion,  Mr.  Richard  ;  Answer,  Sir  William 
Harconrt  Ajnil  20,  151 

Central  Asia 
Lo&Di 
Russia  and  Afghanistan 

The  EussO' Afghan  Frontier -^  DiphmaHe 
Negotiations^  Question,  The  Marquess  of 
Salisbury  ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Kimberley 
April  27,  804  ;  Question,  Observations,  The 
Marquess  of  Salisbury  ;  Reply,  Earl  GranTille 
May  4.  1470 ;  Question,  Earl  De  La  Warr  ; 
Answer,  Earl  GranTille  ;  Observations,  The 
Marquess  of  Salisbury  May  5, 1621 

Attack  of  the  Russians  on  the  Afghans  at  Ah 
Tips— Despatches  of  Sir  Peter  Lumsden, 
Questions,  Observations.  The  Earl  of  Car- 
narvon, The  Earl  of  Harrow  by ;  Replies, 
Rarl  Granville ;  Question,  Lord  Eilen- 
borough  [no  reply]  April  21,  282 

Russian  Advance  upon  Herat— Forced  Labour ^ 
Questions,  Lord  EUenborough ;  Answers, 
Earl  Granville  April  23,  433 

Russian  Advance — Occupation  of  Maruehak, 
Question,  Earl  De  La  Warr ;  Answer,  Earl 
Granville  April  30, 1082 

Central  Asia 

COMMORS 

The  RussO'Afghan  Frontier 

The  XegotiaiionSf  Question,  Mr.  Ashmead- 
Bartlett;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  April  17, 
27 ;  Observations,  Mr.  Gladstone ;  Ques- 
tions, Sir  Stafford  Northcote,  Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach,  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Mr. 
Aihmead-Bartlett;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone 
May  4,  1508 ;  Questions,  Mr.  Montagu 
Scott,  Baron  Ilenry  De  Worms,  Mr.  Labou- 
ehere;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone  May  7, 
1863 

Attack  of  the  Ruitians  oil  the  Afghans— The 
Battle  at  Ak  Tepc—Sir  Peter  Lumsden*s 
Despatch,  Observations,  Mr.  Gladstone  ; 
Questions,  Lord  John  Manners,  Sir  Stafford 
Northcote;  Answers, Mr.  Gladstone ^/^ 21, 
315;  Questions,  Mr.  O'Kelly,  Sir  Sufford 
Northcote;  Answers,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke 
April  22,  302 

Th*  Proposed  Arbitration,  Question,  Mr.  Ash- 
inead-Bartlett ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone 
May  4,  1506  ;  Questions,  Mr.  Onslow,  Mr. 
Healy,  Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan,  Lord  Randolph 
Chorchill  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Speaker,  Mr. 
Gladstone  May  7.  1857 

Colonel  Alikhanof,  Question,  Baron  Ilenry 
Do  NVorms  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  Mtty  7, 
1863 


[cont. 


Central  Asia^CotoionB—cont, 
The  Afghan  Boundary  Commission 

Expenditure,  Questions,  Mr.  Labouchere,  M*"* 
Arthur  O'Connor;  Answers,  Mr.  J.  K. 
Cross  April  23,  482 

Communication,  Question,  Mr.  Onslow;  An- 
swer, Lord  Edmond  Fitxmaurice  April  23. 
484  '^ 

Mr,  SUphen  and  Sir  Peter  Lumsden's  De- 
spatch, Question,  Lord  Randolph  Churchill ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  April  28,  070 

Sir  Peter  Lumsden,  Question.  Mr.  O'Kelly  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  April  30,  1126 

Recall  of  Sir  Peter  Lumsden,  Questions,  Sir 
H.  Drommond  Wolff,  Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach,  Mr.  Onslow,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote, 
Lord  Randolph  Churchill,  Lord  John  Man- 
ners, Mr.  Chaplin  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone 
May  5,  1647  ;  QuesUons,  Mr.  Gibson,  Mr. 
Onslow,  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff,  Lord 
George  Hamilton  ;  Answers,  Lord  Edmond 
Fitzmaurice  May  7,  1847 

The  Despatch  of  M,  de  Oiers,  Question.  Mr. 
MonUgu  Scott  ;  Answer,  Lord  Edmond 
Fitimaurioe  May  7,  1855 

Russian  Advances 

Questions,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote,  Lord  John 
Manners,  Sir  William  Hart  Dyke,  Mr. 
Onslow;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone  April  20, 
150;  Question,  Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett  [no 
reply] ;  Question,  Baron  Henry  Do  Worms  ; 
Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fitimaurice.  164 

Occupation  of  Maruehak,  Question,  Sir  SUf- 
ford  Northcote;  Answer,  Lord  Edmond 
Fitfmaurice  April  2d,  1050;  Question,  Sir 
Stafford  Northcote;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone 
Apnl  30,  1127 

Xegotiations 

Diplomatic  Xegotiations^  Treaty  of  Paris, 
m6-.The  Protocol  of  April  li.  Questions, 
Mr.  Richard,  Mr.  Labouchere,  Mr.  Onslow, 
Lord  John  Manners,  Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone  April  24,  657  ; 
Question,  Mr.  Gourley  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Glad^ 
stone  April  27,  821 

Reported  Retirement  of  Afghan  Troops  to 
Herat,  Questions,  Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett ; 
Answers,  LK>rd  Kdmond  Fitzmaurice  ^pri7  17, 
27 

Russian  Occupation  of  Herat,  Question,  Mr. 
Ashmead-Bartlett;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone 
Apnl  28,  909 

The  Agreement  of  March  17.  aiwi  Action  of 
March  30,  Jrc^Reported  Occupation  hi, 
Russia  of  Penjdeh,  Questions,  Sir  Stafford 
Northcote.  Mr.  J.  Uwiher,  Mr.  Uwis,  Mr. 
Ashmead-Bartlett,  Mr.  Chaplin,  Mr.  Onslow ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone,  Lord  Edmond  Fits- 
man  rice  April  17,  28 

Russian  Occupation  of  Bala  Murghab  and 
Khushk,  Question,  Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett ; 
Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fitsmaurice  April  20, 
156 

RaUway  to  Sarakhs,  Question,  Baron  Henry 
De  Worms  ;  Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fiti- 
maurice ^pn7  21,  310 

Sir  Pfter  Luntden's  Telegram,  Questions, 
Mr.  Onslow  ;  Anstrcra,  Mr.  Gladstone 
April  27,  822 

[cont. 
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Central  Atia^Couuom—eont, 

Production  of  Papert—  The  Vote  of  Credit, 
Qaestion,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Gladstone  ;  short  debate  thereon 
April  23,  485 

M,de  Giers*  Despatch  in  Reply  to  Earl  Qran- 
ville.  Question,  Mr.  Ashmead'Bartlett ;  An- 
swer, Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice  April  24, 
656 

Reported  Battle,  Qaestion,  Sir  Stafford  North- 
cote  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  April  28, 971 : 
Question,  Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett :  Answer, 
Lord  Edmond  Fitsmaurice  April  30,  1118 

Afghanistan — Engagements  with  the  Ameer, 
Questions,  Mr.  Francis  Buxton,  Mr.  Mitchell 
Henry,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor,  Mr.  Labou- 
chere ;  Answers,  Mr.  J.  K.  Cross  April  30, 
1109;  Questions,  Mr.  John  Morloj,  Mr.  T. 
P.  O'Connor,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor;  An- 
swers, Mr.  Gladstone,  1122 

Arrest  of  Agoob  Khan,  Question,  Mr.  Onslow  ; 

Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice  April  23, 

484 
Afghanistan,  Question,  Sir   Stafford    North- 

oote  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  Mag  1,  1328 

Chamberlain,  Right   Hon.  J.  (Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade),  Bir- 

mingham 
Commissioners  of  Irish  Lights — Ballyshannon 

Harbour,  1489 
Companies  Act,  1862,  Sec.  51,  1400 
Industries  (Ireland),  Nomination  of  Select  Com- 
mittee, 1257 
Lighthouses  —  Burners  —  Sir  James  Douglas's 

Burners,  1634 
Merchant  Shipping — Sale  of  the  ^'Kinfaun's 

Castle  '*  to  Russia,  1115 
Post  OflSce  Mail  Contract  (Royal  Mail  Packet 

Steam  Company),  Res.  1205 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Regulation  Act~ 

Railway  Rates,  1107 
Railway  Regulation  Acts— Preferential  Rates, 

492,  493 
Regent's  Canal,  City,  and  Docks  Railway,  2R. 

1300,  1303 
Ways  and  Means— Financial  Statement,  Comm. 

1265 

Chancellor,  The  Lord  (Earl  of  Sel- 
borne) 

Criminal  Law  Amendment,  Comm.  c^  0,951 
Infants,  Comm.  299;  cl,  2,  301  ;  Report,  «/.  3, 

619,  623  ;  Suh-section  2,  625  ;  3R.  1086 
Lunacy  Acts  Amendment,  2R,.  798 

Chancellor  of   the  Exchequer,   The 

(Right  Hon.  H.  C.  E.  Ohilders), 

Fontefract 
Afiica( South)— Transvaal  (Finance,  &c.),  1100 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  1328 
Navy  Estimates — Seamen  and  Marines,  279 
Parliament  —  Admission  of  Strangers    to  the 

House — New  Regulations,  1117 
Public    Departments  —  Paymaster    General's 

Department,  805 
Rpj^i^'tration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Comm.  c^  6, 

<0-»,  770,  llJl 

[cont. 


Ui3 


Charoillob  of  the  EzoEBqaiB, 

Supply— Publie  Works  in  IreUa^,  587 
Ways  and  Means  —  Inaonie   Tax  oa  T 
Farmers,  960 
Inland  Revenue  —  ReeeipCt  firoa 

Tax,  1881-4,  151 
Revenue  and  fizpeoditiire  ^  Tkt  Fi 
Statement,  317 
Ways  and  Means — FinanoUl  I 

1129,1135,  1181,   1207,  m«,   l»l. 
1233,  1234,  1237,  1239.  1S51 
Ways    and   Means,    Report,     Ret.     1. 
Res.  2, 1449 


Channel  Tunnel    {ExperiwumUd     W<§ 

Bill  {hy  Order) 
e.  Moved,   **  That  the    Bill  be    read    T  epa 

Tuesday     next"     {Sir     Edward    WMim 

Apnl  21,  302 
Amendt.   to  leave  out  "  next,**   ineert,  "  M 

May  "  (Afr,  Hickt)  r.  ;  (^oaMioii  fippanl. 

**Tbat  *ncxt'    ^.  :'*    QoeOioa   p«i,  aei 

negatived  ;  *'  5th  May,**  ioserted 
Main  Question,  as  amended,  pot,  and  agietd  » 
Moved,  *'That    the    Bill  be    nov    read  T' 

May  5,  1620 
Amendt.  ''That  the  Order  be  poetpoacd  a*; 

Tuesday  the  12ih  instant"  {Mr.  Weittm', 

after  short  debate,  2R.  deferred  tOl  TeeiAir 

next 

Chaplix,  Mr.  H.,  Lincolnshire,  Hid 

Asia  (Central)  —  Russia  and  Afghaniataa^ 
Afghan  Boundary  Commiaskm  —  Eh»> 
of  Sir  Peter  Lumsden,  1653 
Agreement  of  March  17  and  Acliea  d 
March  30,  Ac.^Reported  Oeevpatiee  ^ 
Russia  of  Penjdeh,  31 

Parliament— Busmess  of  the  Iloiiae  —  %'«Ca«f 

Credit,  1520 
Supply — Vote  of  Credit — Divistoo  of  tW  ^^m, 

Res.  833,  843 
Supply — Vote  of  Credit — Reasaiain^  Ckufn 

in  the  Soudan,  Ac,   Report, 

Adjournment,  1594 


Chelmsford,  Lord 

Africa  ( South) —Cape  Colon j — Cape 
Simon's  Bay  EUilway,  1096 


China — Froposid  Opium  Cpnwntitm 

Questions,    Mr.     Cropper  ;     Answer*^    htti 
Edmond  Fitzmaurice  April  20,  lii 

Chcrchill,  Lord  E.  H.  8.,  W^^itlmk 

Asia  (Central) — Afghan  Boandary  CosHK^sftos 
—Recall  of  Sir  Feter  Lanedev.  \%» 
Mr.   Stephen    and   Sir    Peter    LosHte'i 
Despatch,  970 
Asia  (Central)— tlossia  and  Afghanistaa — fi^ 
duction  of  Papers—Vote  of  Cr^u,  SSS 
Russian   Attack  on    Peajdeb  ^  Frtfia' 
Arbitration,  1859 
Egypt— Seizure  of  the  "  Bosphero  E^yiCM.' 
163 
War  in  the  Soudan,  ISCt 
Ireland — Catholic  Archbishop  of  D«U»— Mr 
Enington's  Mission,  968 
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Cburouill.  Lord  R.  H.  S.^eont. 

Parliament  —  BosineM  of  the  Uouie,  33,  34, 
1516;— Vote  of  Credit.  1531 

Parliament — Busineu  of  the  lloase— Registra- 
tion of  Voters  Bills,  Res.  170  ;  Motion  for 
Adjoornment,  171 

Parliamentarj  Elections  (Redistribution), 
664  ;  Consid,  el.  38, 1051  ;  Schedule  3, 1053, 
1060 

Railway  Rates  and  Charges  —  North.Eastern 
Railway  Company's  Bill,  653 

Supply  —  Na?al  and  Military  Operations, 
1885-6,  Ac.  (Vote  of  Credit),  Comm.  850  ; 
Report,  1524, 1540,  1544,  1573,  1573,  1503, 
1600,  1618,  1610 

Ways  and  Means^ Financial  Statement,  Comm. 
1310 


Ciijf  of  London  Parochial  Chariim  Com- 
mi$$ion 
Question,  Mr.  Bryce ;  Answer,  Mr.  Mundella 
May  4, 1404 

Civil  Herviee  Expenditure 
Moved,  *'  That  Mr.  Noel  be  a  Member  of  the 
Select  Committee  "  {Mr,  Hibbert)  April  17, 
124  ;  after  short  debate,  Mored,  **  That  the 
Debate  be  now  adjourned"  [Mr,  Biggcar); 
after  further  short  debate,  Question  put; 
A.  14,  N.  36 ;  M.  23  (D.  L.  114) 

(Question  again  proposed,  '<  That  Mr.  Noel  be 
a  Member  of  the  Committee  " 

[House  counted  out] 

Civil  Service  ( Parliamentary  Candidature) 
— Mr,    William  Johntton^  Inspector 
of  Iriih  Fisheries 
(Questions,  Mr.  Labouoherc,  Mr.  Healy,  Mr. 

Sexton ;    Answers,   Mr.   Campbell-Banner- 

man  April  37.  813  ;  (Questions,  Mr.  Healy  ; 

Answers,    Mr.    Campbell-Bannerman,    Mr. 

(Gladstone  April  38,  005;  April  30,  1131  : 

Questions,    Mr.    Sexton,   Mr.   Healy,    Mr. 

Lewis;  Answers,  Mr.  Campbell- Bannerman 

May  A,  1486 

Glabkb,  Mr.  E.  O.,  Plymouth 
Barristers  Admission  (Ireland),  3R.  423 
Parliamentary      Elections      (Redistribution), 

Consid.   d.   15,   1000,  1011  ;  el.  38,  1031, 

1036  ;  Schedule  3,  Amendt.  1060 
Post  OflBce  Mail  Contract  (Koyal  Mail  Steam 

Packet  Company),  Res.  1350 
Waterworks  Clauses  Act  (1847)  Amendment, 

Comm.cl,  1,  1463,  1463 
Wajsand  Means— Financial  Statement,  Comm. 

1108,  1303 

GoLBEIBQE,  Lord 
Criminal  Law  Amendment,  Comm.  cL  0,  053 


Collieries — Eviction  of  Miners  at  Denahy 
Colliery 
QiiCBtioii,  Mr.  Droadliurst ;  Answer,  Sir  Wil- 
liam Uaixourt  April  37»  8JU 


O0LLIKO8,  Mr.  J.,  Ipswich 
Registration    (Occupation    Voters),     Ck>mm. 

add,  el,  1807 
Waterworks  Clauses  Act  (1817)  Amendment, 

Comm.  d.  1,  1466 

O0LTHITB8T,  Col.  D.  La  Zouche,  Cork  Co. 

Ireland— Fishery  Piers  and  Harbours— Union 

Hnll  Pier,  Co.  Cork,  1105 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Comm.  el,  8, 

601 
Snpply^Disturnpiked   and    Main    Roads    in 

Englandand  Wales,  516 

C0MMIN8,  Mr.  A.,  Roscommon 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Comm.  add.  el, 
1406, 1407 

Companies  Act,  1862,  Sec.  51 
(Question,  Mr.  Kenny  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Chamber- 
lain May  4,  1400 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Acts 
Foot-and'MoiUh  Disease— Oulbreak  at  Bam- 
burg.  Question,  Mr.  Birkbeck  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Trerelyan  April  17.  23 
JSatt  Riding  of   Yorkshire,  Questions,    Mr. 
Duckham,   Sir  Walter  B.    Baritclot ;  An- 
swers, Mr.  Tre?elynn  May  1,  1333 
Pleuro-Pneumonia  at  Fearn  {Scotland),  Ques- 
tions, Sir  Walter  B.  Barltelot,  Mr.  Ackers  ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Trevelyan  May  4,  1408 

CooPB,  Mr.  0.  E..  Middlesex 

London  Government,  158 
Waterworks  Clauses  Act  (1847)  Amendment, 
Comm.  Amendt.  438 

CoBBET,  Mr.  W.  J.,  Wicklow 

Ireland — Questions 

Catholic  Archbishop  of  Dublin— Mr.  Er- 
rington's  Mission,  067 

Charitable  Bequests — Bequest  of  Catherine 
Eaton,  Wicklow,  146 

Criminal  I^w — Criminal  Lunatic  Asjium, 
Dublin— Escape  of  Patients,  1106 

National  Education — School  Teachers- 
Age  for  Pensions,  17 

Piers  and  Harbours  —  Arklow  Harbour 
Works,  1852,  1854 

Poor  Law  Expenditure,  618,  640 

Poor  Law— Salaries  of  Teachers  in  Work- 
houses, 1105 

Law  and  Police— Wandering  Lunatics,  1101 
Lunacy  Laws— Mr.  Ilillman's  Case,  1846 
Papal  See — Diplomatic   Communieation  with 

the  Vatican— Mr.  Errington,  1114 
Private  Lunatic  Asylums  (Ireland),  3R.  430 
Supply— Disturnpiked    and    Main    Roads  in 

England  and  Wales,  506 


Corporation  of  London  Tower  Bridge  Bill 
€.  Select  Committee  nominated  April  37  ;  List  of 

the  Committee,  037 
Utj*'9tion,    Mr.  UroJrick  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Brand 

Aj^ril  JO,  1121 
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Cotton,  Mr.  Alderman  W.  J.  R.,  London 

Parliamentarj  Elections  ( Redistribation), 
Consid.  add,  el.  Amendt.  981,  9S3 

Registration  (Occopation  Voters),  Gomm. 
add,  cl.  1810 

CouKTNBY,  Mr.  L.  H.,  Lisheard 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  936 
Supply — Public  Works  in  Ireland,  677,  678 

CowBN,  Mr.  J.,  Newcastle-on- Tyne 
£g.?pt  (Militarjr   Expedition) — Health  of  the 
Troops,  20 

CowPEK,  Earl 

Criminal  Lair  Amendment,  Comm.  el,  9,  961 

Cbanbbooe,  Viscount 

Armj  Organiiation — ^Third  Battalions,  Motion 

for  an  Address,  4 
Criminal  Lair  Amendment,  Comm.  el,  4,  941  ; 

el,  9,  963 
Kgypt    (Affi&irs   of    the    Soudan)  ^  Egyptian 

Frontier,  1476 
Egyptian  Loan,  2R.  464 
Infants,  Report,  Sub-section  2,  626 
Lunacy  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  801 
Naval  and  Miliury  Operations,  1886-6  (Vote 

of  Credit),  Ministerial  Statement,  286 

Crime  and  Outrage  ( England  and  Wales) 

— Explosion  at  the  Admiralty 
Questions,  The  Marquess  of  Salisbury  ;  An- 
swers, Earl  Granville  April  23,  433  ;  Ques- 
tion, The  Duke  of  Richmond  and  Gordon  ; 
Answer,  The  EarlofNorthbrook,  469  ;  Ques- 
tion, Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross  ;  Answer,  Sir 
William  Uarcourt,  491 

Criminal  Law  Amendment  Bill  [u.l.] 

( The  Earl  of  Lalkousie) 

I.  Committee  April  28,  930  (No.  68) 

Report  April  30, 1092  ( No.  92) 

Read  3*,  after  short  debate  May  1,  12Si 

c.  Read  X"**  (Mr,  H,  H,  Fowler)  May  6 

[Bill  139] 

Cropper,  Mr.  J.,  Kendal 

China— Proposed  Opium  Convention,  142 
Registration  (Occupation  Voters),  Comm.  1673 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Comm. 
1189 

Cross,  Hight  Hon.  Sir  K.  A.,  Lanca- 
shire, S,  W, 
Channel  Tunnel   (Experimental   Works),  2R. 

1826 
Crime   and  Outrage  (England  and  Wales) — 

E:cplo8ion  at  the  Admiralty,  491 
Egypt  TAffairs  of  the  Soudan)— Military  Situa- 
tion, 1112 
Suppression  of  the  *'  Bosphore  Egyptieu,'' 
1850 
Pa*-liamcnt — Business  of  the  Douse — Vote  of 

Credit,  1623 
Pai  linment — Business    of   the    House  —  Re- 
gisiiatiuii  of  Voters  Bills,  Res.  181 

[coiit. 


Cross,  Right  Hon.  Sir  R.  A. 

Parliamentary      Elections      ( 

Comm.  Schedule  8,  389  ;  Coostd. 

977:  el.  9,  996;  el,   II.  999; 

1U66,  1067  :  Schedule  6,  1078 
Regent's  Canal,  City,  and  Docks  RaOwBy.  fft. 

1302,  1303 
Registration  (Occupation  Volor*),  d 

1674 ;  el.  13,  1774  ;  add.  d.  1799  z 

2,  Amendt.  1946,  1960.  1953.    1954 
Registration  of  Voters  ( IreUnd>, 

1392,  1393,  1406,  1407 
Revenue   and     Expenditare^The     Fi 

Sutement,  317 
Supply— Public  Works  in  IreUnd,  5S%,  S87 
Vote  of  Credit — Remaintng  Char^vs  n  1 
Soudan,  Ac.  Report,  1602 
**  Synod  of  the  Church  of  IreUnd."*  186# 

Cross,  Mr.  J.  K.  (Under  Sectetaxj 
State  for  India),  BoUon 
Army  (India) — (^estioos 

Bengal   Cavalry — QutbrMk    of 

1317 
North-West  Frontier—Grmnt  of 
Batta  to  Officers  and  Meo  eofafvd  ■■ 
Zhob  Expedition,  1484 
Promotion  in  Uer  Majesty's  Indiaa  F 
664 
Asia  (Central)  —  Afghaaistiui  —  E 
with  the  Ameer,  1109, 1110 
Afghan  Boundary   Commissioii — 
ture,  482 
India^  Bombay— Forest  Departmefti.  959 
Railways— (^uetta  Railway.  467 

CuBiTT,  Right  Hon.  G.,  Surrey^  VT. 
Parliamentary     Elections      (R«dirtrikaUK^ 
Consid.  Schedule  3,  1061 

Currency — Gold  and  8Uv0r  CWw/g— 7k 
Conferenc0 
Question,  Mr.  Puleston ;    Answer,  Lord  Es- 
mond Fitzmaurice  Mmy  5,  1645 


CuRRiE,  Sir  D.,  Perthshire 
Navy  Estimates — Seamen  and 


3jJ 


Costoms  and  Inland  Reyenne  BOI 

[Sir  Arthur  Otway,  Mr,  ChaHcetlm- 1/ tLt 

Exeheqtur,  Mr.  HiUert) 

c.  Question.   Sir   StafEord   Northoole  :    Amwi 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exohcqi 
1328 

Resolutions  [April  30]  reported,  and 
Bill  ordered  *  May  1 

Read  1»  *  May  4  [BUI  lk%] 

Customs  Department — Bedundmmt  Cltrh 
Question,  Mr.  Arthur  O* Connor  ;  Aasww.  Mil 
Uibbert  May  4,  1500 

Cyprus  {Finance,  ^'c.)^R0paried  JUwms 
Frauds 
Questions.  Mr.  Gorst ;  Answers,  Ur.  Eir«s 

Ashley    April    21,    311;    A^il 
Apnl  24.  067 
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Dalhousie,  Earl  of 

Bargh  Police  and  HmUUi  (Scotland),  2R.  608 

Criminal  Lair  Amendment,  Comm.  $1.  3, 
940 :  cl.  3,  Amendt.  ib, ;  el.  4,  941 ;  el,  0, 
944 :  cl,  6,  Amendt.  948 ;  cL  7,  949  ;  el,  8, 
Amendt.  ib. ;  cl.  9,  960 ;  Report,  el,  2, 
Amendt.  1092  ;  add.  el.  1093 

Poblic  Health— Cremation,  628,  1625 

Salmon  Fisheries  (Scotland),  1815 

Dalrymple,  Mr.  0.|  But$»h%r$ 

Education  (Scotland) — The  Secretarj  for  Scot- 

Und.  1120 
Registration   of  Voters    (Scotland),    Comm. 

el.  11,  1429,  1433  ;  a<2<f.  cl.  1444 

Davenport,  Mr.  H.  T.,  Staffordshire^  iV. 
Parliamentary      Elections     (Redistribution), 
Consid.  Schedule  4,  Amendt.  1070 

Davby,  Mr.  H.,  Christehureh 

Registration  (Occupation  Voters),  Comm. 
add,  el.  1802 

Davies,  Mr.  D.y  Cardigan f  See. 

Navjr  Estimates — Seamen  and  Marines,  268 
Snppljr — Vote  of  Credit — Remaining  Charges 

in  the  Soudan,  ^c,  Report,  1614  ;  add,  cl, 

1093 

Davies,  Mr.  W.,  Pemhrokeehire 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Redistribution), 
Consid.  add.  el,  975 

Dawnat,  Oolonel  Hon.  L.  P.,  Think 
£|7Pt  (Erents  in  the  Soudan) — Alleged  Pro- 
clamation  of  Lord  Wolselej,  1854 
MiliUrj  Expedition—Health  of  the  Troops 
on  the  Nile,  1842,  1843 

Dawnat,  Hon.  G.  C,  York,  N.R. 

Armj  (India)— North-West  Frontier— Grant 
of  Medal  and  Batta  to  Officers  and  Men 
engaged  in  the  Zhob  Expedition,  1484 

Egypt — Soudan — Policy  of  the  Government, 
1646 

Dbast,  Mr.  J.,  Cork 
Ireland—  Questions 

Dispensaries    Act  —  Dispensary    Doctor, 

Skull  DUtrict,  1635 
Fisheries— Herring  Fishery,  962 
Magistracy — Mr.  Arerell  Lloyd,  J. P.,  471 
Piers  and   Harbours — Works   at    Kiosale 
and  Malinmore,  Bundoran,  Co.  Donegal, 
959 
Poor  Law— Election  of  Guardians— Skib- 

bereen  Union,  807.  961,  962 
Post  OflSce— Kinssle  Mails,  20,  21,  647 
Prisons  Act.  1877— Illegal  Lery  on  Co. 
Cork — Repayment,  21 
Nary  Estimates — Seamen  and  Marines,  270 
Parliamenury      Elections      (Redistribution), 

Consid.  el,  15, 1004, 1009 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Comm.  cl.  6, 

740 
Supply — Disturopiked    and    Main    Roads    in 
England  and  Wales,  509 
Distumpiked  and  other  Roads,  Ac.  in  Scot- 
land, 545 


Declaration  of  Pariiy  1856 
Question,  Mr.  M*Coan  ;  Answer,  Lord  Edmond 
Fitxmaurice  April  21,  310 

Db  La  Wabr,  Earl 

Asia  (Central) — Russia  and  Afghanistan  — 

Negotiations,  1621 
Russian  Ad  ?anoe— Occupation  of  Maruchak , 

1082 
Railway  Brakes,  H22 

Dbnkan,  Lord 

Criminal  Law  Amendment,  3R.  Amendt.  1 284 

Infants,  3R.  Amendt.  1091 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  Res.  1283 

Debbt,  Earl  of  (Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies) 

Africa  (Sooth) — Cape  Colony — Cape  Town  and 

Simon's  Bay  Railway,  1096 
Africa    (South)  —  Stellaland,    Address    for 

Papers,  1280 
Dominion    of   Canada— Insurrection    in    the 

North- West  Territory,  795.  938,  1814 
Federal  Council   of  Australasia,    2R.    434 ; 

Comm.  1084 
Malta— LUt  of  the  Nobles,  133, 134 

Salary  of  the  GoTcmor  and  other  OflBcials 
131 

De  Worms,  Baron  H.,  Qreenwieh 

Admiralty — OfBce  of  the  Accountant  Generai 
of  the  NaTy,  479 

Asia   (Central) — Russia   and    Afghanistan  — 
Questions 
Production  of  Papers— Vote  of  Credit,  487 
Railway  to  Sarakhs,  310 
Russian  Adrance,  164,  165 
Russo-Afghan   Frontier,  1863  ;— Battle  at 
Ak  T6p6— Colonel  Alikhanoff,  1859 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Works — Fire  Brigade 

Committee,  1485 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House— Vote  of 

Credit,  1522 
Public    Health   (Metropolis)  —  Metropolitan 

Asylum  District — Eastern  Hospitals,  152 
Supply — Vote  of  Credit — Remaining  Charges 

in  the  Soudan,  ^lo.  Report,  Motion  for  Ad- 

joumment,  1605 

DiOESON,  Mr.  T.  A.,  Tyrone 
Parliamentary     Elections      (Redistribution), 

Comm.  Schedule  7,  369,  375 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Comm.  d,  5, 
712 :  ei.  6,  719,  720,  759  ;  add.  el.   1362, 
1367,  1875 
Supply — ^Distumpiked  and  other  Roads,  ^.  in 
Scotland,  530,  544 
Public  Works  in   Ireland,  574,  583,  587, 
590 

DiOBY,  Mr.  J.  K.  D.  W.,  Somerut,  Mid 
Armj  Estimates— Yeomanry  Caralry  Pay,  d(c. 

1938 
Egypt  (War  in  the  Soudan)— Supplies  for  the 

Troops  at  SualUn,  1841 
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DiLKB,  Right  Hon.  Sir  C.  W.  (Presi- 
dent  of    the    Local    Oovernment 
Board),  Chelsea,  Sfc. 
Asia  (Central) — Russia  and  Arghanistan — Sir 

Poter  Lamsden's  Despatch,  393 
Housing  of  the  Working  Glasses,  Report  of 

the  Commissioners,  309 
Parliament — Questions 

Business  of  the  House,  33,  155, 156,  391, 
392,  493,  494,  1080,  1081,  1516,  1811, 
1812 
Business  of  the   House — Registration    of 
Voters  Bills,  173 ;  —  Vote  of  Oredit, 
1517,  1519, 1520 
Palaoe  of  Westminster — Ventilation  of  the 
Houses  of  Parliament.  1484 
Parliamentary      Elections      (Redistribution), 
Gomm.  Schedule  7,  36,  37,  44,  45,  47,  69, 
70.  78,87,  89,  90,  95,  115.  116.  118,  119, 
120,  333,  334,  335,  338,  359,  360  ;  Amendt. 
361,  362,  363,  364,  367,  368.  372,  376,  377, 
378,  379,  380,  382,  383 ;  Schedule  8,  389. 
663,  664,  665,  666  ;  Consid.  add,  el.  972, 
977,  981,  982 :    Amendt.  983 ;  el.  8.  984, 
985,  986.  988,  989,  990,  991  ;  el.  9,  Amendt. 
994,  995,  996;   el.  10,  ib.  Amendt.  997; 
cl.  11,  Amendt.  t6.  998, 1000  ;  el.  12,  1001  ; 
el.  15,  1002,   1005,  1008  ;   Amendt.   1009, 
1010,  1011;  el.  17.   Amendt.  ib.;   el.  22, 
Amendt.  ib. ;    el.  23,   1012 ;  el.  28,   1051  ; 
Schedule  3,  1055,  1056,  1057,  1058,  1062, 
1069  :  Schedule  4. 1070.  1071 ;  Schedule  5, 
ib.  ;  Schedule  6.  1073,  1076 
Parliamentarj    Elections  (Redistribution)  — 
New  Division    of   Conntiei  —  AltematiTe 
Names,  1857 
Parliamentary  Franohise—Eleotoral  Districts, 

313 
Registration  Bills.  1512, 1513, 1514, 1515 
Registration  Expenses — Relief  as  to  Boroughs, 

1517 
Registration     (Occupation     Voters),    Gomm. 

1703,1710;  el.i,  1734 
Waterworks  Clauses  Act  (1847)  Amendment, 
Comm.  427.  430;  el.  1,  1457.  1462;  Pre- 
amble, 1469 

DzLLWYK,  Mr.  L.  L.,  Swamea 
Felixstow,  Ipswich,  and  Midlands  Railway,  2R. 

13 
School  Board  Elections  (Voting).  Nomination 
of  Select  Committee,  281 ;  Addition  to,  607 

DixoN-EL^RTLAND,  Mr.  F.  D.,  Evesham 
Registration     (Occupation     Voters),    Comm. 
1699 


Drainage  and  Improremeiit  of 
(Ireland)  Provisional  Orders  BiH 

(Tk4  Lord  Pretidtmi) 

K  Read  2*  •  Apnl  23  (Ho.  Tl) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  April  24 
Read  3«*  April  28 

DuoEHAM,  Mr.  T.,  Herefordshire 
Contagious  Diseases  (Auimala) 

and-Mouth  Disease — East  Ridi«y  ef  Taci- 

shire,  1323 
Registration  (Occupation  Voters),  Ce«a.  1173 

Dtke,  Sight  Hon.  Sir  W.  H.,  JTaU,  Mii 

Asia  (Central)  —  Russia  and 
Russian  Advance,  161 

Egypt  (I'he  Soudan)^lfllitaiT 
Suakin-Berber  Railwaj,  183S 
Parliament — Adjournment  of  the 
417 
Business  of  the  Uonae  — 
Voters  Bills,  173 

East  India  (Unclaimed  Stocka)  Bill 

{Mr.  KynasUm  Crou,  Mr,  SMert) 

<;.  Read  2«,  after  debate  J;n*i/ 23,  606   [BaUi; 
Committee  * ;  Report  May  7 


] 


4U. 


East  India  UneUnwted  Sioeke 
Res.  considered  in  Oommittoey  mmd 

May  1,  1469 
Res.  reported  May  4 

Eeelesiastieal  Affairs  {IreUmi) 
Papal  See,  The  ^ 
munication  with  the  Vduican 


EoROTD,  Mr.  W.  F.,  Pteetom 

Parliamentarj     Eleetions      ( 

Consid.  Schedule  3,  1058 
Registration  (Oocnpation  Voteri), 

Edinbuboh,  Dnke  ot 

Malta— LUt  of  Nobles,  133 


title 
Cem- 


I 
IMS 


DoDDS,  Mr.  J.,  Stoekton 

Municipal     Corporations    (Quarter    Session 

Boroughs),  2R.  413 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statenont,  Comm. 

1170 

Douglas,  Mr.  A.  Akebs-,  Eent,  E. 

Parliamentarj  Elections  (Redistribution), 
Consid.  el.  28,  Amendt.  1013,  1026 

Registration  (Occupation  Voters),  Comm. 
eL  13, 1777  ;  add.  el.  1783 

Waterworks  Clauses  Act  (1847)  Amendment, 
Comm.  427  I 


Education    Depmrtmont     {Fnflmsi    ad 

Wales) 

S^ool  ExaminoHmu  —  The  POrtewtomtk  Dih 

trietf  Questions,  Sir  II .  Dmmmood  Vstf . 

Answers,  Mr.  Mundella  April  23.  4X5 

Edueaiion  Loans,  Question,  Ur.  Isaao  Wilssa : 

Answer,  Mr.  Mundella  April  27»  815 
Pensions  to    Teaekers^  Question,    Mr.  Bf*> 
drick  ;  Answer,  Blr.  MnndelU  Mmy  4,  ItfB 

Education^  Seienee^  smd  Art — Rmp^  /rui 

Academy — CeU%c  Mammoerimio 
Question,     Mr.   Justin   Hantlj    ITCvthj: 
Answer,  Mr.  Campbell- Bannerana  AmiT*. 
808 

Edncational  Bndowmenti  (Xnbyid}  SD 

[H.L.]  ( J%e Ur4 Pirn  ium 

I.  Read  8»  •  April  17  {K«.  44) 
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Egbbton,  Admiral  Hon.  F.,  Derbyshire, 
Navjr— H.M.S.  "  Agamemnon,"  963 

EoKBTON,  Hon.  A.  F.,  Wtgan 

Army  EstimateB—AdmiDistration  of  Military 
Uw,  1890 
Yeomanry  Cavalry,  1933 
Navy  Estimates— Seamen  and  Marines,  214, 
220 

LOBDt 

Finance,  jre.  —  The  Egyptian  Loan  Bill  and 
Foreign  Control ,  Question,  Lord  Jjimington  ; 
Answer,  Earl  Granville  April  28,  938 

Military  Expedition 

The  Expedition  up  the  XiU,  Question,  Ob- 
servations, Viscount  Hardinge  ;  Reply,  The 
Earl  of  Morley  April  SO,  1094 

The  Soudan—The  Friendly  Tribes,  Question, 
Observations,  Viscount  Bury  ;  Reply,  Earl 
Granville;  Observations,  The  Marquess  of 
Salisbury  Jtfay  1,1273 

Afairs  of  the  Somdan— The  Egyptian  Frontier, 
QuesUon,  Observations,  The  Earl  of  Gallo- 
way, Viscount  Granbrook;  Reply,  Earl 
Granville;  Questions,  The  Earl  of  Mill- 
town,  The  Blarquess  of  Salisbury ;  Answers, 
The  Earl  of  Kimberley  May  4,  1474 

Suppression  of  the  **  Bosphore  Bgyptien  *' 

Egypt  and  France — Rupture  of  Diplomatic  Re- 
lotions,  Question,  The  Marquess  of  Salisbury; 
Answer,  Earl  Granville  April  28,  939 

The  Negotiations,  Question,  Observations,  The 
Marquess  of  Salisbury  ;  Reply,  Earl  Gran- 
ville ifay  4,  1470 

^ypi 

COMMOHS 

The  Soudan 

Diaries  of  Colonel  Stewart,  Questions,  Sir 

Robert  Peel,  Mr.  Ritchie ;   Answers,  The 

Marquess  of  Uartington  April  17,  24 
Forced  Labour  at  Dongola  and  Esneh,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Labooehere;   Answer,  Lord  Ed- 

mond  Fitxmaurice  April  20,  147 
Treatment  of  Prisoners,  Questions,  Mr.   La- 

bonohere.  Sir  George  Campbell;  Answers, 

Lord  Edmond  Fitsroaorice  April  20, 148 
Oeneral    Otaham's   Proclamation,    Question, 

Mr.  Arthur  Arnold  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone 

AprU  20,  157 
White   Slaves   at  Khartoum,  Question,  Mr. 

Ashmead-Bartlett ;  Answer,  The   Marquess 

of  Hartington  April  23,  490 
The  Kassala  Oarrison,  Question,  Mr.  Montagu 

Scott ;  Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fitxmaurice 

April  27.  819 
The   Military   Situation,    Questions,  Sir    R. 

Assheton   Cross,  Sir  Wmlter  B.  Bsrttelot; 

Answers,    The    Marquess  of    Uartington ; 

Question,  Mr.  O'Donnell  [no  reply]  April  30, 

1112 
The  Defence  of  Khartoum  —  General  Gordon, 

Questions,  Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett ;  Answers, 

Mr.  GUdstone  AprU  30, 1 125 

[c&nt. 


Egypt—CouaonB—The  Soudan^eont, 
Prisoners  of  the  Mahdi,  Question,  Mr.  Mon- 
tagu Scott;    Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fits- 
maurice  May  4,  1501 

Policy  of  the  Government,  Question,  Mr.  Guy 
Dawnay;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  May  5. 
1646 

The  late  Mr,  F,  Power,  Question,  Mr.  William 
Redmond ;  Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fiti- 
manrioe  May  5,  1646 

Military  Operations  near  Suakin—  The  Suakin' 
Berber  Railway,  Questions,  Sir  Bemhard 
Samuelson,  Lord  Eustace  Cecil,  Sir  William 
Hart  Dyke ;  Answers,  Mr.  Brand  May  7, 
1832 ;  Question,  Mr.  Labouohere  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Gladstone,  1865 

M.  Olivier  Pain,  Questions,  Mr.  Justin  Huntly 
McCarthy,  Mr.  O'Kelly.  Mr.  Arthur  O'Con- 
nor ;  Answers,  The  Marquess  of  Hartinffton 
May  7,  1851  * 

Alleged  Proclamation  of  Lord  Wolseley,  Ques- 
tions.  Colonel  Dawnay,  Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach.  Mr.  O'Kelly;  Answers,  The  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington  May  7,  1854 

The  Military  Expedition 
2"he  Suakin  Force 

The  Indian  Camp  Followers,  Question,  Sir 
George  Campbell ;  Answer,  The  Marquess 
of  Hartington  April  20,  150 

The  New  South  Wales  Contingent,  Questions, 
Mr.  O'Donnell,  Mr.  Macfarlane,  Mr.  Wil- 
liam Redmond  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley 
4pn7  30, 1119 

T%e  Nile  Force 

Health  of  the  Troops  on  the  Nile,  Question,  Sir 
Frederick  Milner ;  Answer,  The  Marquess 
of  HaHington  April  21,  313;  Questions, 
Viscount  Lewisham,  Colonel  Dawnay,  Mr. 
O'Kelly;  Answers,  The  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington May  7|  1842 

Condition  of  the  Troops,  Questions,  Colonel 
King-Harman ;  Answers,  The  Marquess  of 
Hartington  May  5, 1644 ;  Questions,  Colonel 
Nolan,  Lord  Eustace  Cecil ;  Answers,  The 
Marquess  of  Hartington,  1653 

The  War  in  the  Soudan 

Questions,  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Mr.  John  Morley, 
Lord  Randolph  Churchill,  Lord  Eustace 
Cecil,  Mr.  Labouchere  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone, The  Marquess  of  Uartioston  May  7. 
1860 

Supplies  for  the  Troops  at  Suakin,  Question, 
Mr.  Digby  ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of 
Hartington  May  7,  1841 

Alleged  "  Head  Money,*'  Question,  Mr.  Ubou- 
cbere ;  Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fitsmaurioe 
May  7,  1847 

The  Expeditionary  Force 

The  Camel  Corps,  Question,  Colonel  Milne- 
Home  ;  Answer,  The  Marqueu  of  Harting- 
ton April  27,  816 

The  Troops  at  Korti,  Question,  Mr.  Warton  ; 
Answer,  The  Marquess  of  llartincloa 
ApHl  28, 964 

\eont, 
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^9yP^  —  GoMif OHi  —•  The  EapedUionarp  Force — 
oont. 

Sealth  oftfie  Troops  in  the  Soudan,  Queitions, 
Mr.  Joseph  Gowen,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor  ; 
Answers,  Sir  Arthur  Hayter  April  17,  20 ; 
Questions,  Sir  Frederick  Milner,  Mr.  Mac- 
farlane;  Answers,  The  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington  April  21,  313 

The  Commiisariat — Supply  of  Bay,  Question, 
Mr.  Labouohere  ;  Answer,  Sir  Arthur  Hayter 
April  23.  468 

English  Ofieert^Pay  and  Stores,  Questions, 
Mr.  Arohdale,  Colonel  King-Harman  ;  An- 
swers, Sir  Arthur  Ilayter  May  1, 1323 

Suppression  of  the  **  Bosphore  Egyptien  *' 

Question,  Sir  Stafford  Northoote;  Answer, 
Mr.  Gladstone  April  20,  108;  Questions, 
Lord  Randolph  ChurchtU,  Mr.  O'Donnell; 
Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone,  Lord  Edmond  Fits- 
maurioe  April  20,  163 ;  Question,  Mr. 
O'Donnell  ;  Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fitsmau- 
rioe  April  30, 1129  ;  Statement,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone ;  Obser rations,  Sir  Stafford  North- 
oote ;  Reply,  Mr.  Gladstone  May  4,  1506 ; 
Question,  Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett ;  .\nswer, 
Mr.  Speaker  May  5,  1653  ;  Questions,  Mr. 
Montagu  Soott,  Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross; 
Answers,  Lord  Edmond  Fitsmaurioe,  Mr. 
Gladstone  May  7,  1856 

ReeaU  of  the  trench  Consul,  Question,  Sir 
Stafford  Northoote ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone 
Apnl  24,  660 

Question,  Mr.  Montagu  Soott;  Answer,  Sir 
William  Elaroourt  :  short  debate  thereon 
AprU  24,  793 

Egypt  and  France 

Suppression  of  the  **  Bosphore  Egyplien  ** — 
kupture  of  diplomatic  Helations,  Questions, 
Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett,  Sir  SUfford  North- 
oote, Mr.  Bourke,  Mr.  0* Kelly ;  Answers, 
Lord  Edmond  Fitsmaurioe,  Mr.  Gladstone 
April  24,  661  ;  Questions,  Mr.  Ashmead- 
Bartlett,  Mr.  0' Kelly  ;  Answers,  Lord  Ed- 
mond Fitsmaurioe  April  27,  818 ;  Question, 
Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett;  Answer,  Lord  Ed- 
mond Fitsmaurioe  April  28,  965 

Rumoured  Negotiations  for  Oeeupatioa  Ify  a 
Turkish  Farce,  Question,  Mr.  M'Coan ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  April  21,  316 

Egyptian  Loan  Bill 

(Sir  Arthur  Otway,  Mr,  Oladstom^  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  Mr.  Bihbert) 

tf.  Moved,  "Thai  the   Bill   be    now    read  3*" 
April  17, 121 
After  short  debate.  Question  put ;  A.  42,  N.  17  ; 
M.  25  (D.  L.  118) ;  Bill  read  3^     [Bill  122] 
I.  Read  I**  (£.  Granville)  April  20   (No.  74) 
Read  2*,  after  short  debate  AprU  23,  443 
Committee* ;  Report  April  24 
Read  3*  ^iirt7  28,  953  ;  after  short  debate,  BUI 
passed 

Elections  in  Counties  (Hoars  of  Poll)  Bill 

{Lord  Carrington) 

I.  Read  3*  •  April  17  (No.  43) 

flojnl  Assent  Apnl  28  [48  Vict,  e.  10] 


Elementary  Education  Provisional  Ord^r 
Confirmation  (Birmingham,  ftc)  Bill 

[H.L.]  (The  Lord  Prendent) 

L  Presented ;  read  1*  •  April  23         (No.  80) 
Rcad2*»  Jfay  7 

Elementary  Education  Provisional  Order 
Confirmation  (London)  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Lord Fresident) 

L  Presented  ;  read  1*  •  April  23  (No.  79) 

Read  2*  *  May  7 

ELLENBOBOuaHy  Lord 

Afrioa  (South) — Methuen's  Irregular  Horse^ 
Militia  Lieutenants,  1272 

Asia  (Central) — Russia  and  Afghanistan  — 
Russian  Adfanoe  upon  Herat  —  Foreed 
Labour,  433 

Egyptian  Loan  Bill — Central  Asia— Russia 
and  Afghanistan — Attack  of  the  Russians  on 
the  Afghans  at  Ak  T6p6— Despatch  of  Sir 
Peter  Lumsden,  284 

Franoe  and  Egypt— Suppression  of  the  "  Bos- 
phore Egyptien  "—The  Negotiations.  1474 

Intants,  Comm.  300  ;  Report,  el.  3,  834 

NaTal  and  Militory  Operations,  1885-6  (Vote 
of  Credit),  Ministerial  Sutement,  293 

Elliot,  Hon.  A.  B.  D.,  Roxburgh 
Registration    of   Voters   (Scotland),    Comm. 
d.  6,  1427 ;  add.  cL  Motion  for  reporting 
Progress,  1440 

Ellis,  Sir  J.  W.,  Surrey,  Mid 
RegenU  Canal,  City,'and  Dooks  Railway,  2R. 
1298 

Elton,  Mr.  C.  I.,  Somerset,  W. 

Barristers  Admission  (Ireland),  2R.  423 
Ilighways,  2R.  414 

Ekltn,  ViBOOunt,  Carmarthenshire 
Parliamentary     Elections      (Redistribution), 
Consid.  add,  el.  973 ;  Amendt.  997 

EwiNO,  Mr.  A.  Obb-,  Dumbarton 

Registration  of  Voters  (Sootland),  Oomm.  c2.6, 
1427;  d.  11,  1432,  1435,  1437:  add.  d. 
1442^ 

Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Comm. 
1161 


Explosives  Acts 
Petition  for  Repeal,  The   0' Gorman  sCabon 

April  23,  463;  Petition  to  lie  on  the  Table 
Enforcement  of  Act  in  Ireland,  Question,  Mr. 

P.  J.  Power  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Campbell-Ban. 

nerman  April  27, 810 

Fabquharsok,  Dr.  S.,  Aberdeenshire,  W. 
Army  Estimates^Medioal  Establishment  and 

SerTioes,  1918 
Public  Health    (Scotland)— Imported    Rs^, 

468 
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Federal  Council  of  Australasia  Bill  [h.l.] 

(Thi  Earl  of  Dtrby) 

I.   Read  2;  after  debate  April  23,  434    (No.  69) 
Committee ;  Report,  after  short  debate  April  30, 

1083 
Read  3**lfay  1 

e.  Read  !••  May  7  [Bill  165] 

F§l%m%ioWi  Ipiwteh,  and  Mtdlandi  Railway 

Bill  {by  Ord$r) 
c.  Hored,  HThat  the   BUI   be   now   read   2*" 
{Sir  Charle$  F&rUer)  April  17,  0 

Amendt.  to  leare  out "  now,"  add  *'  apon  this 
day  six  months"  {Mr.  tiieks);  Qoestion  pro* 
poMd,  **Tbat  *noir'  Ac. ;  "  after  short  de- 
Vate,  Question  pot,  and  agreed  to ;  Bill 
reads* 

MoTod,  *'  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Com- 
mittee to  limit  the  powers  of  the  Company 
to  the  construction  of  a  Railway  between 
Ipswich  and  Six  Mile  Bottom,  and  provide 
that  the  inclinations  of  ronds  shall  in  no 
case  be  steeper  than  1  in  2U,  and  that  no 
bridge  carrying  a  Railway  over  a  road  shall 
be  of  a  less  span  than  twenty •fl?e  feet "  {Mr, 
Hiekt) ;  after  short  debate,  Motion  with- 
drawn 

Fbrgusok,  Mr.  E.  C.  Munbo-,  Ross  and 
Cromarty 
Education  Department — Revised  Code,  1885^ 
Education  in  the  Highlands,  814 

FnmuLTBE,  Mr.  W.,  Monaghan 

Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  (^mm. 
add,  el.  1348,  1344, 1345,  1368;  Schedule, 
Amendt.  1420 

Fi&TB,  Mr.  J.  F.  B.,  Chelsea 
London  Government,  158 
MttropoliUn   Streets   Act  (1867)  Extension, 

Comm.  el,  2,  1450 
Parliamentary      Elections      (Redistribution), 

Consid.  Schedule  3, 1053 
Waterworks  Clauses  Act  (1847)  Amendment, 

Comm,  el,  1,  Amendt.  1458,  1467 
Wajsand  Means — Financial  Statement,  Comm. 

1193,1198 

FitzObrald,  Lord 

In&nts,  (^mm.  206 ;  Report,  el.  5,  626  ;  3R. 
1085,  1088,  1091 

FiTZifAURiCB,  Lord    E.   O.    P.   (Under 

Seoretaiy    of   State    for    Foreign 

Affairs),  Calne 
Alia  (Central) — Afghan  Boundary  Commission, 
1856 
Communication,  48i 
Sir  Peter  Lumsden,  1847,  1848,  1849 
Alia  (Central)— Arrest  of  Ayoob  Khan,  484 
Alia  (Central)—  Russia  and  Afghanistan — 
Questions 
Agreement  of  March  17  and  Action  of  March 
SO,  Ac.— Reported  Occupation  by  Russia 
of  Peojdeh,  30,  32 
M.  De  Giers'  Despatch  in  Reply  to  Earl 
Granville,  656 

VOL.  OOKCVIl,    [third  sbribs.]  [com. 


FiTSMAnBioi,  Lord  £.  G.  T.^eont. 

Railway  to  Sarakhs,  311 

Reported  Engagement,  1119 

Reported  Retirement  of  Afghan  Troops  to 

Herat,  27 
Russian  Advance,  165,  1050 
Russian   Occupation  of  Bala  Murghab  and 
Khushk,  156 
China — Proposed  Opium  Convention,  142, 143 
Currency  —  Gold  and  Silver  Coinage  —  The 

Conference,  1646 
Declaration  of  Paris,  1850,  310 
^gJP^  (Affairs  of  the  Soudan)— Questions 
Forced  LAbour  at  Dongola  and  Esneh,  147 
Kassala  Garrison,  819 
Power,  Mr.  F.,  the  late.  1647 
Prisoners  of  the  Mahdt,  1502 
Treatment  of  Prisoners,  148 
Egypt  (War  in  the  Soudan)— Head  Money, 
1847 
Seizure  of  the  *'Bo8phore  Egyptien,"  163, 
965,  1129,1856 
KgJpt  and  France  —  Rupture  of  Diplomatic 

Relations,  662,  818,  819 
Ireland — Roman  Catholic  Church — The  Arch- 
bishopric of  Dublin,  661,  967,  968 
Papal  See  —  Diplomatic  Communication  with 
the  Vatican  — Mr.  Errington,  1114,  1115, 
1493,  1494,  1842 
Spain —  Extmdition  of  Criminals,  650 

Zamora  Waterworks  Company,  1834 
Sues  Canal  Commission,  1645 
Sugar  Bounties — Proposed  Conference,  1834 
Turkey — The  British   Embassy  at  Constanti- 
nople, 1641 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement— Spain 
and  the  Wine  Duties,  1501,  1644 

Fitz-Wygram,    Lieut.-Oeneral  Sir   F. 

W.  J.,  Bants,  8. 
Army  Estimates- Administration  of  Military 
Law,  1909 
Yeomanry  Cavalry,  1936 

Fletcher,  Sir  H.,  Horsham 

Army — Uealth  of  the  Army—Phthisis,  816 

F0R8TEK,  Right  Hon.  W.  E.,  Bradford 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House— Registra* 

tion  of  Voters  Bills,  Ret.  178 
Registration  (Occupation  Voters),  Comm,c/.  4, 

1750,1753,1754;  c/.  5, 1758 

Fowler,    Right   Hon.    B.    N.   (Lord 
Mayor),  London 
Africa  (South)— Affairs  of  Bechuaoaland,  963 
Civil    Service    Expenditure,    Nomination    of 

Select  Committee,  125 
Supply— House  of  Commons  OflBces,  913, 921 

Fowleb,  Mr.  H.  H.  (Under  Secretary 
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Corry  Connellan,  665 
••Synod  of  the  Church  of  Ireland,"  1819, 

1860 

Ireland — Poor  Law — Questions 

Clerk  of  the  South  Dublin  Union,  1635. 

1636 
Donegal  Board  of  Guardians,  473 
North  Dublin  Board  of  Guardians.  140 
Poor  Law  Guardians  Bill,  1646 
Robert  Graham,  Clerk  of  Cootehill  Union. 

16 

li*eland  —  Industries,  Nomination  of  Select 
Committee,  1267 

Local  Authorities  (Expenses  of  Conferences), 
Comm.  tU  2, 122  ;  add,  el.  123 ;  Report.  t5. 

Medical  Act  (1868)  Amendment,  2R.  1266 

Papal  See — Diplomatic  Communication  with 
the  Vatican— Mr.  Errington,  1116 

Parliament— Adjournment  of  the  House,  416, 
416  ;— Business  of  the  House,  34.  166,  494 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House- Regis- 
tration of  Voters  Bills.  Res.  180 

ParliamenUry  Elections  (Redistribution), 
Comm.  Schedule  7.  Ameodt.  36,  30,  37,  46, 
47, 66,  68,  69.  70.  77,  87,  88,  89,  90.  91,  97. 
99,  106,107,113.114,116,116:  Motion  for 
reporting  Progress,  117,  119, 120  ;  Amendt. 
323,  333.  334,  336,  358,  359,  360,  372,  376, 
377,  378,  879,  666;  Consid.  add,  el, 
Amendt.  979,  980,  981  ;  el,  8.  Amendt.  084, 
986,  986.  987.  989.  990;  el,  9,  Amendt. 
991  ;  el,  10,  Amendt.  996  ;  <;/.  U,  Amendt. 
997,  1000;  el,  12.  Amendt.  1001;  el.  16. 
Amendt.  1002,  1006.  1008,  1010;  Schedule 
6,  1076,1077 

Post  Office  Mail  Contmct  (Royal  Mail  Steam 
Packet  Company),  Res.  1265 
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BsiLT,  Mr.  T.  M.— <Jon^ 

Post  OflBoe  Sites  [Purchase  of  Land  and  Ex- 
penses], Res.  137,  138 

Registration  (Occupation  Voters),  Comm. 
clA,  1734;  add.  el.  1786, 1801 ;  Schedule  2. 
1951, 1954 

Registration  of  Voters  Bills,  1328, 1612,  1613, 

1616  ,   . 

Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  2, 
668.  678,  679,  681, 682,  683,  el.S,  697  ;  el.  6, 
707,  708,  710,  713,  714;  el  6.  743,  746, 
769,  761,  766.  772,  824,  1320,  1328, 1329 : 
add.  el.  1330. 1339,  1344,  1345,  1349,  1350. 
1361,  1352,  1363.  1365,  1859,  1361,  1366, 
1370.  1372,  1374,  1376,  1376,  1377.  1379, 
1380,  1381,  1383,  1386,  1390,  1896,  1397, 
1399,1403.1406,  1406.  1411,  1414;  Sche- 
dule, 1418  ;  Amendt.  1419, 1420 
Representation  of  the   People    Act,    1884— 

Returns  under  the  Act,  1880 
Supply— Disturnpiked  and    other   Roads    in 
ScotUnd,  636,  563 
House  of  Commons  Offices.  906.  910,  917 
Offices  of  the  House  of  Lords,  871,  873,  874 
Vote  of  Credit— Remaining  Charges  in  the 
Soudan,  Ac.  Report,  1611 

Hbnbage,  Mr.  E.,  Oreat  Orimshy 

^rmy— Eiaminations  for  Commissions,  1511 
Army  Estimates— Administration  of  Military 

Law,  1889  ^       ^ 

Registration  (Occupation  Voters),  Comm, 
1671  ;ci.  13,  Amendt.  1768,  1764,  1766, 
1767,  1774,  1775, 1778, 1779 


Heney,  Mr.  M.,  Galway  Co. 

Asia  (  Central)— A  fghanistan— Engagements 
with  the  Ameer,  11 10 

Barristers  Admission  (Ireland),  2R.  426 

Papal  See— Diplomatic  Communications  with 
the  Vatican— Mr.  Errington,  1493 

Parliament— Palace  of  Westminster— West- 
minster Hall  (Restoration),  1630 

Ways  and  Means— Financial  Statement,  Comm. 
1162 

Herbert,  Hon.  S.,  TFilton 

Supply— Disturnpiked    and    Main    Roads    m 
England  and  Wales,  494,  499,  500 
Vote  of  Credit— Remaining  Charges  in  the 
Soudan,  Ac.  Report,  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment, 1609 

Hbrsohbll,  Sir  F.  {see  Solicitor  Gene- 
ral, The) 

HiBBERT,  Mr.  J.  T.  (Financial  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury),  Oldham 
Civil    Serrice    Expenditure,    Nomination    of 

Select  Committee,  127,  128 
Customs  Department— Redundant  Clerks,  1500 
Ireland— Questions 

Customs    Department  —  Galway    Custom 
House  — Amount   paid   for    OTenrork, 

1884-6. 1433  ^  .      „  „ 

Fishery  Piers  and  Harbours— Union  Uall 

Pier,  Co.  Cork,  1106 
Income  Tax  CoUector,  Drogheda,  647 
Labourers*  Act,  1883— Annual  Repayments, 

1317, 1318 

[eont. 


HiBBiBT,  Mr.  J.  T. — e<mt. 
Ireland— Inland  NaTigatioo    mnd   Drun;»- 
Questions 
Kilkenny  Drainage  Dutrlci  Sihsswe,  1S4S 
Ri?er  Bann,  478 
Ulster  Canal,  1840 
Ireland— Iaw  and  Justice— Qnestioai 
Case  of  Mrs.  Elixa  Colgmn,  1646 
Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  DaMtn*  316 
Fees  of  the  Attorney  Gai«rml  for 
474 
Ireland— Piers  and  Harbours — Qaestm 
Arklow  Harbour  Works.  18W.  1S54 
Malin  Head  Pier,  306,  959.  900 
Sligo  Harbour  CommissioiM 
for  Extension  of  Time  for 
Loan,  1841 

Land  Registry  Office— Retoms,  811 
Municipal     Corporations    (<^oartor 

Boroughs),  2R.  413 
Post  Office  Mail  Contract  (Royal  Mail 

Packet  Company),  Res.  1261,  1304 

Supply — Disturnpiked    and    other 

Scotland.  628,  662, 607,  570 

House  of  Commons  Offioee,  693,  894,  8K 

898,  899,  901,  902.915,  910,  917,  tit 

919,  920,  922 

Offices  of  the  House  of  Lords,  ONl  9/^- 

868,  869.  870,  873,  874,  875.  878.  5k. 

886,  887.  889 

Public  Works  in  Ireland,  5S4,  587,  fB^- 

590,  591.  592,  593,  594,  595,  597 
Report,  1030,  1031 

Royal  University,  Ireland,  Batldinf^  3f7 
Treasary,  Ac.  928,  931 
Ways  and  Means— Deficit  of  1884^.  1038 
Financial  Statement — Death  Duties,  !•*•. 
—Incidence  of  the  Malt  Tax,  1497.  UK. 
— Incidence  of  Taxation,  1697 
Inland  Rerenue — Excise  CoUecCiee,  iU- 
— New  Beer  Duty,  1638.  1039.  104«;- 
Sump  Duties^ Patent  MedieuMS.  149 . 
—Stamp  Doty  on  Foreiga  Beads,  I9M 
Woods  and  Forests—Forest  of  Deaa,  16M 


H10K8,  Mr.  E.,  Cambridgeshire 
Channel  Tunnel  (Experimental  Werio).  3L 

302  ;  Amendt.  303,  1627 
Felixstoir,  Ipswich,  and  Midlands  Raileay.  2a. 

Amendt.  6,  11,  12  ;  Comm.  Ameadl  liU 
Parliament — Business  of  the  He 

tration  of  Voters  Bills,  Res.  181 
Parliamentary      Elections      (T 

Consid.  el.  S,  934 
Regent's  Canal,  City,  and  Doeks  EaUwai.  »- 

1309,1311 
Registration     (Oconpation    Voten), 

1698 
Supply— Disturnpiked    and    Main 

l!:ngUnd  and  Wales.  515, 510 
Ways  and  Means— Inland  Revenos — Nte  B* 

Duty,  1639 

Highways  Bill         (J^r.  Admi,  Mr.  Si^ 
ViseMmt  EbringtM,  Mr.  ChHthtm 

e.  Moved,   •'  That  the    Bill  be   now  t%d  T 
April  22,  4U  :  after  short  debate,  <)•** 
put;  A.  87,  N.  28;   M.  59  (!>•  L  »•*• 
BiU  read  2» 


& 


HIG       HUN 


(  8ESS  ION    1884-5] 

297. 


ILL 


IBG 


Bighwayt  BUl^eoni, 

Committee  •  ;  Report  April  24         [Bill  89] 
Considered  *  ;  read  3®  May  1 
/.  Read  !••  (Lord  Clinton)  Mayi       (No.  98) 

Hill,  Lord  A.  W.,  Downshire 

Ireland— Law    and    Justice — Monaghan     Li- 
censing Sessions,  1108 

Hill,  Mr.  A.  8.,  Stafforthhire,  W. 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House— Vote  of 

Credit,  1522 
Registration  (Occupation  Voters),  Comm.  1716 

Holland,  Sir  H.  T.,  MidhurBt 
Barristers  Admission  (Ireland).  2R.  423 
Felixstoir,  Ipswich,  and  Midlands  Railway,  2R. 

15 
Parliamentarj     Elections     (Redistribution), 

Consid.  Schedule  3,  1067 
Prisons    (Ireland)  —  Visitation   of   Mountjoy 

Prison,  1832 
Supply— Vote  of  Credit— Division  of  the  Vote, 

Res.  830,  831 

Hollond,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Brighton 

Registration    (Ooeupation    Voters),    Comm. 
add,  eL  1809 

Home,    Lieutenant-Colonel   D.  Milne, 

Berwiok'Ofi' Tweed 
Egfpt  (Expeditionary  Force)— Camel  Corps, 
816 

Honorary  Freedom  of  Boroughs  Bill  [b.l.] 

{The  Marquess  of  Ripon) 

i,  lUad  2*  Apnl  20,  129  (No.  61) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  April  27 

Read3»*  April  2S 
c.  Read  !•  •  {Mr,  Norweod)  May  1    [Bill  153J 

HoPwooD,  Mr.  C.  H.,  Stockport 

Poblio    Health    (Metropolis)  — SmaU-Pox  at 

West  Ham,  1313 
Vaccination  (France)- Mortality  arising  from 

the   Operation  at  Villefranche   d'Areyron, 

1312 
Vaoeination  —  Hospital   Attendants— Sheffield 

Hospital,  1480 

H0ULD8WOBTH,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Manchester 
Registration     (Occupation    Voters),    Comm. 
1676 ;  cl.  4,  1745,   1751  ;   d.  5,  Amendt. 
1755,  1758  ;  Schedule  3,  Amendt.  1965 

Howard,  Mr.  O.  J.,  Cumberland,  E, 

National  Gallery— Reproduction  of  the  Pic- 
tures  by  Photography,  464 

Hubbard,  Bight  Hon.  J.  G.,  London 
Ways  and  Means- Financial  Statement,  Comm. 
1164 

HxTNTLT,  Marquess  of 
Salmon  Fisheries  (Scotland),  1814 


Illingwobth,  Mr.  A.,  Bradford 

Army  Estimates — Yeomanry  Cavalry,  1 943 
Ke;;istration  (Occupation  Voters),  Comm.  1675  ; 

c/.  4,  1751 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Comm.  add,  el, 

1405,  1412 
Supply — Distumpiked    and    other    Roads    in 

Scotland,  533.  534 
/'  Synod  of  the  Church  of  Ireland,"  1850 
Ways  and  Means— Financial  Statement,  Comm. 

1200,  1202,  1203 

Inchiquin,  Lord 

Africa  (South) — Metbuen's  Irregular  Horse — 

Militia  Lieutenants,  1272 
Infants,  Comm.  300 ;  Report,  d,  3,  Amendt. 

618  ;  3R.  1085  ;  Amendt.  1088 

Indebwick,  Mr.  F.  A.,  Rye 

Dominion    of  Canada  —  Insurrection    in    the 

North-West  Territory,  970 
Parliamentary      Elections      (Redistribution), 

Comm.  Schedule  3, 1061, 1065 

India        (Mieeellaneous  Questions) 
Bombay  —  Forest  Department  —  Tfie   Thana 

District^  Question,  Mr.  Slagg  ;  Answer,  Mr. 

J.  K.  Cross  April  28,  958 
British  Empire — Loyal  Offers  of  tfie  Native 

Princes  0/  India,  Question,  Mr.  Puleston; 

Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  May  5.  1647 
Railways —  The  Qt4etta  Railway,  Questions, 

Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Mr.  Onslow  ;  Answers,  Mr. 

J.  K.  Cross  April  23,  467 

Industrial  Schools  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Colonel  Colthursty  Colonel  Nolan,  Mr,  Shatv,  Mr, 

Martin,  Mr,  Thomas  Diekson,  Mr, 

Blennerhassett) 

c.  Read  2»  •  April  27  [Bill  96] 

Committee  *  ;  Report ;  read  3"  April  30 

/.  Read  1»  •  {Lord  FUzQerald)  May  1  (No.  95) 
Read  2»*3fay  7 

Industries — See  title  Ireland 

Infants  Bill  ( The  Lord  FitzQerald) 

I.  Committee,    after    short     debate    April   21, 
296  (No.  46) 

Report  April  24,  618  ( No.  78) 

Read  3*  April  30,  1084;   after  short  debate, 
Bill  passed 
e.  Read  1«  •  May  4  [Bill  157] 

Ireland       {Miscellaneous  Questions) 

A  Royal  Residence,  Question,  Mr.  Gabbett ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Campbell- Bannerman  April  23, 
466 

Borough  Funds  Act  —  Extension  to  Ireland, 
Questions,  Mr.  Gray  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Camp- 
bell-Bannerman  May  1,  1314 

Charitable  Beoyests  —  Bequest  of  Catherine 
Eaton,  Wieklow,  Question,  Mr.  W.  J.  Cor- 
bet; Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  ^pn7  20,  146 

Collector  General  of  Rates,  Dublin,  Questions, 
Mr.  Gray  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Campbell- Banner- 
man  May  1, 1314 
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Commissioners  of  Irish  Lights—  Ballyshannon 
Harbour,  Question,   Mr.  Sexton  ;    Answer, 
Mr.  Chamberlain  May  4,  1489 
Customs  Department  —  Galway  Custom  House 
— Amount  paid  for  Overwork,  1884-5,  Ques- 
tion, Colonel  Nolan  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Hibbert 
Jfay  4,  1483 
Dispensaries     {Ireland)     Act  —  Dispensary 
Doctor,  Skull  Dielriet,  Question,  Mr.  Deasy ; 
Answer,  Mr,  Campbell- Bannermaa  May  5, 
1635 
Dublin  Metropolitan  Police  —  Posting  of  Pla- 
cards, Questions,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Healy  ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Campbell-  Bannerman  April  23, 
481 
Extra  Police  Tom  (Limerick),  Questions,  Mr. 
Lewis ;  Answers,  Mr.  Campbell-Banncrman 
April  24,  651 
Infirmaries  (Ireland)  Act  —  Donegal  Infirmary, 
Lifford,    Question,   Mr.   Sexton ;    Answer, 
Mr.  CampbelUBannerman  May  5,  1637 
27iational  League  Meetings — Cootehill— Intru- 
sion of  the  Police  —  Sergeant  Barvey,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  0' Kelt  j:  Answer,  Mr.  CampbelU 
Bannerman  April  24,  649 
Parliamentary     Elections    (Registration     of 
Voters) — Donegal    Union,   Questions,    Mr. 
Sexton ;    Answers,  Mr.   CampbelUBanner- 
man April  27,  815 
Secret  Societies  —  Use  of  Public  Buildings  for 
Masonic  Meetings —  The  Court  Souse,  Mary- 
borough,  Queen's  Co.,  Questions,  Mr.  Lalor, 
Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Campbell- Ban- 
nerman May  7i  1836 
Seed  Supply  (L-eland)  Act — Extension  of  Time 
for  Repayment  of  Loans,  Question,  Colonel 
Nolan;  Answer,   Mr.  Campbell- Bannerman 
May  7,  1839 
Superannuation  and  Retired   Allowances  — 
Corry  Connellan,  Question,  Mr.  Uealy  ;  An- 
swer,  Mr.  Campbell- Bannerman  April  24, 
655 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland)  Bill — 
Memorandum  of  the  Judge  of  the  Court  of 
Probate,  Question,  Mr.    Qibson ;    Answer, 
Mr.  CampbelUBannerman  April  24,  653 
The  Income    Tax  Collector,  Drogheda,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Sexton ;   Answer,    Mr.    Hibbert 
April  24,  647 
The  Phoenix  Park,  Dublin— The  Polo  Ground, 
Question,  Mr.  ilealy ;  Answer,  Mr.  Camp- 
belUBannerman April  17,  17 
"  The  Synod  of  the  Church  of  Ireland,"  Ques- 
tions,  Mr.  Heal/,  Mr.  Gibson,  Sir  R.  Asshe- 
ton  Cross,  Mr.  llliuf  worth  ;    Answers,   Sir 
William  linrcourt ;    Question,  Mr.  Sexton 
[no  reply]  May  7,  1849 
Tramways  and  Public  Companies  (Ireland)  Act, 
1883  —  Tiie  Migration  Clauses,  Questions, 
Mr.   O'Donnell ;    Answers,  Mr.   Campbell- 
Baonerman  April  27,  806 ;  April  30,  1 1 18 

Fisheries  {Ireland) 

Fisheries   Board  —  Board   of  ConservcUors, 

Coleraine  District,  Questions,  Mr.  Sexton  ; 

Answers, Mr. CampbelUBannerman  April  24, 

650;  i4;m7  27.  819 
Fishery     Commissioners  —  Candidates    for 

Vacant     Commissionership,  Question,    Mr. 

0*Shea  ;     Answer,    Mr.    Campbell- Banner* 

man  May  4,  1482 

[eont* 
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Salmon  Weir  on  the  Lenmoti^ 

tion,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answer,  Kr.  CiMffcrf 

Bannerman  Ajnil  27,  810 
The  Herring  Fishery,  Qoestioo^   Mr.  Dtam: 

Answer,  Mr.  Campbell- Bannemiam  AprS  7k, 

962 
The  Shannon  Salmon  Fishsr^t 

Tomlinson ;    Answer,    Mr, 

nerman  April  30,  1111 

Lunatie  Asylums  (Ireland) 

Richmond  Lunatie  Asylum  ^  Gritwrnn^rw  ^ 
Attendants,  Question,  Mr.  T.  D.  Saifiwsa . 
Answer,  Mr.  Campbell- BaiuMraaa  Mag  i. 
1488 

National  Education  (Ireland) 

National  Education  Comumissiom  —  Tht  km 
Lord  O'Sagan,  Questions,  Hr.  Seftn; 
Answers,  Mr.  Campbell-RaoperasM  JUiy  1. 
1318 

National  School  Teachers 

Pensions,  Question,  Mr.  W.  J.  Cesfcel ;  Ak 
Bwer,   Mr.   CampbelUBannermaiL  AprH  It. 
17 :  Questions,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Xutmmn,  Mt 
CampbelUBannerman  McLy  1,  1319 ;  May  i 
1482 

The  Pension   Fund.  Qaeetioa,  Sir  Dervsf 
Bruce;  Answer,  Mr.  CampbeU-l 
May  4, 1497 

Results'  Fees,  Question,  Mr.  HtrnXj  : 
Mr.  CampbelUBannerman  April  S^,  144 


Poor  Law  (Ireland) 

Dunfanaghy  Union  ^  RefmseU  e/ 

Questions,    Mr.     Sexton 

CampbelUBannerman  April  20,  140 
Oalway   and   Arran    Istamds 

Question,  Mr.   T.   P.   O'Coo 

Mr.  CampbelUBannerman  April  S4,  €49 
Newport  and  Weetport  Unions — 

Question,  Mr.  Bifgar :  Answer,  Mr. 

belUBannerman  April  27,  807 :  Q 

Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answer.  Mr. 

nerman  April  30,  1103 
North  Dublin  Union— BoMk 

tion,  Mr.  Sexton;  Answer.  Hr. 

Bannerman  April  24,  646 
The  CUrk  of  tits  South  Dublin   V\ 

tions,  Mr.  Ilealy  ;  Answers,  Mr. 

Bannerman  May  5,  1635 
Poor  Law  Expenditure,  Qoestioiis«  Mr.  W 

Corbet ;  Answers,  Mr.  CaoupbeU* 

ApHl  24,  648 
Robert  Oraham,  Clerk  of   CsetebTI    Ti 

Questions,    Mr.   Biggmr,  Mr.   He«lf : 

swers,  Mr.  Campbell-Banni 

16 
Salaries  of  Teachers  in 

Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet ;  Answer.  Mr. 

Bannerman  April  80,  1 105 

Boardiof  Ouardiane 

Athy   Board  of  Ouardiane, 
Lewis;  Answer,  Mr.  CampMU 
AprU  27,  S\l 

Belfast  Board  of  Gnardiant-^Bdtym§wd 
drouiul.   Question,    Mr.    Bifgatr  :    A 
Mr.  Campbell- Bannermao  April  00.  i  its 
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ImMMJkxm'^Boardi  of  OuartKam^eoni, 

J>onsgal  Board  0/  Ouardians,  Question,  Mr. 

Sexton ;  Answer,  Mr.  GmmpbelUBannermftn  ; 

i^ueetion,     Mr.     Heal/    [replj    inaadible] 

April  33.  473 
North  Dublin  Board  of  Ouardians,  Questions, 

Mr.    Sexton,    Mr.    Ilealy;    Answers,    Mr. 

Campbell- Bannerman  April  20,  139 

EU^ion  of  Ouardians 

Armagh  Division  of  Alhlone,  Question,  Mr. 
Justin    Hontly     McCarthy ;    Answer,    Mr. 
CampbelUBannerman  April  17,  16 
CooUhill  Union,  Question,  Mr.    Biggar;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  April  27, 
808 
Carmeen  Division,  CooUhill  Union — The  Jn* 
7Mtry«  Question,  Mr.  Biggar ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman  ApHl  30,  1111 
Drum/ui  Division,  Co,  Sligo,  Questions,  Mr. 
Sexton  :  Answers,  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman 
April  23,  471 
Dunfanaghy  Union,  Questions,   Mr.   Sexton; 
Answers,       Mr.       Campbell  -  Bannerman 
April  20, 141 
Esker  Division,  Edenderry  Union,  Question, 
Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor ;  Answer,  Mr.  Camp- 
bell-Bannerman May  7,  1839 
KUUshandra,    Co.    Cavan,    Questions,    Mr. 
Biggar  ;  Answers,  Mr.  CampbelUBannerman 
AprU  20,  135 :  Apnl  27,  809 
M>tgheraeloghe%\  fe.  Divisions,  Question,  Mr. 
Sexton ;  Answer,  Mr.  Campbell- Bannernun 
April  24,  646 
Mallow,  Question,  Mr.  O'Brien ;  Answer,  Mr. 

Campbell-Bannerman  May  7,  1836 
ManorhamiUon  Union,  Question,  Mr.  Sexton  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  May  5, 
1628 
SkUberesn  Union,  Co.  Cork,  Question,  Mr. 
Deasy :  Answer,  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman 
April  27,  807  : — Election  of  Chairman  and 
Deputy  Chairman,  Questions,  Mr.  Deasy  ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Campbell  -  Bannerman 
April  28,  961 

Pott  Ofieei  Ireland) 

Postmaster  ofMountfitld  Post  Ofice,  Question, 
Mr.  Biggar;  Answer,  Mr.  5haw  LefeTre 
AprU^O,  nil 

Pott  Ofice,  Dublin — Promotion,  Question,  Mr. 
Sexton ;  Answer,  Mr.  Shaw  Lefe? re  April  17, 
31 

Sunday  Delivery  in  Co,  Mayo,  Question,  Mr. 
O'Brien ;  Answer,  Mr.  Sh.tw  Lefe?re  May  7, 
1837 

Surveyors*  Clerks,  Question,  Mr.  llealy ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Shaw  Leferre  May  5,  1633 

The  Kinsale  Mail  Service,  Questions,  Mr. 
Deasy;  Answers,  Mr.  Shaw  LefeTre 
April  n,2ii;  April  2i,^Vl 

Public  BeaUh  (Ireland) 

Contamination  of  DrinkinQ  Water  by  the 
Police  at  Oramnore,  Question,  Colonel 
Nolan;  Answer,  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman 
May  1,  1323 

Inland  Xavigation  and  Drainage  {Ireland) 

The  River  Bann,  Questions,  .Mr.  Healy,  Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor  ;  Answers,  Mr.  llibbert 
AprU  '23,  47d 

[eont. 


iRSLiND — Inland  Navigation  and  Drainage^ 
cent. 

The  River  Barrow,  Question,  Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor ;  Answer,  Mr.  Campbell-Banner- 
man May  7, 1844 

The  Kilkenny  Drainage  District  Sdieme, 
Question,  Mr.  Marum ;  Answer,  Mr 
llibbert  May  7, 1845 

The  Ulster  Canal,  Questions,  Dr.  Lyons,  Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor ;  Answers,  Mr.  llibbert 
May  7,  1840 

Fishery  Piers  and  Harbours  {Ireland) 

Stoppage  of   Works,  Question,    Mr.  Sexton; 

Answer,  Mr. Campbell-Bannerman  April 21, 

805 
Union  Ball  Pier,  Co,  Cork,  Question,  Colonel 

Colthurst ;  Answer,  Mr.  Hibbert  April  CO, 

1105 

Piers  and  Harbours  {Ireland) 

Arklow  Harbour  Works,  Questions,  Mr.  W.  J. 

Corbet.  Mr.  William    Redmond;    Answers, 

Mr.  Hibbert  May  7,  1853 
Malin  Head  Pier,  Questions,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  An- 
swers. Mr.  Hibbert  April  21,  305 
Sligo  Harbour  Commissioners  ^Extension  of 

Time  for  Repayment  of  Loan,  Question,  Mr. 

Sexton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Hibbert  May  7,  1841 
Works  at  Kinsale  and  Malinmore,  Bundoran, 

Co,  Donegal,  Questions,  Mr.  Deasy,  Mr.  Lea  ; 

Answers,  Mr.  Hibbert  April  28,  959 

Labourers*  (Ireland)  Act,  1883 

Annual  Repayments,  Questions,  Mr.  O'Sul- 
liTan,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor;  Answers,  Mr 
Hibbert,  Sir  Sufford  Northeote  May  1, 
1817 

Inmtiries  under  the  Act,  Question,  Mr.  T.  D. 
Sulli?an  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Campboll-Banner- 
man  May  4,  1496 

Law  and  Justice  {Ireland) 

Agents  in  Petty  Sessions  Churls,  Question, 
Lord  Oranmore  and  Browne ;  Answer, 
Lord  Carlingford  April  27,  801 

C<ue  of  Biggar  and  Caruth,  Question,  Mr 
Biggar ;  Answer,  Mr.  Campbell- Banner 
man  April  20,  1 45 

Case  of  Mrs,  Eliza  Colgan,  Quostion,  Mr. 
Healy  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Ulbbert  May  7,  1816 

Delay  in  Oranting  Bail,  Questions,  Mr. 
Biggar;  Answers,  Mr.  Campbell-Banner- 
man April  20,  151 

Londonderry  Assizes— Special  Jurors,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Healy,  Mr.  l^wis  ;  Answers,  Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman  May  I,  1312 

Monaghan  Licensing  Sessions,  Question,  Lord 
Arthur  Hill ;  Answer,  The  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  April  30,  1108 

Scale  of  Expenses  in  Crown  Cases,  Question, 
Mr.  Patriok  Martin  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Camp- 
bell-Bannerman April  I7«  19 

The  BarbavUla  Prisoners,  Questions,  Mr. 
Callan  ;  Answers,  The  Solioitor  General  for 

.    Ireland  April  SO,  1123 

T/ie  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Dublin,  Question, 
Mr.  Warton ;  Answer,  Mr.  Hibbert  April  2 1 , 
309 

The  Fees  of  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 
Question,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  llibbert  April  23,  47  & 

[ctnt. 
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iRULAWD^Law  and  JusHce^-cont. 

The  TxMer curry  Case  ^Payment  of  Costs  of 
Aeettsed,  ire.  in  Defence,  Questioas,  Mr. 
Sexton  ;  Answers,  The  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  ApHl  17»  21 

The  Magistracy  {Ireland) 

Arms  Licences — Xenagh  Petty  Sessions — Case 
of  Oeorge  Napier,  Question,  Mr.  John 
O'Connor ;  Answer,  Mr.  Campbell- Ban- 
nerman  May  7,  1838 

Mr.  Mamilton,  Resident  Magistrate,  Armagh^ 
Salary  and  Allovoanees,  Questions,  Mr. 
Sexton ;  Answers,  Mr.  Campbell-Ban- 
nerman  May  5,  1637 

Mr.Averell  Lloyd,  J.  P.,  Question,  Mr.  Deasy  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Campbell- Bannerman  April  23, 
471 

Proceedings  for  Alleged  Trespass  at  Johnstown, 
Co.  Kilkenny,  Question,  Mr.  Marum ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Campbell- Bannerman  May  1, 
1315 

The  Clerk  of  Mullaghroe  Petty  Sessions,  Co. 
Sligo,  Questions,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answers, 
Mr.  Campbell- Bannerman  April  23,  470 

Criminal  Law  {^Ireland) 

Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum,  Dublin-^ Escape  of 
Patients,  Question,  Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Campbell- Bannerman  April  30, 
1106 

Law  and  Police  {Ireland) 

Police  District  of  Johnstown,  Question,  Mr. 

Marum  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Campbell- Bannerman 

May  5, 1641 
Police  Protection  at  Marlinstown,  MuUingar, 

Question,  Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan  ;  Answer,  Mr. 

Campbell-Bnnnerman  May  4, 140/5 
Procession  of  Bands  in  Dublin,  Question,  Mr. 

T.   D.   Sullivan  ;    Answer,  Mr.    Campbell- 

Bannermau  April  23,  483 

Prisons  (Ireland) 
Kilkenny    Female    Prison,     Question,    Mr. 

Marum  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Campbell- Bannerman 

.4i»^30,  1116 
Prisons  (Ireland)  Act,  1817— Illegal  Levy  on 

Co.  Cork — Repayment, Question,  Mr.  Deasy; 

Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 

April  17,  21 
Visitation  W  Mountjoy  Prison,  Question,  Sir 

Henry  Holland ;    Answer,    Mr.    Campbell- 

Bannerman  May  7,  1832 

Royal  Irish  Constabulary 

Assistant  Clerks  to  County  Inspectors,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannorman  April  30,  1102 

MarkethiU  Petty  Sessions — Sergeant  Eakins, 
Question,  Mr.  Biggar  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Camp- 
bell-Bannerman  Jpri/ 23,  46j 

Misconduct  of  a  Police  Constable  at  MuUingar, 
Question,  Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Campboll-Bannerman  May  4:,  1495 

Police  Force  at  Esker,  Question,  Mr.  William 
Redmond ;  Answer,  Mr.  Campbell-Banner- 
manJI/dy  1,  1322 

Promotion,  Questions,  Mr.  Ilealy  ;  Answers, 
Mr.  CampbelUBnnnerman  April  20,  143 

Protection  at  Kilmoon,  Co.  Clare,  Question, 
Mr.  Sex'on  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Campbell-Ban- 
ucrmaii  May  5,  1037 

Icont, 


ItLKLkVD^  SoycU  Irish 

Sub-Constable     M'Carmiek^      Quettioa. 
Biggar ;  Answer,  Mr.  CampMl^ 
ApHl30,l\0l 

The  Free  Force,  Question,  Mr.  M; 
swer,    Mr.    Campbell- Bannerman 
1643 


JTa  i. 


Crime  and  Outrage  { Ireland) 

District  of  Gweedore,  Co.  Danepal,  Qi 
Mr.  Lewis ;  Answer,  Mr.  CnmpbeQ-BaaBv- 

man  April  23,  960 

[See  titles  Lemd  Lm»  {Inimi 

Act,  1881 
Prevention  9f  CriMse  {irtlta^ 

Act,  IS&2] 


Ireland — Industries 

Moved,  "  That  the  Select  Comnitta*  •■ 
dustries  (Ireland)  do  ooasiat  of  Tveatj4 
Members"  (Sir  Eardley  WOmoi)  Af^ 
780 ;    Moved,  "  That  the    Debate   W  i 
adjourned  "   {Mr,  •  Parndl)  ;    after 
debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  te 

Debate  resumed  April  2H,  1032 

Amendt.  to  leave  out "  Twentj.fomr," 
"Twenty.fivo"   (Mr.   Sheii)    v. 
proposed,  "  That  *  Twenty-fonr/  Jke, ;  * 
debate.  Moved,  **  That  the  Debate  be 
adjourned  "   (Mr.    MoUoy)  ;    after 
short  debate.  Motion  withdrawn 

Original  Question  put,  *'  That  '  Tveatj> 
<bc. ; "   A.  6,  N.  24  ;  M.  18  (D.  L.  3«. 

40  Members  not  being  present 

[Honee 

Debate  resumed  April  30,  1256 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  **  Twenty-lbitr.^ 
•*  Twenly.five "   (Mr,  Sheil)    r.  :    Q 
proposed,  •*  That  *  Twcnty-four,'  *c. ;  " 
short  debate.  Question  pot,  and  negxttrvrf 

Question,  *'  That  *  Twenty-five  '  be 
serted,"  put,  and  agreed  to  :  main  Q 
as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to  : 
nominated  ;  List  of  the  Committee,  \tyt 


James,  Sir  H.  (^see  Attorkbt  GKanciAi. 
The) 

Johnson,  Mr.  E.,  Exeter 

Army  Estimates — Administration  of  Itibts? 
Law,  1893 

Kennaed,  Mr.  C.  J.,  SaJMusy 

Mei*chant   Shippiof— Sate  of  the  **  Kia&iai 
Casile''  to  ICussia,  1115 

Kenny,  Mr.  M.  J.,  Ennis 

Companies  Act,  1862,  See.  51,  1400 

Inland   Revenue  Department — Excsee  CitfWr 

tion,  474 
Parliamentary      Elections      ( RediatribntMn « 

Comm.  Schedule  7.  52,  69  ;  Ames^.  l«, 

107,  357,364,  365. 367 ;  Cootid.  ci.  15.  t«» 
Post  OflSoe— Professor  S.  P.  Thompeoa*e  Vah* 

Telephone,  1322 
Post  OfBoe  Mail  Contract  (Royal  Mail  StaM 

Packet  Company),  lies.  1359 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ircland\  f'cmm  rCv 
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JLsNsmQTov,  Bight  Hon.  Lord  (Comp- 
troller of  the  Household),  Braver- 
fordtcest 

Parliamentary      Elections      (Redistribution), 
Consid.  add.  el,  974 


197. 
Lamington,  Lord 

Egypt  (Finance,  Ac.)— Egyptian  Loan  Bill  and 

Foreign  Control,  938 
New  Public  Offices— War  Office  and  Admiralty 

—Stone  for  Building,  1477 


KiMBBRLBT,  Earl  of  (Secretary  of  State 
for  India) 
Asia    (Central) — Russia    and    Afghanistan  — 

Diplomatic  Negotiations,  804 
Egypt  (Affairs  of   the   Soudan)  —  Egyptian 

Frontier,  1477 
Northfleet  Docks  Bill,  Res.  1271 

Kino-Habman,  Colonel  E.  E.,  Dublin 
Co. 

Egypt  (Military  Expedition)— English  Officers 
—Pay  and  Stores,  1322 
Nile  Force,  1644 

Lighthouses— Burners— Sir  James    Douglas's 

Burners,  1034 
Parliamentary      Elections     (Redistribution), 

Consid.  Schedule  7,  47,  48,  91,  104, 105, 107 
Registration  (Occupation  Voters),  Comm.  1693 
Registration    of     Voters     (Ireland),    Comm. 

add.  cl.  1416 
Supply— Vote  of  Credit— Remaining  Charges 

in  the  Soudan,  Ac.  Report,  1614 

Labouchbbe,  Mr.  H.,  Northampton 
Army  (Military  Expedition  to  Egypt) — Vote 
for  Charges,  481 

Asia  (Central) — Questions 

Afghanistan  —  Engagements  with  the 
Ameer,  1110 

Afghan  Boundary  Commission— Expendi- 
ture, 482 

Russia  and  Afghanistan— Diplomatic  NegO' 
tiations— Treaty  of  Paris,  1856,  657,658 

Russo- Afghan  Frontier,  1864 

Civil  Service  (Parliamentary  Candidature) — 
Mr.  W.  Johnston,  Inspector  of  Irish 
Fisheries,  813 

%yp^  (Affiiirs  of  the  Soudan)— Questions 
Forced   Labour  at  Dongola    and   Esneh, 

1 47  ;— Treatment  of  Prisoners,  148 
Military  Expedition— The  Commissariat— 

Supply  of  Uay,  468 
War  in  the  Soudan,  1862  ;— Head  Money, 

1847 ;— Military   Operations  near  Sua- 

kin,  1865 

Inland  Revenue — Stamp  Duty  on  Foreign 
Bonds,  1854 

Law  and  Justice— Coroner's  Court— Jurymen's 

Oaths,  466 
Parliament— Business  of  the  Ilouse,  1800 
Supply— Vote  of  Credit— Remaining  Charges 

in  the  Soudan,  4c.  Report,  Amendt.  1542. 

1514 

Lalob,  Mr.  B.,  Qusen^s  Co. 

Ireland  —  Secret  Societies  —  Use  of  Public 
Buildings  for  Masonic  Meetings— The  Court 
Ilouse.  Maryborough,  Queen's  Co.  1836 

rarliamcntary  Elections  ( Kedistribution), 
Comm.  Schedule  7,  Amendt.  305 


Zand  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881 
Iriih  Land  Commistion  {Sub^Ccmmissioners)— 
Mr.  Edward  Oreer,  Questions,  Mr.  Biggar ; 

Answers,  Mr.  Campbell- Bannerman  April  17. 
20 ;  ApHl  20,  156 

The  Purehate  Clauses,  Question.  Mr.  Patrick 
Martin  ;  Answer,  Mr.  CampbelUBannerman 
April  17,  22 

Land  Registry  Office-^ Returns 

Question,  Mr.  Arthur  Arnold  ;  Answer.  Mr. 
Hibbertu4j?n7  27,  811 

Land  Tennre  (Scotland)  Bill 

(Ifr.  Barclay,  Sir  Oeorge  Balfour,  Dr.  Far- 
quharsoftf  Mr.  James  Howard) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  !•  •  April  SO         [Bill  147] 

Law  and  Justice  (England  and  Wales)— 
The    Coroner^ s    Court  —  Jurymen^ s 
Oath 
Question,    Mr.    Labouchere  ;    Answer,     The 
Attorney  General  April  23,  466 

Law  and  Police  (England  and  Wales) 
(Miscellaneous  Questions) 
The  Folkestone  AhdurMon  Case,  Question,  Sir 

Edward    Watkin  ;    Answer,     Sir    William 

Ilaroourt  May  7,  1843 
Wandering  Lunatics,  Question,   Mr.    W.   J. 

Corbet  ;    Answer,    Sir    William    Ilarcourt 

ApHl  30,  1104 
Wandsworth    Police     Court,     Questi>n.    Sir 

Trevor    Lawrence;    Answer,    JSir    William 

Harcourt  April  30,  1102 

Lawkence,  Sir  J.  C,  Lambeth 

Mersey  Railway— Reference  of  Petition.  Res. 

643  * 

Lawkence,  Sir  J.  J.  Trevor,  Surrey,  Mid 

Law  and  Police  (Metropolis)— Wandsworth 
Police  Court,  1102 

Lawrence,  Mr.  Alderman  W.,  London 

Parliament— Palace  of  Westminster— Veniila- 
tion  of  this  Ilouse,  470 

Parliamentary  Elections  (RedUtribution), 
Consid.  add.  cl.  082 

Public  Schools— Death  of  a  Student  at  Kind's 
College  School,  1492 

^7i*4°**  Means-Financial  SUtement,  Coram. 
Lea,  Mr.  T.,  Donegal 

Ireland  —  Piers  and  Harbours  —  Works  at 
KinsAle  and  Malinmorc,  Dundoran,  Co. 
Donegal,  95U 
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Leahy,  Mr.  J.,  Kildare  Co. 

Army  Estimates — Medical  Establishment  and 
Services,  1022 

Representation  of  the  People  Act,  1884 — Ad- 
mission of  Soldiers  to  the  Franchise,  1321 


Leamy,  Mr.  E.,  Waterford 

Industries    (Ireland),    Nomination  of   Select 

Committee,  1044 
Ireland  —  Ecclesiastical   Affiiirs  —  Catholic 

Archbishop  of   Dublin  —  Mr.  Errington's 

Mission,  9ti7 
Parliamentarj      Elections      (Redistribution), 

Consid.  (;^  11,  1100 
Registration      of   Voters   (Ireland),    Comm. 

add,eLU\\ 


Leasehold  Boilding  Land  Enfranchise^ 

ment  Bill  (Mr,  Daniel  Orant,  Mr. 

Inderwiek,  Mr,  Speneer  Balfour,  Sir  Thomas 
ChamberSf  Mr,  Firth) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  !•  •  April  30  [Bill  145] 


Lbfevke,  Ei^ht  Hon.  G.  J.  Shaw  (Post- 
master Q-eneral),  Beading 
Ci?il    Service   Expenditure,    Nomination     of 
Select  Committee,  127 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  34 

Palace  of  Westminster — Westminster  Hall 
(Restoration),  1833 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Redistribution), 
Comm.  Schedule  7, 114,  115 ;  Consid.  el.  11, 
999  ;  el.  15,  1003 ;  Schedule  3,  1053 ; 
Amende.  1055  ;  Schedule  6,  1077 

Post  Office — Questions 

Annuities  and  Insurance  Tables,  1031 

Committee  on  Postage  Stamps,  485 

Madagascar,  1321 

Postmasters  and  Parliamentary  Elections, 
154 

Professor  S.  P.  Thompson's  Valve  Tele- 
phone, 1323 

Rural  Letter  Carriers  —  Boot  and  Shoo 
Money,  1319 

Sunday  Delivery  in  the  Metropolitan 
District,  1838 

Post  Office  ( Ireland) — Questions 
Dublin — Promotion,  22 
KinsaleMaiK21,647 
Postmaster  of  Mountfielii  Post  Office,  1111 
Sunday  Delivery  in  Co.  Mayo,  1837 
Surveyors'  Clerks,  1033 

Post  Office  Mail  Contract  (Royal  Mnil  Steam 
Packet  Company),  Res.  1259,  1200,  1203 

Post  Office  Sites  [Purchase  of  Land  and  Ex- 
penses], Res.  137.  138,  037 

Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Comm. 
add.  el,  1393,  1396,  1412 

Supply — Offices  of  the  House  of  Lords,  879 
Treasury,  Ac,  983 

Telegraph  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  121 

Leiohton,  Sir  B.,  ShropBhire^  S, 

Kc^ittruii^n  (Occupation  Voters),  Comm.  1003 


Leiohtox,  Mr.  8.,  8kropMk$r€y  N. 

Poor  Rates— 3  A  4  WilL  IV.  c. 

tion  of  Chapels,  d(C.  in  EogUod  aad  TaJc^ 

469 
Registration  (Occupation  VotAn),  Coaa.  U 


Lewis,  Mr.  C.  E.,  LondoiuUrrg 

Asia   (Central) — Russia    and 

Agreement  of  March  17  aad  ftrfai  il 
March  30,  Ac. — Reported  Ocemf^tim  hf 
Russia  of  Penjdeh,  30,  32 
Civil  Service  (Parliamentarj  Caadidatant^ 
Mr.  W.  Johnston,  Injector  of  hwt 
Fisheries.  1487 
Ireland — Questions 

Crime  and  Ootra^re — District  of  G 

Co.  Donegal,  960 
Extra  Police  Tas  (Umeriok),  esi.  «5S 
I^aw  and  Justice — Londoodorj 

Special  Jurors,  1312 
Poor  Lav — Athy  Board  ofGoardau.  SU 
Registration  of  Voters,  307 
Municipal    Corporations  (Ireland)    ( 

Funds),  2R.  Amendt.  398 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Hooae,  S3, 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  end 
Practices)   Act—Parliamentarf 
and  Free  Break^ts  in  the  Easi  End, 
Parliamentary  Elections  (RedistritHsiion' 
Consid  ci.W,  993  :  d,  15, 1003  ; 
Amendt.   1051  :   Scbedale   3,   IAo3,  I 
SchedulH  6,  1073 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),    IR. 
Comm.  el.   2,  C72,  679  :   d.  6.   716,  T 
735,  739.  744,  761,  766.  763  :  add.  W.  lUl. 
1351,   1354,    1360,    1361;    An^odt.  ir,i, 
1379,1381 

Lbwisham,  Viscount,  JSTemt,  W, 

Army  (Auxiliary  Forces) — Penaiona  — Case  sf 

Sergeant  Instructor  Lyne,  1319 
Egypt  (Military   Expedition) — Uealch  of  iW 

Troops  on  the  Nile,  1812.  1843 
Great    Britain   and    Russia — Port    H:lsuZm 

(Corea),  1505 

Lichfield,  Bishop  of 

Criminal  Law  Amendment,  Comm.  cL  5,  9U 


L  tghthowe9 —  Burner 9 —  Sir  Ji 
glands  hurners 
Question,  Colonel  Kin«^-IIarman  ; 
Chamberlain  May  5, 1634 


Anevcr,  Xr. 


Limerick,  Earl  of 

Infants,  Report,  cl.  3,  Amendt.  618 
Naval  and  Military  Oper:ttiona(l8il^^l->VoB 
of  Credit,  Ministerial  StaiemesiC,  39o 

Lindsay,  Colonel  Sir  R.  J.  Lotd-,  Berh 

Army  tLsiimates— Yeomanry  Cavmlrr^  1933 

Literature,    Science,   and  Art — Tlr  JC«- 
iional  QalUry — Reprodmcimm  •f  t^ 
Pictures  hy  Photograpkg 
Questions,    Mr.    Tomlinaoo  ;    Ansvrr^     Wz. 
George  Howard  April  33,  463 
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TjLotd,  Mr.  M.y  Beaumaru 

Intermediate  and  Higher  Education  (Wales) ~ 

The  WeUb  Colleges,  478 
Parliament— Committee  of  PriTileges  ^LoTat 

Peerage^Remofal   of    Coffin   Plates  from 

Vault  at  Kirkhill,  1620 
Parliamentary      Elections     (RedistHbotion), 

Gomm.  Schedule  7,  888 ;    Consid.  add,  cl, 

974 
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Local  OoYemment   Provisional  Orders 
(No.  2)  BiU 

{Mr.  Oeorge  Rtmell,  Sir  Charles  Dilkt) 

c.  Report  *  April  24  [Bill  1201 

Read  3«>  •  Apnl  27 
/.  Read  !»•  {Lard  Carrinaton)  April  28  (No.  89) 

Read2»*Jfay7 


liLOYD,  Mr.  S.  S.,  Warwiekshire,  8, 
Army  (Auxiliary  Forces)— Rank  of  Officers, 

484 
Registration  (Occupation  Voters),  Comm.  1670 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (No.  2), 

2R.  411 

Local  Authorities  (Expenses  of  Con- 
ferences) Bill  (Jfr.  Leake,  Mr, 
Algernon  Egerton,  Mr,  Agnew,  Mr,  Arnold) 

e.  Committee:  Report ^prtll 7,  122  [Bill 88] 
Considered  *  April  27  [Bill  129J 

Read  S^"  •  April  2S 

I  Read  1*  •  April  SO  (No.  93) 

Local  Oovemment  (Ireland)  Provisional 
Orders  (Labourers  Act)  (Ko.  1)  Bill 

[h.l.] 

c.  Read  1*  •  AprU  17  [Bill  128] 

Read  2«  •  AprU  22 
Report  *lfay  7 

Local  Oovemment  (Ireland)  Provisional 
Orders  (Labourers  Act)  (No.  2)  Bill 

[h.l.]  {The  Lord  FiizQerald) 

I,  Read  2*  •  April  20  ( No.  64) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  April  28 

Read  3»  •  April  30 
9,  Read  1«  *  Mag  4  [Bill  155] 

Local  Government  (Ireland)  Provisional 
Orders  (Labourers  Act)  (Ho.  3)  Bilj 

[h.l.]  {The  Lord  President) 

I,  Presented  :  read  1«  •  April  24  (No.  84) 
Read2««ifoy7 

Local  Government  (Ireland)  Provisional 
Orders  (Public  Health  Act)  (No.  1) 

Bill  [h.u]  {The  Lord  FitsOerald) 

I,  Read  2»  •  AprU  23  (No.  63) 

Committee*  ;  Report  Mag  1 

Read  3**  ifay  4 
e.  Read  !•  •  May  7  [Bill  162] 

Local  Government  (Ireland)  Provisional 
Orders  (Public  Health  Act)  (No.  2) 

Bill  [H.L.]         ( The  Lord  Fresident) 

I  Presented  ;  read  1*  •  April  24  (No.  83) 
Read  2*  •  Mag  7 

Local  Government  Provisional    Orders 

Bill  {Lord  Carrington) 

I.  Read  2*  •  April  21  (No.  66) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  April  23 
Read  3**  ^j>ra  24 
Royal  Assent  April  28  [48  Vict.  o.  i]     I 


Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(Poor  Law)  Bill 

{Lord  Carrington) 

I,  Read  2»*  April  21  (No.  67) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  April  23 
Read  3»  •  April  24 
Royal  Assent  April  28  [48  Viet,  c.  ii] 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(Poor  Law)  (No.  2)  Bill 

{Lord  Carrington) 

I,  Read  2»  •  April  23  (No.  71 ) 

Committee  * ;  Report  April  24 
Read  3*  •  April  28 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(Poor  Law)  (No.  3)  Bill 

{Lord  Carrington) 

I.  Read  2*  •  April  23  (No.  72) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  April  24 
Read  3*  •  April  28 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(Poor  Law)  (No.  4)  Bill 

{Mr.  George  BusseU,  Sir  Charles  Dilke) 

c,  MoTcd,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2« " 
April  23,  461 

Moved,  "That  the  Debate  be  adjourned  till 
Thursday  next "  {Mr.  Raikes) ;  after  short 
debate,  Motion  agreed  to  ;  Debate  adjourned 

Debate  resumed  April  30,  1098 ;  after  short 
debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to ;  Bill 
read  r  [Bill  1 16] 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(Poor  Law)  (No.  5)  Bill 

{Mr.  George  Jlussell,  Sir  Charles  Dilke) 

c.  Report  •  April  24  [Bill  117] 

Read  3*  •  April  27 
I.  Read  I*  •  {Lord  Carrington)  April  28  (No.  90) 

Read2»»ifay7 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(Poor  Law)  (No.  6)  Bill 

(Jfr.  George  HusseU,  Sir  Charles  Dilke) 

e.  Report  •  April  24  [BiU  118] 

Considered  *  April  27 

Read  3«»  •  April  28 
I,  Read  1«  *  ( Lord  Carrington)  April  30  (No.  94) 

Read  2»  •  Mag  7 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(Poor  Law)  (No.  7)  BiU 

{Mr.  George  Mussell,  Sir  Charles  Dilke) 
e.  Report  •  April  24  [  Bill  1 19] 

KesA  3^*  April  27 
I,  Read  1**  (Lord  Carrington)  April  2B  (No.  91] 

Read  2«  •  Mag  7 
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Local  (Jovemment  Provisional  Orders 
( Poor  Law)  (Ho.  8)  Bill 

(  Mr,  George  Bussell,  Sir  CharUt  Dilke) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  !•  •  May  5  [Bill  168] 

Local  Option — Legislation 

Question,  Mr.  Whitworth ;  Answer,  Sir  Wil- 
liam Haroourt  April  20, 143 

London,  Brighton,  and  South  Coast  Sail- 
way  ( Various  Powers)  Bill 

c.  Moved,"  That  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Standing  Orders  be  appointed  Chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  the  Bill "  {Sir  Arthur 
Otway)  April  20,  186  ;  Question  pot,  and 
agreed  to 

London  Government — Legislation 

Qnestions,  Mr.  Firth,  Colonel  Makins,  Mr. 
Coope;  Answers.  Sir  William  Haroourt 
April  20,  168 

London  Street  Tramways  {Extensions)  B%U 

(by  Order) 
e.  MoTed.  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2o  "  {Mr. 
Dodds)  April  24,  629 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  *'  now,"  add  "  upon  this 
day  six  months  "  (Jfr.  Oregory) ;  Question 
proposed,  **  That  'now,'  &o.;"  after  short 
debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2« 

Lopes,  Sir  M.,  Devonshire,  S. 
Navy  Estimates — Seamen  and  Marines,  263, 

267 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  1811 
Registration  Expenses— Relief  as  to  Boroughs, 

1617 

Registration  (Occupation  Voters)— Registra- 
tion Expenses,  16 

Registration  (Occupation  Voters),  Comm. 
Amendt.  1664 

LowTHBB,  Eight  Hon.  J.,  Lincolnshire, 
^'  .... 

Asia  (Central)— Russia  and  Afghanistan  — 
Agreement  of  March  17  and  Action  of 
March  80,  Ac— Reported  Occupation  by 
Russia  of  Penjdeh.  30 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  84 

Registration  of  Voters,  1827 

LowTHEB,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Butland 

Registration    (Occupation     Voters),    Comm. 
.     add.  el.  1779,  1781 


LiTBBOOK,  Sir  J.,  London  University 

School  Board  Elections  (Voting).  Nomination 

of  Select  Committee,  281 
Ways  and  Means— Financial  SUtement,  Comm. 

1166 

Lunacy  Acts  Amendment  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Lord  Chancelhr) 
I,  Read  2%  after  debate  April  27, 195   (No.  60) 


Lnnacy  Bill  [h.l.]       ( Th4  Urd 

I.  Presented  ;  read  1»  •  April  27  ( 

Lunacy  Laws 
Detention  of  Pauper  Lunaiiee, 

J.  G.  Talbot ;  Answers,  Mr.  George 

April  21,  304, 
Mr.  Billman's  Case,  Qoestioiis,   Mr. 

Corbet,  Mr.  Grantham ;  Aiiswen, 

liam  Haroourt  May  7, 1846 

Lyons,  Dr.  B.  D.,  Dublin 

Industries    (Ireland),  NomiiuUioa    of 

Committee,  700, 1036 
Inland    NaTigation    and    Drainage  — 

Canal,  1840 
Medical  Act  (1868)  Amendment,  K 

Leafe.  124  ;  2R.  1254 
ParliamenUry      Elections     ( 

Comm.  Scbednle  7, 383  ;  Conwi. 

1071 
RegUtration  of  Voters  (Ireland). 

«96  ;  cl.  6.  770  ;  add.  eL  1866 
Supply  —  Distompiked  and  other 

Scotland,  648 


8d 

Ik. 
W.  J. 
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[acabtnby,  Mr.  J.  W.  E.,  7yrra# 
Parliament— Busincfci  of  the  House  —  V«lf  « 

Credit,  1623 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  CoausL 

cl    1345,   1863,  1364,    1359,    136e,   h 

1400  ;  Schedule,  1420 


<2.4, 


MgAbthxtb,  Mr.  A., 

Post  Office— Madagascar,  1331 
Registration  (Occupation  Voters), 

Amendt.  1736;  Schedule  3,  1965 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Sutement, 

1188 


McCarthy,  Mr.  J.,  Longford 

Egypt-.Seiiure  of  the «'  Boephore  EfyfCise 
— Recall  of  the  French  Coosal,  793 

Industries  (Ireland),    Nomination    of 
Committee,  1038, 1039 

ParliamenUry      Elections      ( 
Consid.  cl.  16, 1004 

McCarthy,  Mr.  J.  Huntly,  AikUm  Ji. 

Education,  Science  and    Art  —  Royal  In^ 

Academy— Celtic  Mannaoripta.  866 
Egypt  (EvenU  in  the  Sondan)— M.  QSkm 

Pain,  1861 
Ireland— Poor  Law— Election  of  GnnrtlaM* 

Armagh  Division  of  Aihione.  16 
ParliamenUry      Elections      (RedisliftaliMk 

Consid.  cl.  16, 1006 

M'OoAK,  Mr.  J.  0.,  WiMaw 

Declaration  of  Paris,  1866,  310 
Egypt.  Rumoured  Negotiatiottt  far 

by  a  Turkish  Force,  316 
Parliament— Oath  of  Allegianee,  47f»  4TT 

Maofablakx,  Mr.  D.  H.,  Carkm  C*. 
Army  —  Ordnahoo     Depaif  eat  —  **   ' 
Henry  Rifle,  666 
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MAN        MEL 


Macfablahb,  Mr.  D.  H. — eont 

Egypt  (MiliUr/  Expedition)— The  New  South 
Wales  Contingent,  1110 
Troops  in  the  Soudan,  313 
Sootland— Law  and  Justice  —  Highland  Croft- 
ers, 1640 

MoGarel-Hogo,  Sir  J.  M.,  Truro 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Works — Questions 
Fire  Brigade  Committee,  1485 
Japanese  Village — Construction  and  Means 

of  Exit,  1835 
Recreation  Grounds,  968 

Mao  Iveb,  Mr.  D.,  Birkenhead 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House  —  Vote  of 

Credit,  1522 
Ways  and  Means— Financial  Statement,  Comm. 

1239 
Ways  and  Means — ^Financial  Statement — Spain 

and  the  Wine  Duties,  1644, 1645 

MoKbnna,  Sir  J.  N.,  Toughal 

Registration  (Occupation  Voters),  Comm.  add, 

cL  1806 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Comm.  add, 

«!.  1371, 1375 
Ways   and    Means  —  Financial    Statement, 

Comm.  1242 

Maoliyer,  Mr.  P.  S.,  Plymouth 

Post   Office    Mail    Contract   (Royal    Steam 
Packet  Company),  Ret.  1258 

Makins,  Colonel  W.  T.,  Eeeex,  8, 

London  Government,  158 

Waterworks  Clauses  Act  (1847)  Amendment, 

Comm.  426,  429:  el,  1,  1452,  1453,  1457, 

1466 

Malta 

Liet  of  the  Nobles,   Question,  Obserrations, 

Viscount  Sidmouth,  The  Duke  of  Edinburgh ; 

Reply,  The  Earl  of  Derby  April  20,  131 
Sidsiry  of  the  Governor  and   other  Ofieiale, 

Question,  Observations,  Viscount  Sidmouth  ; 

Reply,  The  Earl  of  Derby  April  20, 130 

Manners,  Bieht  Hon.  Lord  J.  J.  E., 
Leieeetersnire,  y. 
Asia  (Central)  —  Russia  and  Afghanistan- 
Questions 
Afghan  Boundary  Commission  —  Recall  of 

Sir  Peter  Lumsden,  1651, 1652 
Attack  by  the  Russians  on  the  Afghans  at 
Penjdeh— Sir  Peter  Lumsden's  I>Bspatch, 
816 
Diplomatic  Negotiations- Treaty  of  Paris, 

1856,  659 
Production  of  Papers— Vote  of  Credit,  488 
Russian  Advance,  161 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  —  Vote  of 

Credit,  1521,  1522 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House — Registra- 
tion of  Voters  Bills,  Res.  178 
Parliamentary      Elections      (Redistribution), 

Ooniid.tf/.  9,995:  el,  U,ib 
RegiitraUon  Bills,  1514 

[ewt. 


Mamxsri,  Right  Hon.  Lord  J.  J.  R. — eont. 

Supply — OfiSoers  of  the  House  of  Lords,  880 
Vote  of  Credit  —  Remaining  Charges  in  the 
Soudan,  Ac,  Report,  1612 

Marlborough,  Duke  of 

Egyptian  Loan,  2R«  450 

Marriott,  Mr.  W.  T.,  Brighton 
Army  (Contracts)^ Beeswax,  304 

Martin,  Mr.  P.,  Kilkenny  Co, 
Ireland  ~  Land  Law  Act,  1881— The  Purchase 
Clauses,  22 
Law  and  Justice  —  Scale  of  Expenses  in 
Crown  Cases,  19 

Martin,  Mr.  E.  B.,  Tewkesbury 

Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Comm.  add, 
cl,  1384,  1304 

Marum,  Mr.  E.  P.  M.,  Kilkenny  Co. 
Ireland — Questions 

Inland  Navigation  and  Drainage  —  The 
Kilkenny  Drainage  District  Scheme,  1845 
Law  and  Police— Police  District  at  Johns- 
town, 1641 
Magistracy — Proceedings  for  Alleged  Tree- 

pass  at  Johnstown,  Co.  Kilkenny,  1315 
Prisons — Kilkenny  Female  Prison,  1116 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary— The  Free  Force, 
1643 
Ireland  —  Industries,    Nomination  of  Select 

Committee,  1047 
Parliamentary     Elections      (Redistribution), 

Consid.  el,  15, 1005 
Registration  (Occupation  Voters),  Comm.  add, 

cl.  1784 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Comm.  add, 
el.  1408, 1417, 1418 

Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E.,  Wigtonshire 
Army   (Contracts)— Tinned    Meat    for    Field 

Service,  480,  805 
Metropolitan  Improvements — Colonnade  of  Old 

Burlington  House,  153 
Parliamentary     Elections     (Scotland)— Fees 

of  Returning  Officers.  149 
Registration  of  Voters,  1326, 1327 
Registration  of  Voters  (Scotland),  Comm.  el,  3, 

1424  ;  el,  11,  1429,  1435 
Supply — Disturnpiked   and    other    Roads    in 

Scotland,  523 

Medical  Act  (1858)  Amendment  BiU 

(Dr,  Lyons) 

e.  Motion  for  Leave  April  17,124;  after  short 
debate,  Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  ordered 
Read  1«  •  Apnl  20  [Bill  ISO] 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«" 
April  30, 1254;  Moved,  **That  the  Debate 
be  now  adjourned"  (Mr.  T,  P,  O'Connor) ; 
after  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed 
to;  Debate  adjourned 

MsLLOR,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Orantham 

Registration  (Occupation  Voters),  Comm.  cl.  4, 
1747,  1752,  1753,  1754;  el.  13,  1777 
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Merchant  Shipping — Sale  of  the  ^*  Kin- 
fauns  Castle  "  io  Russia 
Question,  Mr.   Coleridgt  Konnard ;  Ansirer, 
Mr.  Chamberlain  April  80,  1115 

Mersey  Railway  Bill 

c.  Moved, "  That  the  Petition  of  Peter  William- 
son Damville  and  Ilenrr  Daniel  DaTies,  pre- 
Bented  on  the  17th  instant,  be  referred  to  the 
Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills, 
with  an  Instruction  to  report  whether  Stand- 
ing Order  62  has  been  complied  with  "  {Sir 
James  Clarke  Lawrence)  April  24,  643; 
after  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  nega- 
tived 

Metbofolis 

Metropolitan  Improvements  —  Colonnade  of  old 
Burlington  aouse,  Question,  Sir  Herbert 
Maxwell ;  Answer,  Mr.  Herbert  Gladstone 
April  20,  153 

Public  Health 

Small* Pox  at  West  Bam,  Question,  Mr.  Hop- 
wood ;  Answer,  Mr.  George  Russell  May  1, 
1813 

State  of  the  River  Leoj  Question,  Mr.  James 
Stuart ;  Answer,  Mr.  George  Russell  May  5, 
1632 

The   Metropolitan   Asylums    District  —  The 
Eastern  hospitals.  Questions,  Baron  Henry 
De  Worms,  Lord  Algernon  Percy  ;  Answers, 
Mr.  George  Russell  April  20,  152 
[See  title  Public  Health] 

Metropolis  (Hughes  fields,  Beptford) 
Proyisional  Order  Confirmation  Bill 

[h.l.]  (^The  Earl  of  Lalhoueie) 

I,  Presented ;  read  1*  *  April  24  (No.  82) 

Metropolis  Management  Acts  Amend- 
ment Bill  {Viscount  Zeufisham,  Sir 
Charles  Mills,  Sir  Trevor  Lawrence,  Mr. 
James  Stuart,  Mr.  Orantham,  Mr.  Boord) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  April  23  [Bill  138] 

Read2«*Jfayl 
Committee  *— b.p.  May  4 

Metropolis  Management  Elections  (Bal- 
lot) Bill  (^r.  Eugene  Collins,  Sir 
Thomas  Chambers,  Mr,  Daniel  Grant) 

e.  Read  2*  •  ApHl  29  [BiU  46] 

Metropolis  (Tabard  Street,  Newington) 
Provisionid  Order  Confirmation  Bill 

[h.l.]  {The  Earl  of  Dalhousie) 

U  Presented ;  read  1»  •  April  24         (No.  81) 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Works 

Recreation  Grounds^    Question,  Mr.   Bryce; 

Answer,  Sir  James  M'Garel  Hogg  AprUW, 

968 
The  Fire  Brigade  Committee,  Questions,  Baron 

Henry  De  Worms,  Mr.  Causton ;  Answers, 

8ir  James  M'Garel  Hogg  May  4,  1485 

Icontp 


Metropolitan  Board  of  Works    eoat, 

7%«  Japanese  Village  —  ConttrmOUm  mU 
Means  of  Exit,  Question,  Mr.  Omtow  ;  An- 
swer, Sir  James  M'Garel  Hogg  Mmf  T,  1811 


Metropolitan  Streets  Act  (1867) 

Sion  Bill  {Mr.  Sem^  H. 

Secretary  Sir  William  Hmrcomrt) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  l"**  AprU  23  [Bill  137] 

Read  ^  April  30, 1253 

Committee;  Report  May  1,  1440 

Read  3«  *  May  4 
/.  Read  1**  {E.  Dalhousie)  May  5      (Xo.  Ifi; 

MiLLTowN,  Earl  of 

Criminal    I  aw   Amendment,    Coosm.    cL    1, 

Amendt.   940 ;  el.  4,  AnMadi.  941  ;  eL  %, 

Amendt.  949 
Egypt    (Aflkirs    of    the    Soudao) — Egjfliai 

Frontier,  1477 
Lunao/  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  795 
Naral    and    MiliUry    OpentUooa.     188S-S- 

(Vote  of  Credit),  Ministerial 
Northfleet  Books  Bill,  Res.  1371 
Poisons,  Comm.  135 

MiLNBB,  Sir  F.  a.,  York  C$if 
Army — Ordnanoo  DepaKoMot — Qi 
Martini- Henry  Cartridges.  1844 
MiliUry  Swords,  25 
War  in  the  Soudan — Defe 
1504 

Egypt  (Military  Expedition) — Troofi  im  tie 
Soudan,  313  ;^Troops  on  thm  Nil*.  aiJ 


MoLLOY,  Mr.  B.  0.,  K%ng^9  C0. 

Industries   (Ireland),  Nominmtioa    of 
Committee,  783  :  Motion  for  Ad 
1044, 1049 
Supply — House  of  Conunont  OffloM,  9lt, 
922 
Pnhlio  Works  in  Ireland,  591.  MS, 

594 
Treasury,  Ac.  931 


Monk,  Mr.  0.  J.,  Glouesstsr  City 

Industries    (Ireland),    Norainatioa    of 

Committee,  780 
Parliamentary      Eleotiooa     (Redietnk«tMo\ 

Consid.  el.  28.  Amendt.  1022,  109S 
Sale  of  lotoxioating  Liquors  on  Sand*y  (N«l  Si 

2R.  406 

MoBQAK,  Bight  Hon.  O.  Osborne  (Jadg« 

Advocate  Qeneral),  DmMghsJdrm 

Army  Estimatee — Admioistratioo  of  Militsry 

Uw,  1873,  1875,  1877,  1878,  I87f.  ia»7. 

1889,1891,1911 

Registration  of  Voten  (Ireland).  Ommm.  mid. 

el.  1403 
Sale  of  Intoxieating  Liqoonon  Sn4ij  (Ko,S)^ 
2R.  409 

MoBLSY,  Earl  of  (Under  Seortttoxy  of 
State  for  War) 
Afrioa  (Sooth) — Methnen's  Imfokr 
MUitia  Ueoteoanta,  1S7S 
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MoRLBT,   Earl  ot^cont. 

Army  (Ordnance  Department)— Forty-pounder 

Cans,  803 
Army  Organixation — Third  Battalions,  Motion 

for  an  Addreu,  S 
Egypt  (Military   Expedition) — Expedition  up 

the  Nile.  1005 
Na?al  and  MiliUry  Operations,  18S6-0  (Vote 

of    Credit),   Ministerial    Statement,    294, 

296 

MoRLEY,  Mr.  J.,  Newea»tU'Upon'Tyne 
Asia     (Central) — Afghanistan — Engagements 

with  the  Ameer,  1122, 1123, 
Egypt  (War  in  the  Soudan),  I860, 1862 

Mount-Temple,  Lord 

Criminal  Lav  Amendment,  Comm.  ch  6,  946 ; 
el.  7.  Amendt.  948 

MuNDSLLA,  Biffht  Hon.  A.  J.  (Vice  Pre- 
sident of  the  Committee  of  Council 
on  Education),  Sheffield 
City  of  London  Parochial  Charities  Commission, 

1494 
Eduoation  Department  (England  and  Wales) — 
Questions 
Eduoation  Loans,  816 
Intermediate  and  Iligher  Education  (Wales) 

~The  Welsh  Colleges,  479 
Pensions  to  Teachers,  1488 
School     Examinations — The     Portsmouth 
District,  476 
Education    Department    (Scotland)— Rerised 
Code,  1886 — Education   in    the  Highlands, 
816 
Medical  Act  (1868)  Amendment,  2R.  1266 

Municipal  Corporations  (Ireland)  (Bo. 
rough  Funds)  Bill 

(Mr.  Oray,  Mr.  Dawson,  Mr.  Mtagher) 

c.  Read  2«  April  22,  398  [  Bill  81  ] 

Moved,  **  That  this  House  will,  To-morniw, 
resolve  itself  into  a  Committee  on  the  Bill  " 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  To-roorroir/'  insert 
"upon  Monday  next"  {Mr.  Lewii) :  Ques- 
tion put,  "  That  •  To-morrow,'  &c. ;  *'  A.  67, 
N.  6;  M.62  (D.L.I  19) 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Municipal  Corporations  (Quarter  Ses- 
sion Boroughs)  Bill  {Mr.  Dodds, 
Mr.  John  Bright^  Mr.  Barran,  Mr.  Jackson) 

€.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •April  20  [Bill  133] 

Moved,  '*That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*** 
April  22,  413  ;  Moved,  *<  That  the  Debate  be 
now  adjourned "  {Mr.  Hihbert) ;  Question 
put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Debate  adjourned 

Municipal  Voters  (Belief)  Bill 

(7^  Earl  of  Rosebery) 
I  Royal  Assent  April  28  [48  Viet.  c.  9] 

HuNTZ,  Mr.  P.  H.,  Birmingham 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (No.  2), 
2R.  412 

VOL.  OOXCVU.    [thirp  series.] 


MuNTZ,  Mr.  p.  A.,  Warwick$hir$,  N. 
Registration  (Occupation  Voters),  Comm.  1699 
Supply — Vote  of  Credit— Remaining  Charges 
in  the  Soudan,  ^.,  Report,  1615 

Napier  of  Maodala,  Lord 

Naval  and  MiliUry  Operations,  1886-6  (Vote 
of  Credit),  Ministerial  Statement,  290 

Navy 
Admiralty  —  Ofiee  of  tite  Accountant  Oemral 

of  the  Navy,  Question,  Baron   Henry  De 

Worms  :  Answer,  Mr.  Caine  April  23, 479 
H.M.S.    "Agamemnon"  Questions,    Admiral 

Egerton,  Mr.  W.  U.  Smith,  Sir  John  Hay, 

Mr.  IGorst;  Answers,  Sir  Thomas  Brassey 

April  28,  962 
Naval  Artillery    Volunteers,    Question,    Mr. 

Gonrley ;    Answer,    Sir    Thomas    Brassey 

April  20,  143 
Naval  Expenditure  —  Application  of    Votes, 

Question,  Sir  Rohert  Peel  ;    Answer,   Sir 

Thomas  Brassey  April  17,  26 
Paymasters,  Question,  Mr.  Gabbett ;  Answer, 

Sir  Thomas  Brassey  April  20,  153 
Scarlatina  in  the  "  Britannia  "  TfainingShip, 

Question,    Mr.    Tottenham ;    Answer,    Sir 

Thomas  Brassey  April  27,  817 

Ships — Armament,  fe. 

Armament  for  Ships  completing  for  Sea,  Qnes* 
tion,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith;  Answer,  Sir  Tho- 
mas Brassey  April  27.  812 

Cost  of  Ships  Building,  Questions,  Sir  Edward 
J.  Keed,  Mr.  Carbutt ;  Answers,  Sir  Thomas 
Brassey  April  27,  812 
Ships  Building —  The  Ministerial  Programme, 
Question,  Observations,  The  Earl  of  llavens- 
worth ;  Reply,  The  Earl  of  Northbrook 
April  28,  953 

Manufacture  of  Ouns  Jor  the  Navy,  Question, 
Mr.  Charles  Palmer:  Answer,  Sir  Thomas 
Brassey  ^jTTtY  30,  1101 

State  of  the  Xavy  —  5tV  Edward  J.  Reed's 
Notice  of  Motion,  Question,  Mr.  A.  J.  Bal- 
four ;  Answer,  Sir  l!)dward  J.  Reed  April  20, 
163;  Question,  Sir  Edward  J.  Reed  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Gladstone  April  27,  821 

NoLAK,  Oolonel  J.  P.,  OaUoay,  Co. 
Army  Estimates — Administration  of  Military 

Law,  1892 
Egypt   (Military   Expedition)^Nile    Force^ 

Condition  of  the  Troops,  1653 
Ireland — Questions 

Customs    Department  —  Gal  way    Custom 
House^Amount    Paid    for    Overwork. 
1884-5,  1483 
Prevention  of  Crime  Act,  1882^Riot  at 

Oranmore  Barracks,  1499,  1500 
Public  Health— Contamination  of  Drinking 

Water  by  the  Police  at  Oranmore,  1323 
Seed  Supply  Act— Extension  of  Time  for 
Repayment  of  Loans,  1830 
Ireland  —  Industries,   Nomination    of    Select 

Committee,  1044 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  1081 
Registration  Bills,  1514 
Registration    (Occupation    Voters),     Comm. 
1713, 1714 
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Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P. — eoni, 

RegiBtration   of  Voters   (Ireland),   3R.  394  ; 

Comm.  cL  3,  689 ;  el.  5,  712 :  el.  G,   725, 

730 ;  Amendt.  735,  765,  768.  772,  1329 

Supply — Disturnpiked   and    Main    Roads    in 

England  and  Wales,  497,  500 

Disturnpiked  and  other  Roads  in  Scotland, 

519, 570,  578 
House  of  Commons  OfiSces,  894,  895,  914, 

915  917 
Public  Works  in  Ireland,  572,  585,  592 
Treasury,   &o,  927 ;  Motion  for  reporting 

Progress,  929,  933 
Vote  of  Credit — Remaining  Charges  in  the 
Soudan,  Se.,  Report,  1615 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Comm. 
1234 

* 

NoBTHBBOOEy  Earl  of  (First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty) 
Crime  and  Outrage  (England  and  Walts) — 

Explosion  at  the  Admiralty,  459 
Nary    (Ships   Building)  — >  Ministerial    Pro- 
gramme, 954,  956 

NoBTHOOTE,  Bight   Hon.   Sir  S.    H., 

Devon,  i\r. 
Army  (Auxiliary  Forces) — The  Volunteer  Me- 
dical Staff  Corps— Edinburgh  Suff  Corps, 
1496 
Asia   (Central)  —  Russia   and  Afghanistan  — 
Questions 
Afghan  Boandary  Commission^Recall  of 

Sir  Peter  Lumsden,  1649 
Afghanistan,  1328 

Agreement  of  March  17  and  Action  of 
March  30,  &o. — Reported  Occupation  by 
Russia  of  Penjdeh,  28,  30 ;— Sir  Peter 
Lumsden's  Despatch,  816,  393; — Nego- 
tiations, 1506 
Occupation  of  Maruchak,  1127 
Production  of  Papers — The  Vote  of  Credit, 

485,  486 
Reported  Battle,  971 
Russian  Adranoe,  159,  1050 
Russo- Afghan  Frontier — Negotiations,  1509 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  1328 
Egypt— Seisure  of  the  "  Bosphore  Egyptien," 
158,  1508 ;— Recall  of  the  French  Consul, 
660 
Egypt  and  France'— Rupture  of  Diplomatic 

Relations,  662 
Ireland— Labourers'   Act,  1888— Annual  Re- 
payments, 1818 
Naval  and  MiliUry  Operations,  1885-6  (VoU 

of  Credit),  Res.  322,  323 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House— Questions 
83,  391,  823,  824.  970,  1654, 1811,  1867, 

1868 
Registration  of  Voters  Bills,  175, 181 
Vote  of  Credit,  1522 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Redistribution),  665 ; 
Consid.  el.  9,  996  ;  el.  15, 1010  ;  eL  28, 1016, 
1017  :  Schedule  3,  1054,  1064 
Registration  of  Voters,  1325 
Registration    (Occupation    Voters),     Comm. 

1725;  el  A,  1733,1734 
Supply— Treasury,  Ao,  932 

Vote  of  Censure— Remaining  Charges  in 
the  Soudan,  Ac,  Report,  1598,  1608, 
1610,  1618  I 


NoRtHOOTS,  Right  Hon.  Sir  S.  H.- 

Supply — Vote  of   Censure^DIi 
Vote,    Res.    844  ;     Personal 
(Mr.  Gladstone),  1128 
Ways  and  Means— Deficit  of  1884-5, 1638 
Financial  Statement — locidenoe  of  tto  Msk 
Tax,  1497 
Ways  and  Means— Financial  Statem—t,  Cia. 
1160, 1233;  Report,  Ree.  1,  1447 

Norihfleet  Doeh  Bill 

/.  Moved,  "  That  the  Examiners'  GertiSaate  «f 

non-compliance  with  the  Standing 

referred  back  to  the  Standin|r  Orders 

m\ttee*'  {I%e  Marquess  of 

1267;  after  short  debate,  on 

solved  in  the  negative 


I. 
fio- 


Norton,  Lord 

Criminid  Law  Amendment* 
Amendt.  943,  948 ;  d.  9,  95S 

Federal  Council  of  Anstralaata,  SR.  441 

Friendly  Societies  Act  (1875) 
1818 

Infants,  3R.  Amendt.  1084 


Comm.   «L  f. 


i&. 


Norwood,    Mr.  C.  M.,  Ktn^Mtmm  ly 

Hull 

Navy  Estimates — Seamen  and 


O'BsntNB,  Oolonel  F.,  Zeitrim 
Army— Cameron  Highlanders,  149 
Army  Estimates — ^Yeomanry  Cavalry,  1 
Supply — Disturnpiked    and   other 
Scotland,  567 

O'Bribn,  Sip  P.,  Kimg'9  C: 

Registration    of    Votors    (Ireland}, 
add.  el  1340,  1341 


O'Bbiek,  Mr.  W.,  MaUaw 
Ireland — Poor  Law — Eleetton  of 
Mallow,  1836 
Post   Offioo— Sunday    DaUrecy 
Mayo.  1887 


m    Co. 


O'Connor,  Mr.  A.,  Qu4$n^s  C: 

Army  Estimates — Medieal 
Services,  1921 

Asia  (Central) — Qnestions 

Afghanistan — Engagomenta  with  tho . 

1110,1123 
Afghan  Boandary 

ture,  482 
Russia   and    Afghanistan — Prodnoti— 

Papers— Vote  of  Grodit,  489,  490 

Customs  Department — Radondaat  Clorka. 
Egypt — Events  in  the   Soodan^-M.    Olxviv 

Pain,  1862 
Military  Expedition— Hsaltk  of  tU 

20 

Ireland — Inland  Narigation   and 
Questions 
River  Bann,  478 
River  Barrow,  1844 
Ulster  Canal,  1840 
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O'CowwoB,  Mr.  A. — eont, 

Ireland— Lav  and  Jastioe — Fees  of  the  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland,  474 
Poor  Law — Election  of  Guardians — Esker 
Difiiion,  Edenderry  Union,  1839 
Medical  Act  (1858)  Amendment,  Motion  for 

Leave,  124 
Poet  Office-^Oommittee  on  Pottage  Stamps, 

485 
Registration    of    Voters    (Ireland),    Comro. 

add.  el.  1416 
Supply — Distampiked  and  Main  Roads  in  Eng- 
land and  Wales,  405, 514,  516 
Distarnpiked  and  other  Roads  in  Scotland, 

530,  530 
House  of  Commons  Offices,  916,  918 
Offices  of  the  House  of  Lords,  866,  867 
Public  Works  in  Ireland,  579,  588,  590, 596 
Report,  1031 
Royal  University,  Ireland,  597 

Supply — Vote  of  Credit — Division  of  the  Vote, 

Res.  827 
Ways  and  Means  ^Financial  Statement,  Res. 

1208,  1251  ;  Amendt.  1253 

O'Connor,  Mr.  J.,  Tipper ary 

Ireland — Magistracy—  Arms  Licence — Nenagh 
Petty  Sessions^Oase  of  George  Napier,  18S8 
Registration    of    Voters    (Ireland),    Comm. 
add.  el.  1399 

O'Connor,  Mr.  T.  P.,  Oalway 

Asia  (Central)  ^  Afghanistan  —  Engagements 
with  the  Ameer,  1123 

Ireland—  Questions 

Labourers  Act,  1883 — Annual  Repayments, 
1318 

Poor  Law — Galway  and  Arran  Islands' 
Dispensaries,  640 

Roman  Catholic  Church-^The  Archbishop- 
ric of  Dublin,  661 

Ireland  —  Industries,    Nomination    of    Select 

Committee,  1035 
Medical  Act  (1858)  Amendment,  2R.  Motion 

for  Adjournment,  1254,  1255 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House — Vote  of 

Credit,  1517 
Parliamentary      Elections      (Redistribution), 

Comm.  Schedule  7,   109,  334,  345,  374  ; 

Conrid.  el.  8,  984,  987,  988  ;  el.  9,  993  ; 

el.  11,  999 :  el.  15,  1003,  1005 ;  ei.  28,  1027, 

1028  ;  Schedule  6,  Amendt.  1073,  1078 
Post  Office  Mail  Contract  ( Royal  Mail  Steam 

Packet  Company),  Res.  1359, 1263 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  3, 

703,  703  :  cl.  6,  772 ;  add.  el.  1341,  1375 
Registration  (Occupation  Voters),  Comm.  el.  4, 

1734  :  el.  13,  1765 ;  Schedule  2.  1953,  1961 
Supply— Disturnpiked    and    other    Roads    in 

Scotland,  524,  534,  553 

O'DoNNSLL,  Mr.  F.  H.,  Dungarvan 
Egypt— Questions 

Aibirs  of  the  Soudan — Military  Situation, 

1114 
MiliUry  Expedition— The  New  Sduth  Wales 

Contingent,  1119 
Sfifure  of  the  **  Bosphore  Egyptien,"  163, 
U29 

[eoht. 


O'DoNNiLL,  Mr.  F.  II. — eont. 

Ireland  —  Tramways    and   Public   Companieg 

Act,   1883— The   Migration    Clauses,  806, 

1118 
Parliamentary      Elections     (Redistribution), 

Consid.  el.  15,  1003  ;  Schedule  6,  1079 
Supply — Vote  of  Credit — Division  of  the  Vote, 

Res.  844 
Supply — Vote  of  Credit— Remaining  Charges 

in  the  Soudan,  dec.  Report,  1603,  1619 

O'GoRMAN  Mahon,  The,  Clare 
Explosives  Acts,  463 

O'Kblly,  Mr.  J.,  Roneommon 
Asia  (Central) — Afghan  Boundary  Commission 
—Sir  Peter  Lumsden,  1126 
Russia    and    Afghanistan— Production    of 
Papers— Vote  of  Credit,  488 ;— Sir  Peter 
Lumsden's  Despatch,  392,  393 
Egypt  (Events  in  the  Soudan)— Alleged  Pro- 
clamation of    Lord   Wol«eloy,    1855  ;— 
M.  Olivier  Pain.  1852 
Military  Expedition— Health  of  the  Troops 
on  the  Nile,  1843 
Egypt  and    France — Rupture  of  Diplomatio 

Relations,  662,  819 
Ireland — National  League   Meetings — Coote« 
hill — Intrusion  of  Police  ^Sergeant  Harvey, 
649 
Western  Pacific- Island  of  Corea — Occupation 
of  Port  Hamilton,  969 

Onslow,  Earl  of 

Public  Health— Cremation,  628, 1623 

Onslow,  Mr.  D.  E.,  Ouildford 

Army^Sale  of  Military  Clothing,  25 
Asia  (Central)— Afghan  Boundary  Commission 
—  Communication,  484 ;    Recall  of  Sir 
Peter  Lumsden.  1649,  1653,  1848,  1849 
Arrest  of  Ayoob  Khan,  484 
Asia  fCentral)  —  Russia  and  Afghanistan- 
Questions 
Agreement  of  March  17  and  Action  of  30th, 
dec.  —  Reported  Occupation  of  Penjdeh 
by  Russia,  31  ;— Arbitration,  1867,  1858 
Diplomatic  Negotiations— Treaty  of  Paris, 

1856,  659 
Russian  Advance,  162 
Sir  Peter  Lnmsden's  Telegram,  822 
Barristers  Admission  (Ireland),  2R.  425 
Egypt— Seixure  of  the  '*  Bosphore  Egyptien  " 

—Recall  of  the  French  Consul,  794 
Industries  (Ireland),    Nomination   of    Select 

Committee,  788,  789 
MetropoliUn  Board  of  Works  —  The  Japanese 
Village  —  Construction  and  Means  of  Exit, 
1835 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House— Vote  of 

Credit,  1517,  1520 
Parliamenury     Elections      (Redistribution), 

664,  665 
Post  OflSce  Mail  Contract  (Royal  Mail  Steam 

Packet  Company),  Res.  1263 
Railways  (India)— (^uetU  Railway,  467 
Supply — House  of  Commons  Offices,  904 
Treasury,  d(C.  933 

Vote  of  Credit — Remaining  Charges  in  the 
Soudan,  Ac,  Report,  1549 
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Orakmobe  and  Bbowne,  Lord 

Criminal  Law  Amcadment,  Comm.  cl.  9,  953 
Infants,  Comm.  300 

Lav  and  Justice  (Ireland)  —  Agents  in  Petty 
Sessions  Court,  80 1»  80'i 

O'Shba,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Clare 

Industries    (Ireland),  Nomination  of    Select 

Committee,  1048 
Ireland — Fishery   Commissioners — Candidates 

for  Vacant  Commissionership,  1482 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Comm.  add. 

el,  1893 
Supply— Treasury,  dec,  930 

0*SuLLiVAN,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Limeriek  Co. 

Ireland— Labourers  Act,  1883  —  Annual  Re- 
payments, 1317,  1318 

Parliamentary  Elections  ( Redistribution), 
Consid.e^.  16,  1004 

Ways  and  Means  —  Financial  Statement, 
Comm.  1166,  1263 

Otway,  Sir  A.  J.  (Chairman  of  Oom- 
mittees  of  Ways  and  Means  and 
Deputy  Speaker),  Rochester 

Army  Estimates  —  Administration  of  Military 
Uw,  1896,  1916 
Medical  Establishment  and  Services,  1919 
Local  Authorities   (Expenses  of  Conferences), 

Comm.  Keport,  123 
London,  Brighton  and   South  Coast  Railway 

(Various  Powers),  136 
London   Street  Tramways   (Extensions),  2R. 

641 
Nary  Estimates  —  Seamen  and  Marines,  203, 

220,  270 
Parliamentary      Elections     (Redistribution), 

Comm.  Schedule  7,  69,  70,  120,  378,  383, 

389 
Regent's  Canal,  City,  and  Docks  Railway,  2R. 

1307, 1308 
Registration  (Occupation  Voters),  Comm.  cl,  4, 

1731,  1736,  1766  ;  add,  el  1796 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  2, 

670,  679,  681  ;  el.  6,  730,  733,   736,   742, 

743,  744.  746,  764,   766,  770,  776,  1329  ; 

add,  el,  1346, 1361 

Supply  —  Distumpiked  and  other  Roads  in 

Scotland,  638,  661,  667 
House  of  Commons  Offices,  894,  896,  916 
Offices  of  the  House  of  Lords,  869,  870, 

873,  881,  882,  886,  890 
Public  Works  in  Ireland,  606 
Royal  Unifcrsity,  Ireland,  697 
Treasury,  d(C.,  926,  927 

Waterworks  Clauses  Act  (1847)  Amendment, 
Comm.  el.  1, 1468 ;  add,  el.  1468 

Oyster  and  Mussel  Fisheries  Provisiona] 

Order  BiU  {Mr.  Eolmt,  Mr.  Chamberlain) 

e.  Report  •  April  29  [Bill  124] 

Read  3«  •  April  30 
/.  Read  1*  •{Lord  Sudeley)  May  1      (No.  96) 

Paeific^^^  title  JFfitern  PaciHo 


Paobt,  Mr.  R.  H.,  SomerMtskir^^  Mid 
Parliament  —  Palace  of  We^tmiwater  —  Wen 

minster  Uall  (Restoration).  1S31 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrwpi 

Practices)  Act,  1883,  464.  4«5 
Railway  Regulation  Acts — r 

491,  493 
Registration  (Occupation  Voters). ' 

1673  :  rl.  3,  Amendt.  1736  ;  d.  4. 

1727,    1728,  1729.    1740;    cL    7. 

1768,  1760;  cl.  8,  1762  ;  eJ.  IS.  I7«.  IIK 

1768,  1771.  1776 
Supply  —  Distumpiked   nnd 

England  and  Wales,  501 
Ways    and    Means  —  Finanetal 

Comm.  1237 
Ways  and  Means — Finaneial 

cidence  of  Taxation,  1827 


Palmbb,  Mr.  0.  M.,  Durkmmf 

Navy  (Ships,  ^.)— ManuGsetare  of  Gmn,  IX 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liqnora  on  Ssaday  ^5a.  } 
2R.  408 

Fapal  See,  The  —  DiplowuUic  Cf— 

turn  with  the  Vaticam  —  Tks  C^tUk 

Arehhiihop  o/Dublm  —  JKr. 

ton 
Question,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answ<er,  M 
April  27,  822  ;  Qnestietia,  Mr.  SesiH.  Mr 
W.  J.  Corbet,  Mr.  T.  D.  SnlliTma.  Lerd  Ea- 
dolph  Churchhill ;  Aniwert,  Lori  Edmmi 
Fitimaurice ;  Question,  Mr.  Lcaoiy  [■•  ttfi* 
April  28,  967 :  Quettions.  Mr.  W.  J.  Ctota. 
Mr.  Sexton ;  Answers,  Lord  Fda— I  Fto- 
mauriee;  Question,  Mr.    Healy   [ae  ft^f 


April  30,  1114  ;  Qaettiona.  Mr 

T.  D.   Sullivan,  Mr.  MitelieU   Hewy.  Mr 


I 


Bourke;  Answers,  Lord  Bdaoad  Fbr 
mauriee  May  4.  1492 ;  Qaertioa,  Mr.  T.  H 
Sullivan;  Answer,  Lord  K4miemi  To- 
mauriee  May  7,  1841 
/Ionian  Catholic  Chwrek  —  TAe  ArtUitAtprr 
of  Dublin,  Questions,  Mr.  Sextos,  Mr.  I- 
P.  O'Connor  ;  Answers,  Lord  Kdmmmi  To- 
mauriee  April  24,  661 

{parliament 

LORDS— 

BUSINESS  OF  TBB  HOOSB 

MoTed,  •<  That  this  Hooto  site  ea  Meadaya  st 
FIto  o'clock,  in  lieu  of  a  qauter  p&m  fmr 
o'clock "  {The  Urd Demmmm)  Ma^  1. 
after  short  debate,  en  Qnatioe  I 
the  negatiTe 

COMMONS— 

Committee  for  PriHUgee  —  The 

^Removal  of  Ccfim  Ptaiee  from   Ta 

KirkhiU,  Question.  Mr.  Mor^  myd  ;  A» 
swer.  The  Lord  Adfocate  Jfoy  5,  1690 


PRIVATE  BILLS 

Railufoy  Raiee  emd  Char^ 
Eastern  Railway  Compamfo  BOi^ 
Sir  Bemhard  Saminleoa.  Lord 
Churchill;  Answers,  Sir 
Speaker  April  24,  662 
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1^ARLUMI1IT~C  OMM  ONI — COnt, 

^ITTLYGS  AND  ADJOORXMEXT  OF  TEE 
HOUSE 

Moved,  '*That  this  House  do  now  adiourn" 
{Sir  WiUiam  Hart  Dyke)  April  22,  415; 
arter  ihort  debate,  QuoBtion  put,  and  oe- 
gatifed 

^  USIXRSS  OF  THE  HO  USE  AND  PUBLIC 
BUSINESS 

Ministerial  Statement,  Mr.  Gladstone  :  short 
debate  thereon  April  17,  32 ;  Questions,  Sir 
Stafford  Northoote.  Mr.  Warton  ;  Answers, 
Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  April  22,  301 ;  Ques- 
tions,  Mr.  Ritchie,  Mr.  Lewis,  Mr.  Paroell, 
Mr.  Gibson  ;  Answers,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke, 
Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman   April  23,  493; 
Statement,    Sir   Charles   W.   Dilke ;    short 
debate  thereon  April  29,  1080 ;  Questions, 
Mr.  Broadhurst,  Mr.  Serjeant  Simon ;  An- 
swers, Mr.  Gladstone  April  30, 1 128  ;  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Serjeant  Simon,  Lord  Randolph 
Churchill ;  Answers,   Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke 
May  4,  1515  ;  Question,  Sir  Stafford  North - 
cote  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  May  5,  1654  ; 
Obser?ations,  Mr.  Gladstone  ;  short  debate 
thereon  May  6, 1810 ; — Parliamentary  EUe- 
Horn  {Redistribution)  Bill,  Questions,  Mr. 
Warton,  Mr.  Healy,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answers, 
Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  April20, 155  x^Central 
Asia — Rutiia  and  AJghanitlan — Diplomatic 
XeyotiaHons,  Questions,  Sir  Stafford  North- 
cote,  Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett,  Mr.   E.  Stan- 
hope, Mr.  Ritchie ;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone 
April  27,  823  i—The  VoU  of  Credit.  Obser- 
vations,   Mr.  Courtney,  The  Marquess  of 
Uartington,  Mr.  Jacob    Bright  AprU  27, 
936 ;     Question,   Sir    Stafford    Northcote ; 
Answer,    Mr.   Gladstone    April   28,    970; 
Questions,     Mr.   T.     P.     O'Connor,    Mr. 
Onslow ;  Answers,  Sir  Charles  W.   Dilke ; 
short  debate  thereon  May  4.    IbM  \-^ The 
Registration  of  Voters  Biils,  Questions,  Mr. 
Parnell,  Mr.  Gorst,  Sir  Stofford  Northoote, 
Sir    Michael    Ilioks-Beach ;   Answers,    Mr. 
Gladstone  May  7,  1865 

PALACE  OF  WESTMINSTER 

VenHtalion  of  the  Houses  of  Parliament, 
Question,  Mr.  Alderman  Lawrence  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Herbert  Gladstone  April  23,  470 ; 
Question,  Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Herbert  Gladstone  April  30, 1 108 ;  Question, 
Sir  Lyon  Playfair  :  Answer,  Sir  Gharlee  W. 
Dilke  May  4, 1484 

Westminster  Hall  (Restoration),  Question ,  Mr. 
Causton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Herbert  Gladstone 
Ajpril  30,  1117:  Question,  Mr.  Mitchell 
Ilenry ;  Answer,  Mr.  Herbert  Gladstone 
May  5,  1630  ;  Questions,  Mr.  R.  H.  Paget, 
Mr.  Mitchell  Henry  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Herbert 
Gladstone,  Mr.  Shaw  Lefe?re  Afay  7,  1831 

Admission  of  Strangers  to  the  House^The 
New  Regulations,  Question,  Sir  H.  Drum- 
mond  Wolff ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  April  30,  1110 

The  Oath  of  Allegiatiee^  Question,  Mr. 
M'Coan ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
April  23,  475 

[cont. 


Pabluiiint— Commons — eont, 

PA  RLIAMEXTA  RY  EL  EC  TIONS 

Parliamentary  Elections  {Corrupt  and  Illegal 
Practices)  Act,  188B— Parliamentary  Candi* 
dates  and  Free  Breakfasts  in  tlie  East  End, 
Question,  Mr.  Lewis  ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  April  21,  807  ;^  Voting  of  Servants 
and  Employes,  Questions,  Mr.  R.  H.  Paget ; 
Answers,  The  Attorney  General  April  23, 
464 

Parliamentary  Franchise-^  Electoral  Districts, 
Question,  Sir  Eardley  Wilmot ;  Answer, 
Sii'  Charles  W.  Dilke  April  21,  312 

Parliament — Business  of  the  Eou$» — Re- 
gistration of  Voters  Bills 
Moved,  "  That  the  several  stages  of  any  Bills 
lor  the  Registration  of  Voters,  in  England, 
Scotland,  and  Ireland,  have  precedence  of 
all  Orders  of  the  Day  and  Notices  of  Motions, 
on  every  day  on  which  they  shall  be  set 
down,  by  the  Government,  as  the  first  busi- 
ness ol  the  day  "  {Mr.  Gladstone)  April  20, 
105  ;  after  short  debate.  Moved,  "  That  the 
Debate     be    now    adjourned"    {Lord  R. 
Churchill);  after  further  short  debate, Ques- 
tion put ;  A.  63,  N.  157  ;  M.  94  (D.  L.  115) 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Parliament-^Bueiness  of  the  ffbuse  (Stand* 
ing  Order,  Putting  the  Question) 
Resolution,  Mr.  Biggar  April  21,  390  [Honso 
counted  out] 

Parliamentary  Electdons  and  Corrupt 
Practices  Consolidation  Bill 

{Mr.  Bardeastle,  Sir  Alexander  Gordon) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  l**  April  22  [Bill  135] 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  Prac- 
tices) Bill  {Mr.  Richard  Paget,  Sir 
Joseph  Pease,  Mr,  Bulwer) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  l<»  •  April  30  [Bill  148] 

Parliamentary  Elections  {Redistribution) 

Observations,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  ;  Questions, 

Lord  Randolph  Churchill,    Mr.    Gorst,  Mr. 

Ritchie,    Mr.    Onslow,    Mr.    Raikes,    Mr. 

Healy  ;  Answers,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke,  Sir 

Staflford  Northcote  April  24,  663  ;  Question, 

Mr.  Sydney  Buxton ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone 

April  27,  824 
The  Xew  Divisions  of  Counties —Alternative 

Xames,    Question,    Mr.    Francis   Buxton  ; 

Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  May  7,  1857 
Town  Clerks  of  Irish  Boroughs,  Question,  Mr. 

John    Redmond;    Answer,    Mr.   CampbelU 

Banneroun  AprU  20, 155 

Parliamentary    Elections  (Bedistriba- 

tion)  Bill  {Mr.  Gladstone, 

The  Marquess  of  Hartington,  Sir   Charles 
W.  Dilke,  Mr.  Attorney  General,  The  Lord 
Advocate,  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman) 
e.  Committee  (on  re-comm.  [Sixteenth  Night]— 
R.p.  April  17,  35  [Bill  4OJ 

[cont. 
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Parliamentary  Elections  (Redittribution)  Bill — 
cont. 

Committee  (on rtf-cowim.)  [Seventeenth  Night]  ; 

Report  April  2\,32B 
Considered  [First  Night]  Apnl  28.  972 

[Bill  134] 
Farther  considered  [Second  Night]  April  29, 

1050 

Pabnell,  Mr.  C.  S.,  Cork  City 

IreUnd  —  Visit  of  H.R.H.    the   Prince  and 
Princess  of  Wales— City  of  Londonderry, 
666, 667 
Piers    and    Harbours  —  Arklow   Harbour 
Works,  1864 
Ireland  —  Industries,    Nomination    of  Select 
Committee,  780 ;  Motion  for  Adjournment, 
781,  788 
Nayy  Estimates— Seamen  and  Marines,  279 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  493, 1081, 

1811,  1812,  1865,  1869 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House — Registra- 
tion of  Voters  Bills,  Res.  165,  169,  178 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  2, 
673  ;  cl.  6,  729,  780,  734,   743,  748,  765, 
767,  778,   1329;   Amendt.  1365;    add,  el, 
1886,1404 
Supply — Disturnpiked  and  other  Roads  in  Scot- 
land, 627,  632,  669 
House  of  Commons  Offices,  891,  894,  896i 

896 
Offices  of  the  House  of  Lords,  874,  876, 878, 
880  ;  Amendt.  883,  886,  887 

Pease,  Sir  J.  W.,  Durham^  8. 

Railway  Rates  and  Charges  Bills  —  North- 
Eastern  Railway  Company's  Bill,  652,  653 

Regent's  Canal,  City,  and  Docks  Railway,  2R. 
Amendt.  1286, 1308 

Peddie,  Mr.  J.  D10K-,  KilmarnoclCf  Sfe, 

Registration  of  Voters  (Scotland),  Comm.  604  ; 
el  11,  1438;  Consid.  cl,  16,  1968 

Peel,  Eight  Hon.  A.  W.  (tee  Speaker, 
The) 

Peel,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  E.,  Huntingdon 
Egypt    (Events  in   the  Soudan)— Diaries    of 

Colonel  Stewart,  24 
Naval  Expenditure— Application  of  Votes,  26 

Pell,  Mr.  A.,  Leicestershire ,  S, 

.  Registration    (Occupation      Voters),    Comm. 
1660 ;  cl,  13, 1765, 1777  ;  add.cl,  18u7 

Pehbebton,  Mr.  E.  L.,  Kent^  E, 

Mersey  Railway— Reference  of  Petition,  Res. 
646 

Pebcy,  Lord  A.  M.  A.,  Westminster 
Army  (India) — Horse  and  Field  Artillery,  25 
Parliamentary       Elections     (Redistribution), 

Consid.  Schedule  3,  1066 
Public    Health    (Metropolis)  —  Metropolitan 

As.vlum  District— Eastern  Hospitals,  162 


Phipps,  Mr.  P.,  Nbrihemtpf^nMre,  8, 

Highways,  2R.  414 


Cl'  i 


PiCTON,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Leieettsr  B^. 

Registration  (Occupation  Vot«v), 
1736 ;  add,  cl,  1808 ;  Schedale  3, 
1961 


Pier  and  Harbonr  ProvisiaBml  Orin 

Bill         {Mr,  Holms,  Mr.  CkmmbgHat* 

e.  Read  2«  •  April  17  [Bfll  m[ 

Report*  ifay  7 

Playfaib,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  Jjjou^  Eim- 

hurgh  and  8t,  Andrew^ s  Umiverm:^ 

Parliament — Palace  of  Wertminitrr— Twi^ 

tion  of  the  Houses  of  ParliacneBt,  I4ft4 
Vaccination — Hospital  AttendaAta.  1838 

Plxjnket,  Eight  Hon.   D.   B.,  JMim 
University 
Barristers  Admission  (IreUnd).  9R.  4S4,  IS 
Parliamentary      Elections       ( RadiaCnhnM . 
Comm.  Schedule  7,  68,  88,   101,  JO.  m 
Consid.  el.  8, 988  ;  el.  9,  99S 
Registration  of  Voters  (IreUnd),  SR.  ttl 
Supply  —  Disturnpiked  and   oUmt  Posir  a. 
Scotland,  631 

PoiflOnS  Bill  [h.l.]  {I%e  Zard 

I,  Bill  referred  to  a  Select  Committee, 

debate  April  20, 134  (  He.  s; 

Pollution  of  Eivers  Bill 

{Mr.  Bastings,  Earl  Percy,  CoUnH  WwkmJ 
e.  Bill  withdrawn  •  April  29  [Bia  Sil 


Poor  Law 
Pretcot  {Lancashire)  Vniim — 
Rate  Collector—Mr.  Dkwih  Q 
Biggar ;      Answers,    Mr.    Georje 
April  30,  1120  ;  May  4,  1494 
Poor  Rates— 3  ^  4  Will.  1 V.  e.  SO— 
of  Chapels,   ^c.  in    Englamd  mmd 
Question,  Mr.  Stanley  Leiffate* ; 
Mr.  George  Russell  April  93,  460 

Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ir^emd)  Biil 
(Question,  Mr.  Healy  ;  Answer,  iilr. 
Bannerman  May  5,  1646 


Post  Office    {MiseeUanaomt 

Annuities  and   Insurance    ~ 

Mr.  Rankin  ;    Answer.   Mr.   Shaw 

May  6, 1634 
Folkestone  Post  Ofiee,  QnecCkm, 

Watkin:   Answer,   Mr. 

^Dn7  30,  1118 
Madagascar,    Question,   Mr. 

Answer,  Mr.  Shaw  LefeTre 
Parliamentary  Elections — I 

masters.  Question,   Mr. 

Mr.  Shiw  Ufevre  April  30.  154 
Professor  S.  P.  Thompson's  Vmlre 

Question.  Mr.  K<»nny ;    Answer,  Mr.  ^m« 

Leievre  May  1,  133i 
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Post  OwwiOE—eont, 

Rural  Letter  Carriers — Boot  and  Shoe  Money, 

Qaettion,  Mr.  Sexton;  Answer,  Mr.  Shaw 

Lefevre  May  I,  1319 
Sunday  Delivery  in  the  Metropolitan  District, 

Question,  Mr.  Small;   Answer,  Mr.  Shaw 

Lefevre  May  7,  18S8 
The  Committee  on  Pottage  Stamps,  Qaestion, 

Mr.  Artbar  O'Connor ;  Answer,  Mr.  Sliaw 

Lefevre  April  23,  485 

Post  Office  Mail  Coniract  {Royal  Mail 
Steam  Packet  Company) 
Moved,  ''That  the  Contract  with  the  Royal 
Hail  Steam  Packet  Company,  for  the  con- 
veyance of  the  Mails  to  and  from  the  West 
Indies,  be  approved  "  {Mr,  Hihbert)  April  30, 
1258 ;  after  short  debate.  Moved,  **  That  the 
Debate  be  now  adjourned"  {Mr,  Sexton); 
after  further  short  debate.  Motion  with- 
drawn ;  original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

PMi  Office  8iUe  iPurohoie  of  Land  and 
JSxpensci] 
Moved,  •"  That  this  House  will,  To-morrow, 
resolve   itself  into  Committee    upon   Post 
OflBoe    Sites  [Purchase  of  Land  and  Ex- 
penses]"  {Mr,   Shaw   Lefevre)  April  20, 
137  ;  after  short  debate,  Question  put,  and 
agreed  to 
e.  Res.  considered  in  Committee,  and  agreed  to 
April  27, 936 
Res.  reported  April  28 

Power,  Mr.  J.  O'Connor,  Mayo 

Barristers  Admission  (Ireland),  2R.  424 

Power,  Mr.  E.,  Water/ord  City 
Industries  (Ireland),    Nomination   of    Select 

Committee,  791 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Comm.  cl  6, 

Amendt.  715,  735 

Power,  Mr.   P.  J.,   Water/ard  Co, 
Explosives  Act — Enforcement  of  Act  in  Ire- 
land, 810 
Parliamentary      Elections      (Redistribution), 
Comm.  Schedule  7,  Amendt.  379,  381,  382, 
383 
R^stration   of  Vottrt     (Ireland),     Comm. 

add,  cL  13^2 
Supply  —  Distumpiked  and  Main  Roads  in 
England  and  Wales,  511 
Distumpiked  and  other  Roads  in  Scotland, 

549, 551 
Offices  of  the  House  of  Lords,  800 

Prevention  of  Crime  (Ireland)  Act,  1882 
— Eiot  at  Oranmore  Barrack* 
Questions,  Colonel  Nolan,  Mr.  Healy;    An- 
swers, Mr.    Campbell* Baunerman  May  4, 
1499 

Private  Bill  L^lation  Bill 

(Mr.  SelloTf  Mr,  Davey,  Mr,  Raikct,  Sir  Lyon 

FUyfair) 
€.  Bill  withdrawn  *  May  1  [BUI  25] 


Private  Lunatic  Asylnms  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr,  William  Corbet,  Mr,  Mayne,  Mr.  Dillwyn, 
Mr.  Dawson,  Mr.  Richard  Fower) 
c.  Moved,  <*  That    the    Bill    be  now  road   2<» " 
April  22,  430  ;  after  short  debate,  Question 
put ;  A.  42,  N.  77  ;  M.  35  (D.  L.  123) 

[Bill  60] 

Puhlie    Departments  —  The    Paymaster 
GeneraVs  Department 
Question,  Mr.  John  Redmond;  Answer,   The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  April  27,  805 

Public  Health — Cremation 
Questions,  Observations,  The  Earl  of  Onslow  ; 
Answers,  The  Earl  of  Dalhousie  April  24, 
628 ;  May  5,  1623      [See  title  Metropolis] 

Public  Health  (Members  and  Officers) 

Bill  (Sir  John  Kennaway,  Mr,  Long, 

Mr.  Cowett) 
e.  Read  2«  April  22,  413  [Bill  114] 

Puhlie  Offices,  The  New—The  War  Office 

and    Admiralty  —  The    Stone   for 

Building 

Questions,     Lord    Lamington,    The   Earl    of 

Wemyss ;   Answers,  The  Earl  of  Rotebery 

May  4, 1477 

Publie  Schools-^Death  of  a  Student  at 
King^s  College  School 
Questions,    Mr.    Acland,  Mr.  Alderman    W. 
Lawrence ;  Answers,  Sir  William  Harcourt 
May  4,  1400 

PuLESTON,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Devonport 

British  Empire— Natife  Princes  of  India,  1647 
Currency  —  Gold  and  Silver  Coinage  —  Tha 

Conference,  1615 
London  Street  Tramways  (Extensions).   2R. 

040,  641 

Navy  Estimates— Seamen  and  Marines.  262. 

279 
Suez  Canal  Commission,  1645 
Supply— House  of  Commons  Offices,  922 

Baikbs,  Bight  Hon.   H.  C,  Cambridge 
University 
Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (Poor 

Law)  (No.  4),  2R.  461 
Mersey  Railway— Reference  of  Petition.  Res. 
644 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Redistribution),  664  ; 

Consid.  cl,  28,  1015;    Schedule  3,    1055. 

1065 
Registration    (Occupation    Voters),    Comm. 

add.  el.  1702 
Supply— Vote  of  Credit— Remaining  Charges 

in  the  Soudan,  Ac.  Report,  1619 

Railways 
Level  Crossings,  Question,  Lord  Braye ;  An- 
swer, Lord  Sudeley  May  4,  1473 

[eont. 
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Itailways^eont. 

Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Regulation  Act— 
Railway  Rates,  Question,  Mr.  J.  W.  Bar- 
clay ;  Answer,  Mr.  Chamberlain  April  30, 
1106 

Railway  Brakes — Legislation,  Qaestion,  Ob- 
servntions,  Earl  De  La  Warr  ;  Repl/,  Lord 
Sadeley  May  6,  1622 

Railway  Regiuation  Acts — Preferential  Rates, 
Uaestions,  Mr.  R.  H.  Paget,  Mr.  Tomlinson  ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Ohamberlain  April  23,  491 

Bamsay,  Mr.  J.,  Falkirk,  Sfe. 

Parliament — Easiness  of  the  House — Regis- 
tration of  Voters  Bills,  178 

Bakkin,  Mr.  J.,  Leominster 

Agricultural  Department — Insects  Injurious  to 

Crops,  1633 
Post  Office — Annuities  and  Insurance  Tables, 
1634 

Bavenbwobth,  Earl  of 

Naval  and  Militory  Operations,  1885-6  (Vote 
of  Credit),  Ministerial  Statement,  296 

Navy  (Ships  Building)  —  Ministerial  Pro- 
gramme, 953,  956 

Bead,  Mr.  Clare  S.,  Norfolk,  W. 

Supply  —  Disturnpiked    and   Main   Roads  in 

England  and  Wales,  505 
Ways  and  Means— Financial  Statement,  Comm. 

1177,1181 

Bbdbsdale,  Earl  of  (Oliairman  of  Com- 
mittees) 

Dominion    of     Canada — Insurrection    in    the 

North-West  Territory,  1814 
Nortbfleet  Docks,  Res.  1269 

Bedmoio),  Mr.  J.  E.,  New  Ross 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Redistribution), 
Comm.  Schedule  7,  102,  104,  117 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Redistribution)  — 
Town  Clerks  in  Irish  Boroughs,  155 

Public  Departments  —  Paymaster  General's 
Department,  805 

Bedmond,  Mr.  W.  H.  K.,   Wexford 

Army   Estimates— Administration  ot  Military 
Law,  1894,  1895,  1912,  1915 
Medical  Establishment  and  Services,  1919, 
.     1920 
Egypt   (Events   in   the    Soudan)  —  Military 
Expedition  —  The    New    South    Wales 
Contingent,  1119 
The  Late  Mr.  F.  Power,  1646 
Ireland— Piers  and   Harbours— Arklow   Har- 
bour Works,  1853,  1854 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary— Police  Force  at 
Esker,  1322 
Ireland  —  Industries,    Nomination    of  Select 

Committee,  1039 
Parliamentary      Elections      (Redistribution), 

Consid.  cl.  15,  1004 
Registration     of    Voters    (Ireland),    Comm. 

add.cl  1346 
Ways  and  Means— Financial  Statement,  Comm. 
1244 


Beed,  Sir  E.  J.,  Cardiff 

Navy  (Ships)— Cost  of  Ships  Baildin^.  81S 
SUte   of   the  Navy— Sir    Edw»4   K«W*s 
Notice  of  Motion,  164, 831 

Navy  Estimates — Seamen  and 
223.  257 

Parliament — Business  of  the 
tion  of  Voters  Bills,  Ree.  177,  178 

RegenVs  Canal,  City,  and  DoehM  Bmiimmf 

Bill  {ly  Order) 

c.  Moved,    **That  the    BiU  bo    now    n«d   S"*" 
{Mr.  Dodds)  May  1,  1286 

Amendt.  to  leave  oat  from  *'TluU,'*  add  **  it  it 
not  expedient  to  pass  any  Railway  Bill  whiek 
involves  the  payment  of  Inter  cot  uut  «f 
capital  during  the  oonstmotion  of  wwfes 
pending  the  introduction  of  a  pablio  BMaaart 
on  this  subject,  as  recommended  by  a  Ch 
mittee  of  this  House  in  I88f 
where  such  a  Bill  praetioally  makes 
alteration  of  the  Standing  Orders  ef 
House  retrospective  in  their  aeCioii  **  {* 
Joseph  Peate)  v. ;  Question  pn 
the  words,  Ac. ; "  after  debate,  <^estion  pat ; 
A.  187,  N.  117  ;  M.  70  (D.  L.  145) 

Main   Question    put,    and    agreed    to ;     Bill 
read2« 


Registration  of  Voters  Bills 

Questions,  Mr.  Gregory  ;  Answers,  Mr.  GUd* 
stone  ;  short  debate  thereon  May  1.  IJM- 
Questions,  Mr.  Healy,  Lord  John  Itaaaan. 
Colonel  Nolan,  Sir  Michael  Uieks-Beadk 
Mr.  Gorst,  Sir  George  Campbell,  Mr.  Gib. 
son ;  Answers,  Sir  Charles  W,  Dilke, 
Lord  Advocate,  The  Solicitor  General 
Ireland  May  4,  1512 

Registration  Expenses^Relief  as  U 

Question,  Sir  Massey  Lopes  ;  Answer.  Sir 
Charles  W.  DUke  May  4,  1517 

Begistration  (Occapation  Votov)  BQl 

(Jfr.  Attorney  General,  Sir  CkmrUe  BiZkt^  Mr. 

Hibbert,  Mr,  Henry  H.  Fowler) 

e.  Registration  Expenses,  Qnestion,  Sir  Miij 
Lopes ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
ApHl  17,  15 

Report  of  Select  Comm.  *  April  94  [No.  ItS] 

Order  for  Committee  (on  f»*c»ii.)  rsad 
[First  Night] ;  Moved,  «« That  Mr.  Spsnkv 
do  now  leave  the  Chair  '*  May  5,  1654 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  **  That,**  add  ^ 
llousa,  while  desirous  of  fiicilitating  in 
way  the  Registration  of  Voters,  b  of 
that,  inabmuoh  as  the  preparation  of  tks 
Register  for  Parliamentary  Elsrtione  is  a 
matter  of  National  rather  than  loeal  eonccra, 
the  expenses  connected  tberewitb  ahonM  set 
be  imposed  on  ratepayers  in  eonnties  and 
boroughs,  and  levied  in  retpeet  of  the  ee> 
cupation  of  a  single  deeeription  of  pnysitj  " 
{Sir  Mataey  L^fes)  9,1  Qnsstion  propssi< 
"  That  the  words,  ^ke. : "  aflcr  le^  d»» 
bate.  Question  put;  A.  340,  N.  S37:  MS 
Division  List,  Ayes  and  Nops,  ITSt 

Main   Question  put,  and    agreed    te ;    Pia 
mittee— RJ*.  [BiU  Itf] 


BEG       BEP 


{  SESSION    1884-5  \ 


EIO 


EOY 


897 

RtgubraHon  (OecupaHon  Voters)  BiU^eoni. 

Committee  (on  re^ootnm.)  [Second  Night] — e.p. 

May  6,  1735 
Committee    (on    re'Comm.)    [Third    Night]^ 

Report  May  7, 194i 


Ji$ff titration  of  Voters  {Ireland)  Bill 
Qaestion,  Mr.  Lewis ;  Answer,  Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman  April  21,  307  ;  Question,  Mr. 
Healy ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  April  27, 
824  ;  Question,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answer,  The 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  April  28,  971  ; 
Question,  Mr.  Brodrick  ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  April  80,  1120  ; 
Questions.  Mr.  Healy,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answers, 
Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  May  1, 1320 

Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Mr.  CampbdUBannerman,  Mr.  Solicitor  General 

for  Ireland) 

e.  Read  2«,  after  short  debate  April  22,  303 
Committee  •^b.p  April  23  [  Bill  1 1 0] 

Committee— R.  p.  April  24,  667 
Committee ;  Report  May  1, 1323 

Registration  of  Voters  {^Ireland)  \^Payment 

of  Additional  Barristers'] 
e.  Res.  considered  in  Committee,  and  agreed  to 
April  27,  937 
Res.  reported  April  28 

Registration  of  Voters  {Ireland)  [^Remune- 

ration  of  Officers'] 
e.  Res.  considered  in  Committee,  and  agreed  to 
May  4,  1620 
Res.  reported  May  5 

Begistration  of  Voters  (Scotland)  Bill 

( The  Lord  Advocate^  Mr,  Solicitor  General  for 

Scotland) 

€.  Ordered  ;  read  !••  April  20  [Bill  132] 

Read  2«,  after  short  debate  April  22,  396 
Committee— R.p.  April  23, 698 
Committee  ;  Report  May  1,  1421 
Considered  May  7,  1967  [Bill  161] 

Ebid,  Ut.  E.  T.,  Hereford 

Barristers  Admission  (Ireland).  2R.  422 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Uouse— Vote  of 
Credit,  1620 

Representation  of  the  People  Act,  1884 
Admiuion  of' Soldiers  to  the  Franchise,  Ques- 
tion,  Mr.  Leahy ;    Answer,   The   Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  May  1,  1331 
Household  Qualijicaiiotis,  Question,  Sir  Alex- 
ander Gordon  ;    Answer,  The  Lord  Adfo- 
cate  April  24,  666 
Returns  under  the  Act,  Question,  Mr.  W.  II. 
Smith;     Answer,   The    Attorney    General 
May  7,  1829 

Bepresentation  of  the  People  (Consoli- 
dation) Kll  {Mr,  Sardeastle,  Sir 
Alexander  Gordon) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  P  •  May  0  [Bill  100] 


BiOHABD,  Mr.  H.,  Merthyr  Tydfil 

Asia   (Central)— Russia    and    Afghanistan  — 
Diplomatic  Negotiations — Treaty  of  Paris, 
1866,  667 
Cemeteries,  161 


RiOHMONB  AND  GORDOK,    Duke  of 
Crime  and  Outrage  (England  and  Wales)— 

Explosion  at  the  Admiralty »  469 
In&nts,  Comm.  el,  3,  626 

BiPONy  l^arquess  of 

Honorary  Freedom  of  Boroughs,  2R.  129 
Naval  and  MiliUry  Operations  (1886.6)— Vote 
of  Credit,  Ministerial  Statement,  291 

BiTCHiB,  Mr.  C.  T.,  Tower  Hamlets 
Egypt   (Events  in  the   Soudan)— Diaries  of 

Colonel  Stewart,  24 
Parliament— Business  of  the  Douse,  493,  824 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Redistribution),  664, 
666 ;  Consid.  cl,  28,  Amendt.  1060 ;  Sche- 
dule 3,  Amendt  1061,  1068,  1002 

Regent's  Canal,  City,  and  Docks  Railway,  2R.. 

1306 
Supply — Vote  of  Credit— Remaining  Charges 

in  the  Soudan,  Ac.  Report,  iril6 
Waterworks  Clauses  Act  (1847)  Amendment 

Comm.  427;  cl.  I,  1466 


BooERS,  Mr.  J.  E.  Thorold,  Southwark 

Parliamentary      Elections      (Kedistribotion), 

Consid.  cl,  11,  998  ;  el,  2d,  Amendt.  1017 
Registration     (Occupation     Voters),    Comm. 

add,cl.  1796,  1796 
Reffistration     of     Voters    (Ireland),    Comm. 

el,  6,  Motion  for  reporting  Progress,  774 
Registration    of   Voters    (Scotland),    Camm. 

Schedule,  1446 
Waterworks  Clauses  Act  (1847)  Amendment, 

Qomm,  cl,  1,1466,  1467 


Bolls,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Monmouthshire 
Ways  and  Means — Inland  Revenue— Receipts 
from  Income  Tax,  1881-4,  161 


BosEBERY,  Earl  of  (Lord  Privy  Seal  and 
First  Commissioner  of  Works) 

Burgh  Police  and  Ilealth  (Scotland),  3R.  017 
New  Public  OfSces— War  Office  and  Admiralty 
—The  Stone  for  Building,  1477,  1473 

Bound,  Mr.  J.,  J5»wr,  E, 

Registration  (Occupation  Voters),  Comm.  1686 

Royal  Irish  Constabalary  Bedistribu- 

tion  Bill  {Mr,  Campbell' Bannermany 

Mr,  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland) 

c.  Read  8«»*  Ami  17  [Bill  106] 

/.  Road  1*»  {tnrd  President)  April  20  (No.  76) 

Read  2»  April  23,  443 

Committee  •  ;  Report  April  21 

Read  a*  •  April  28 
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BussELL,  Mr.  C,  Dundalk 

Koj^straiion  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Comm. 
cL  3,  697;  el  6,  722,  727.  729,  733; 
Amendt.  735.  738,  740,  742,  748,  745,  755, 
756,  766,  773 

EussBLL,  Mr.  G.  W.  E.  (Parliamentary 
Secretary  to  the  Local  Government 
Board),  AyUshury 

Highways,  2R.  414 

Local  Government  Provisional  Order    (Poor 

Uw)  (No.  4;,  2R.  461,  462.  1098,  1099 
Lunacy  Laws  —  Detention  of  Pauper  Lunatics. 

304 
Poor  Law— Prescot  (Lancashire)  Union  —  Mr. 

Dunn, 1120.  1495 
Poor  Rates— 3  A  4  Will.  IV.  c.  30— Exemptions 

of  Chapels,  dec,  in  England  and  Wales,  469 
Public  Health  (Members  and  Officers),  2R.  413 
Public  Health  (Metropolis) — Questions 

Metropolitan  Asylum    District  —  Eastern 

Hospitals,  152,  153 
Small  Pox  at  West  Ham,  1313 
State  of  the  River  Lea,  1632 
Supply — Disturnpiked  and  Main  Roads  in  Eng- 
land and  Wales,  507 
Vaccination  ( France) — Mortality  arising  from 

the  Operation  at  Villefranohe  D'Aveyron, 

1313 
Vaccination  —  Hospital   Attendants,  1828;— 

Sheffield  Hospital,  1480,  1481 

BussELL;  Mr.  T.,  Glasgow 

Parliamentnry      Elections      (Redistribution), 

Consid.  cL  8,  989 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Comm.  add, 

el  1399 

Rylandb,  Mr.  P.,  Burnley 

Army  Estimates  —  Administration  of  Military 
Law,  1890,  1891 
Yeomanry  Cavalry,  1934 
Navy  Estimates  —  Seamen  and  Marines,  182, 

190 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House — Registra- 
tion of  Voters  Bills,  Res.  174 
Parliamentary      Elections       (Redistribution), 
Consid.  Schedule  3,  1059 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday 

(No.  2)  Bill  {Sir  Joseph  Pease, 

Earl  Fercy,    Mr.    Tremayney  Mr.   Charles 

Palmer)  [Bill  74] 

c.  Moved.  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2'»" 
April  22,  398 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  *'  now."  add  "  upon  this 
day  six  months  *'  {Mr,  WarUm) ;  Question 
proposed,  *'  That  *  now,*  d:o. ;  '*  after  short 
debate.  Moved.  "  That  the  Dcbnte  be  now 
adjourned "  {Mr.  Oourley) ;  Question  put, 
and  agreed  to ;  Debate  adjourned 

Salisbury,  Marquess  of 

Asia  (Central) — Kussi.i  and  Afghanistan— Di- 
plomatic Negotiations.  804.  1021.  1622 

Crime  and  Outrage  (England  and  Wales) — 
Explosion  at  the  Admiralty,  433 

Criminal  Law  Amendment,  Comm.  el  2,  940  ; 
c/.  5,  911;  cl  9,950 

IcQtU, 


Saltsburt,  Marquess  o{—€<mL 
Egypt — Soudan — Egyptian  Fnmtier,  1477;— 

The  Friendly  Tribes,  1278 
Egyptian  Loan,  2R.  445  ;  3R.  953 
Egypt  and  France — Seiiure  of  tbo  "  Boipkor* 

Egyptien  *'  —  Rupture  of  Dtplomatie  Kct»- 

tions,  939  ;— Negotiations,  1470,  1473,  1472. 

1474 
Infants,  Report,  cl  3.  620,  633  ;  3R.  10S< 
Northfleet  Docks  Bill,  Res.  1267, 1271 
Parliament— Business  of  the  Iloaae,  Rem,  1394 
Turkey  —  Bosphoms  and  DardaaelWs  —  C«»- 

vention  of  Paris.  1856,  and  Treatj  W  Bcriia, 

1878,  Address  for  Papers,  1826 

Salt,  Mr.  T.,  Stafford 

Africa  (South)— Transvaal  (Fiiiaiio«.4e.X  IIM 
Ways    and     Means  —  Financial    Si 
Comm.  1185 

Samuelson,  Sir  B.,  Banhurf 
Egypt     (Soudan)  —  Military 

Suakin-Berber  Railway,  1839 
Railway   Rates  and   Charges   BiUs  — N«n^ 

Eastern  Railway  Company's  Bill,  MS 

School  Board  Elections  (  Voting) 
Moved,    "That    the    Select 

School  Board  Elections  (Vociog )  be 

nated  "  (^V  John  Lu6bock)  April  M,  »1 ; 

after  short  debate.  Question  pat,  aod  afrsad 

to 
Moved,  **  That  the  Committee  do  consist  ef 

Twenty.one  Members  "  (Sir  John  Lmhi^k] : 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to 
Committee  nominated  ;  List  of  the  Cooo 

281 
Mr.    John    Morley    and    Mr.    Gorst 

April  23,  606  ;  short  debate  tbereoa 

SoLATER-BooTH,  Eigb  t  Hou.  G. ,  HmnU,  S. 

Asia  (Central) — Russia  and   A%hant«CBa  — 

Production  of  Papers— Vote  of  Credit.  49$ 
Registration     (Occupation    Voters), 

1709,  1710 
Supply  —  Disturnpiked  and    Mnia   Ri 
England  and  Wales.  500 
House  of  Commons  OflSces,  910 

Scotland        {MieeoUaneous  Qme^items} 
Parliamentary  EUetiont — Fees  of  Rgtmrmm 

Officer  St  Question,  Sir    Herbert    Mazwvfl; 

Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  Ajrril^  Ul 
Public  health — LnpcrUd  Jiags,  Qoestioa,  Ik. 

Farquharson  ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Adroeace 

April  23.  468 
Salmon  Fisheries— Legislatiam,  Qnestioa,  The 

Marquess  of  Uuntly;  Answer,  Tbe  Earisf 

Dalhousie  May  7,  1814 
The  ScoUish  Islands— Deaths  in  tke  htatdtf 

Rona,  Questions,  Dr.   Cameron  ;  Ans^en, 

The  Lord  Advocate  May  5,  1631 

Education  Department  {Scotland) 

The  Secretary  for  SeoUamd,  QaetUon.  Mr. 

Dalrymple  :    Answer,  Tbe    Lord   Advecaas 

AprtlSO,  1120 
Beitlt  School  Election,  Question,  Dr.  CaiMtw . 

Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  Uay  i,H;$l 
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SooTLA!ii>— £rfu«ah*Oft  Departmenl—cont' 

Revised  Code,  1885  —  Education  in  the  High- 
lande,  Question,  Mr.  Munro-Fergason  ;  An- 
Bwer,  Mr.  MundelU  April  27,  814 

The  ShoUt  School  Board  Elections,  Question, 
Dr.  Cftmeron ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate 
May  7,  1838 

Law  and  Justice  {Seotland) 

The  Highland  Crofters ,  Question,  Mr.  Mao- 

farlano ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Adfooate  May  5, 

1640 
Work  of  tfte  Court  of  Session,  Question,  Dr. 

Cameron ;    Answer,    The    Lord    Advocate 

Mag  5,  1628 

Scott,  Mr.  M.  D.,  Sussex ,  E, 

Asia   (Central)  ~~  Russia    and    Afghanistan — 

Kusso- Afghan  Frontier,  1803 
Afghan  Boundarj  Commission,  1855 
Egypt — Questions 

Affairs  of  the  Soudan  —  Kassala  Garrison, 

819 
Seisare  of  the  **  Bosphore  Egjptien "  — 

Recall  of  the  French  Consul,  793,  794, 

1856 
Soudan ~ Prisoners  of  the  Mahdi,  1501 

Sea  Fisheries  (Scotland)  Amendment  Bill 

[H.L.]  {The  Earl  ofDalhoueie) 

I,  Presented  ;  read  1**  Mag  5  (No.  102) 

8eeretarf/ for  Seotland  Bill 
Question,  Sir  Qeorge  Campbell ;  Answer,  Sir 
William  Uaroourt  April  27,  800 

Sklwin-Ibbetson,  Sir  H.  J.,  £ssex,  W. 

London  Street  Tramwa/s  (Extensions),  2K.  635 
640 

Sexton,  Mr.  T.,  Sligo 

Armj  Estimates — Administration  of  Military 

Uw,  1896,  1906,  1007,1908 
Barristers  Admission  (Ireland),  2(1.  435 
Cifil    Service    Expenditure,    Nomination  of 

Select  Committee,  124,  125,  128 
Civil  Service  (Parliamentary  Candidature). — 

^fr.  W.  Johnston,  Inspector  of  Irish  Fisheries, 

814,  967,  1486 

Ireland  ^Questions 

Armj— Billeting  at  Downpatrick,  1107 
Commissioners    of  Irish    Lights  —  Bally - 

shannon  Harbour,  1480 
Crime  and  Outrage — District  of  Gweedore, 

Co.  Donegal,  961 
Dublin  Metropolitan  Police  —  Posting  of 

Placards,  481 
Fisheries  —  Salmon  Weir  on  the  Lennon, 

Ramelton,  810 
Fisheries   Board  —  Board  of  Clonserfators, 

Coleraine  District,  650,  819 
Fishery  Piers  and  llarbours,  305 
Income  Tax  Collector,  Drogheda,  647 
laflrmaries  Aci  —  Donegal  Infirmary,  Lif- 

ford,  1637 
Law  and  Justice — Tubbercurry  Cise^Pay- 

mont  of  Costs  of  .\ccuscd,  Ac.  in  Defence, 

21 

[cont. 


SiXTON,  Mr.  T. — eoni. 


National  Education — National  School  Teach- 
ers— Retiring  Pensions,  1319,  1482 

Piers  and  Harbours  —  Malin  (lead  Pier, 
305, 306  ;~Sligo  Harbour  Commissioners 
— Memorial  for  Extension  of  Time  for 
Repayment  of  Loan,  1841 

Post  Office,  Dublin— Promotion,  21 

Roman  Catholic  Church — Archbishopric  of 
Dublin,  661,  822.  823,  967 

Royal  Irish  Constabulary — Assistant  Clerks 
to  County  Inspectors,  1102  ; — Protection 
at  Kilmoon,  Co.  Clare,  1637 

Secret  Societies  —  Use  of  Public  Buildings 
for  Masonic  Meetings  —  Court  House, 
Maryborough.  Queen's  Co.  1836 

"  Synod  of  the  Church  of  Ireland,*'  1851 

Ireland  —  Magistracy  —  Clerk  of  Mullaghroe 
Petty  Sessions,  Co.  Sligo,  470,  471 
Mr.   Hamilton,  Resident  Magistrate,   Ar- 
magh —  Salary  and  Allowances,  1637, 
1638 

Ireland — Poor  La w~ Questions 

Amalgamation  of  Newport  and   Westport 

Poor  Law  Unions,  1103 
Donegal  Board  of  Guardians,  473 
Dunfanaghy  fTnion — Retusal  of  a  Con?ey- 

ance,  140,  141 
North  Dublin  Board  of  Guardians,  139,646 
Skibbereen  Union,  Co.  Cork— Election  of 

Chairman,  Ac.  of  Board  of  Guardians, 

961,  962 

Ireland — Poor  Law^Election  of  Guardians — 
Questions 
Drumfin  Division,  Co.  Sligo,  471,  472 
Dunfanaghy  Union,  141,  142 
Magheraclogher,  &c.  Divisions,  646 
Manorhamilton  Union,  1628 

Ireland  —  Industries,  Nomination  of  Select 
Committee,  792, 1041 

Medical  Act  (1858)  Amendment,  2R.  1255 

Papal  See^ Diplomatic  Communication  with 
the  Vatican  —  Mr.  Errington,  1114,  1115, 
1492,  1493,  1494 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  156,  392 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Redistribution), 
Comm.  Schedule  7, 36,  48,  60,  79  ;  Amendt. 
90,  91,  94, 102, 105,  335,  861,  362,  364,  365, 
866,  370,  372  ;  Sohedulo  8,  Amendt.  383, 
384:  Consid.  cL  11,  999;  cL  12,  1001; 
cl,  15,  1002,  1010 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Registration  of 
Voters)  (Ireland) — Donegal  Union,  815,  816 

Post  Office— Rural  Letter  Carriers — Boot  and 
Shoe  Money,  1319 

Post  Office  Mail  Contract  (Royal  Mail  Steam 
Packet  Company),  Res.  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment, 1260 

Post  Office  Sites  [Purchase  of  Land  and  Ex- 
penses], Res.  1 38,  936 

Registration  (Occupation  Voters),  Comm.  cl.  13, 
1766 

Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  971,  1320  ; 
Comm.  add.  cL  1334,  1345,  1347,  1349, 
1352,  1354,  1361,  1400,  1402,  1403,  1409, 
1411,  1412,1413,  1414,1415 

Registration  of  Voters  (Scotland),  Comm.  604, 
605 :  cl.  2.  675.  676,  679  ;  cl.  3,  686,  687  ; 
c/.  6,  718,  730,730 

School  Board  Elections  (Voting) —Addition  to 
Select  Committee,  GOU 

[cowl 
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Sexton,  Mr.  T.^eont. 
Supplv  —  Disturnpikcd  and  Main  Roads    in 

England  and  Wales,  502,  512 
Disturnpiked  and  other  Koadi  in  Scotland, 

517.518.580.643 
House  of  Commons  Offices,  001.  912.  918 
Offices  of  the  House  of  Lords,  882,  883, 888, 

889 
Public  Works  in  Ireland,  594,  595 
Report,  1030,  1031 
Royal  University,  Ireland,  596 
Treasury,  ^.  924,  926,  927.  929,  930,  931, 

935 

Shannon  Navigation  Bill  [Bill  54] 

(Mr.  Eibbert,  Mr,  Herbert  Gladstone) 
c.  Select  Comm.,  Mr.  0' Kelly  ditch. ;  Mr.  Synan 
added  April  23 

Sheil,  Mr.  E.,  Meaih  Co, 

Civil    Service    Expenditure,  Nomination     of 

Select  Committee,  125 
Industries    (Ireland),    Nomination    of  Select 

Committee,  Amendt.  1032,  1256 

Shield,  Mr.  H.,  Camhridge 

Registration  (Occupation  Voters),  Comm.  add. 
cL  1797 

SiDMOTJTH,  Viscount 

Africa  (South)— Cape  Colony— Cape  Town  and 

Simon's  Bay  Railway.  1096.  1097 
Malta— List  of  the  Nobles,  131,  133 

Salary  of  the  Governor  and  other  Officials. 
ISO 

Simon,  Mr.  Serjeant  J.,  Dewshury 
Parliament  —  Business   of  the   House,  1129, 
1515 


Suiia,  Right  Hon.  W.  H.— eoitf. 

Supply — Offices  of  the  House  of  Lords,  8S9 
Ways  and  Means— Financial  Statemeot— Tli» 

Death  Duties,  1640 
Ways  and  Means— Financial  Statement,  Com. 

1144 

Smith,  Lt.-Colonel  G.,  JFyeombs 

Regent's  Canal,  City,  and  Docks  Railway,  2R- 
1298 

Smith,  Mr.  S.,  Liverpool 
Army— Divine    Service— Presbyterian    Cha^ 

lains,  1503 
Parliamentary      Elections      (RedistribatioB). 

Consid.  el  6,  1078,  1079 
Post  Office  Mail  Contract  (Royal  Mail  Staaa 

Packet  Company).  Res.  1259 

Solicitor  General,  The  (Sir  Fabu» 
Herschell),  Durham 
Parliamentary      Elections     ( Redistrib«tiea}, 

Consid.  cl  28,  1010 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Coosm.  edd.  W. 

1417 
Waterworks  Clauses  Act  (1847)  Amend nual, 
Comm.  cl,  1,  1455 

SoUcitors  (Ireland)  BiU  [h.l.] 

{The  Lord  FitzGeraUT) 

I.  Committee  •  April  20  (So.  53) 

Report  •  April  21 

Read  3»  •  April  24 
c.  Read  1«  ^  (Mr.  Patrick  Martin)  Maff  4 

[Bill  156] 


Slagg,  Mr.  J.,  Manchester 

India  —  Bombay—  Forest  Department—  The 
Thana  District,  968 

Small,  Mr.  J.  F.,  TFexfard  Bo. 

Army  Estimates— Administration  of  Military 

Law,  1903,  1907  o  :,.  .  -u  *•     x 

Parliamentary  Elections  ( Redistribution), 
Comm.  Schedule  7,  62  ;  Amendt.  86. 89,  90, 
310,  358  ;  Motion  for  reporting  Progress, 
360  ;  Amendt.  364.  376 
Post  Office— Sunday  Delivery  in  the  Metropo- 
litan District.  1838 
lleeistration  of  Voters  (Ireland).  Comm. 
add.  cl.  1355,  1357,  1359,  1362,  1305 

Smith,  Right  Hon.  W.  H.,  Westminster 

^•avy— Armament  for   Ships  Completing  for 

Sea,  812 
H.M.S.*' Agamemnon,*' 963 
Navy  Estimates— Seamen  and  Marines,  3J1, 

230,240.278.280 
Parliament— Business  of  the   House— Regis- 

tration  of  Voters  Bills,  Res.  180 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Redistribution),  004  ; 

Consid.  Schedule  3.  1068 
Urpiiseiiiation  ot  ilio  People  Act,  1894 — Re- 
turns under  the  Act,  1829 

\conU 


Spain 
Extradition  of  Criminali,  Qnestioo,  Mr. 
Gregory;  Answer,  Lord  Edmood  Fitzmaa- 
rioe  April  24.  650 
The  Zamora  Waterworks  Company,  QoetUo*, 
Mr.  J.  R.  Yorke  :  Answer.  I»rd  Edmoad 
Fitzmaurice  Maif  7,  1834 

[See  title  IToyf  and  Jr«nw] 

Spbaker,    The  (Right    Hon.   Arthte 

Wbllkbley  Pbel),  Warwick 

Asia    (Central)— Russia    and     AfgbanistaB— 

Production  of  Papers— Vote  of  Cr»dit« 

480,  490  ;— Russian  AtUck  on  Peojdek 

—  Proposed  Arbitration,  1857.  1859 

Channel  Tunnel  (EsperimenUl  Works),  2R. 

1027,  1628 
Civil  Service  Expenditure.  Nominatioa  of  S«» 

lect  Committee,  127.  128 
Civil  Service  ( Parliamenury  Candidature;- 
Mr.  W.  Johnston,  Inspector  of  Irish  Fiali** 
ries,  966 
East  India  Unclaimed  Stocks,  3R.  606 
]j;gypt  —  Soudan  —  Military   Opcratioai    near 
Suakin,  1865 
Suppression  of  the  '*  Botphoro  Efypika,*' 
1653 
Fclixstow,  Ipswich,  and    Midlands    Railway. 

2R.  14 
Industries    (Ireland),    Nomination    of   Sckct 
Cummittcc,  781,  787,  789 

{comt. 
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SpiiKBR,  The — eont, 

Ireland  — PhoDnix    Park,    Dublia— The    Polo 
Ground,  18 
Sunday  Closing  Extension ,  1503 

Parliament — Adjournment  of  the  House,  417 
Business  of  the  House,  34 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House — Regis- 
tration  of  Voters  Bills,  Res.  176,  177 

Parliamentarj  Elections  (Redistribution), 
Consid.  el.  15,  1004;  el.  23,  1028;  Sche- 
dule 4, 1071 

Post  OflBoe  Mail  Contract  (Royal  Mail  Steam 
Packet  Company),  Res.  1263 

Post  Office  Sites  [Purchase  of  Land  and  Ex- 
penses]. Res.  137.  138 

Railway  Rates  and  Charges  Bill— North  East- 
ern Railway  Company's  Bill.  603 

Regent's  Canal,  City,  and  Docks  Railway,  2R. 
1311 

Registration  (Occupation  Voters),  Comm. 
1672,  1686 

Registration  of  Voters  (Scotland),  Comm.  605 ; 
Consid.  Schedule,  1970 

School  Board  Elections  (Voting),  Nomination 
of  Select  Committee,  281,  607 

Supply— Vote  of  Credit— Remaining  Charges 
in  the  Soudan,  Ae.  Report,  1606,  1615,  1619 

Waterworks  Clauses  Act  (1847)  Amendment, 
Comm.  430 

Stanhope,  Hen.  E.,  Zineolnshire,  Mid 

Parliament— Public  Business.  824 
Railways  (India)— QuetU  Railway,  467 
Registration     (Occupation    Voters),    Comm. 

el.  4,  1732,  1740,  1742,  1748  ;  cl.  7.  1759; 

el.  13,  1764,   1766,   1770 ;   add.    el.  1783, 

1805  :  Schedule  2,  1949, 1955,  1956 
Sugar  Bounties— Proposed  Conference,  1833 
Supply— Vote  of  Credit— Remaining  Charges 

in  the  Soudan,  &o.  Report,  1546, 1548 

Stanlby,  Eight  Hon.  Colonel  P.  A., 

Zaneoihire,  N. 

Army  Estimates— Administration  of  Military 
Uw,  1909,  1911 

Staklby,  Hon.  E.  L.,  Oldham 

Parliament — Adjournment  of  the  House,  417 
Parliamentary      Elections      (Redistribution), 

Consid.  d.  28,  1024 
Registration     (Occupation    Voters),    Comm. 

1697 
Waterworks  Clauses  Act  (1847)  Amendment, 

Comm. «/.  1, 1467 

Stanley  of  Alderlby,  Lord 

Africa  (Red  Sea  Coast)— Italians  at  Massowah, 

135 
Infants,  3R.  1092 
Lunacy  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  801 

Steele,  Colonel  E.  F.,  Searhorough 
Parliamentary     Elections     (Redistribution), 
Comm.  Schedule  8,  388 

Stevenson,  Mr.  J.  C,  South  Shields 

Industries   (Ireland),    Nomination    of   Select 
Committee,  1049 


Storee,  Mr.  G.,  Nottinghamshire,  S. 
Registration    (Oecupation    Voters),    Comm. 
1689 

Steatheden  and  Campbell,  Lord 

Turkey — Bosphorus  and  Dardanelles — Conten- 
tion of  Paris,  1856,  Ac.  1479 ;  AddrsM  for 
Papers,  1818,  1826 

Strathnaien,  Lord 

Egyptian  Loan,  2R.  455 

Stuart,  Mr.  J.,  Hackney 
Public  Health  (Metropolis)— State  of  the  River 

Lea,  1632 
Registration     (Occupation    Voters),    Comm. 

add.  el.  1789 

Stuart,  Mr.   H.  Villiees-,   Waterford 
Co. 

Registration    (Occupation    Voters),    Comm. 

add.  el.  1810 
Supply — Disturnpiked   and    other    Roads    in 

Scotland,  652 

Submarine  Telegraph  Cables  Bill 

{Mr.  Helms,  Mr.  Chamberlain) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1*  *  April  22  [Bill  1361 

Read2«*-rf^7  27 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  4 

Considered  *  ;  read  3°  May  6 
I.  Read  !•  •  {Lord  Sudeley)  May  7    (No.  104) 

Sxtdeley,  Lord 

Raaway  Brakes,  1623 
Railways— Level  Crossings,  1478 

Sttn  Canal  Commission 
Question,  Mr.  Puleston  ;  Answer,  Lord  Edmond 
Fitxmaurice  May  5,  1645 

Sugar  Bounties — Proposed  Conference 
Question,  Mr.  E.  Stanhope ;    Answer,  Lord 
Edmond  Fitxmaurice  May  7,  1833 

SxTLLiYAN,  Mr.  T.  D.,  Westmeath 
Asia    (Central) — Russia    and    Afghanistan — 
Russian  Attack  on  Penjdeh — Proposed   Ar- 
bitration, 1858 
Ireland — Questions 

Catholic    Archbishop    of    Dublin  —  Mr. 

Errington's  Mission,  968 
Crime  and  Outrage — District  of  Gweedore, 

Co.  Donegal,  961 
Labourers  Act,  1883 — Inquiries  under  the 

Act,  1496 
Law  and  Police — Procession  of  Bands  in 

Dublin,  483 
Lunatic    Asylums  —  Richmond    Lunatic 
Asylum — Grievanoes  of  Attendants,  1488 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary — Misconduct  of 

a  Police  Constable  at  MuUingar,  1495 
State    of  Ireland — Police   Protection    at 
Marlinstown.  MuUingar,  1495 
Papal  See — |Diplomatio  Communication  with 

the  Vatican- Mr.  Errington,  1493,  1841 
Parliamentary      Elections     (Redistribution), 
Comm.  Schedule  7,  99, 352 
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SuLLXTAN,  Mr.  T.  D. — emt. 

Registration   of    Voters    (Ireland),    Comm. 

add.  cl.  1394 
Supply — Disturnpiked    and   other    Roads    in 

Scotland,  657,  566 

Sunday  Closing  Extension  {Ireland)  Bill 
Question,   Mr.   Gibson ;  Answer,   Mr.   Glad- 
stone May  4,  1502 

Sunday    Closing    (Wales)    Act   (1881) 

Amendment  Bill       {Mr,  Morgan  Lloyd, 
Mr,  Roberts,  Mr,  Richard) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1°  •  April  24  [Bill  141] 

SUPPLY 

Considered  in  Committee  April  20,  182~Natt 

Esthiatks,  Votes  2  and  8 
Resolution  reported  April  23 
Considered  in  Committee  April  23,  404 — Civil 
Sbbyiob    Estimates  —  Class    I.  —  PuBue 
Works  and  Buildings,  Votes  20  to  26 
Resolutions  reported  April  24,  779 
Resolution   1  ;  after  short    debate,    A.   61, 

N.  21  ;  M.  40  (D.  L.  128) 
Subsequent  Resolutions  agreed  to 

SUPPLY 

Naval  and  Military  Operations,  1885-6  ( Vote  of 
Credit) 

Questions,  The  Earl  of  Carnarvon ;  Answers, 
Earl  Granville  April  20,  129 ;  Ministerial 
Statement,  Earl  Granville;  short  debate 
thereon  April  21,  284 

Estimate  presented  (Mr,  Oladstone)  April  21, 
317;  after  short  debate,  Estimate  referred 
to  the  Committee  of  Supply,  and  to  be 
printed  [No.  156] 

Military  Expedition  to  Egypt-- The  Vote  for 
Charges,  Question,  Mr.  Labouohere ;  An- 
swer, The  Marquess  of  Ilartington  April23, 
481 

Moved,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair"  {Mr,  Oladstone)  April  27,  826 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That,"  add  **  in 
the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  desirable  that 
the  Vote  of  Credit  to  be  submitted  in  Com- 
mittee of  Supply  on  account  of  the  Soudan 
Expedition  should  be  considered  separately 
from  the  Vote  of  Credit  to  be  submitted  on 
account  of  other  Military  and  Naval  expen- 
diture" {Mr,  Arthur  O'Ceniwr)  t».  ;  Ques- 
tion proposed,  "  That  the  words,  Ao.  ;*'  afler 
debate.  Question  put;  A.  229,  N.  186; 
M.  43  (D.  L.  129) 

Considered  in  Committee  April  27,  847— Votb 
or  Cbbdit 

jSI  1,000,000,  Naval  and  MiliUry  Operations, 
1836-6  (Vote  of  Credit);  Question  put,  and 
agreed  to 

Civil  Sbrviob  Estimatbs— Class  XL— Sala- 

BIB8   AND    EXPBNSBS  OF   CiVIL  DbSARTMBNTS, 

Votes  1  to  3 
Resolutions  reported  April  28, 1029 
First  Resolution  postponed 
Subsequent  Resolutions  agreed  to 
Personal  Explanation,  Mr.  Gladstone ;  Obser- 
vations,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote  April  30, 
1127 

{eorU, 


Supply — eoni. 

Postponed  Resolution    [37th  April] 
considered 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propo— d,  Tkat 
a  sum,  not  exeeeding  £11,000,000,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  beyond  the  ordinary 
grants  of  Parliament,  to  defray  the  Cbarfe 
which  may  oome  in  course  of  payment  daring 
the  year  ending  on  the  3 1st  day  of  Mareh, 
1886,  for  (1)  Remaining  Charges  in  the 
Soudan  and  Upper  Egypt :  (2)  Special 
Naval  and  Military  PreparaUoaa "  Ma^  4. 
1523 

Amendt.  proposed,  to  leave  out  '*  £1 1,000,000,* 
insert  "  £7,000,000  "  {Mr,  Labovchere)  r. : 
Question  proposed,  <*  That  £1 1,000.000  stand 
part  of  the  proposed  Resolution ; "  after 
debate,  Question  put  ;  A.  79,  N.  39;  M.  50 
(D.  L.  151) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  this  Hoose 
agree  with  the  Committee  in  the  said 
lutton,"  1553  ;  after  debate.  Moved,  '*  Tbat 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  "  (Mr.  Ckm^ 
lin) ;  after  long  debate.  Question  pat ;  A.  114, 
N.  181  ;  U.  67  (D.  L.  162) 

Original  Question  again  propoeed,  1005  : 
Moved,  "  That  this  House  do  now  adjoon  ** 
(J^oron  E.  De  Worms) ;  after  short  dobnin. 
Question  put;  A.  Ill,  N.  169;  M.  58 
(D.  L.  163) 

Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjonrned  *- 
(Mr,  Sidney  Herbert) ;  after  short  dnbalc. 
Question  put ;  A.  106,  N.  104  ;  M.  58 
(D.  L.  164) 

Original  Question  again  proposed,  10 10;  Moved, 
'*That  this  House  do  now  adjoam"  {Mr. 
Brodrick) ;  after  short  debate.  Question  pat, 
and  negatived ;  original  Qnestion  pot ; 
A.  130,  N.  20;  M.  110;  (D.  L.  165 

Considered  in  Committee  May  7,  1869 — Abct 

Estimates — Votes  2  to  6 
Resolutions  reported  May  1 1 

Sutherland,  Mr.  T.,  Oromsoek 
Navy  Estimates— Seamen  and  Marines,  S57 

Synan,  Mr.  E.  J.,  Limeriel  Co, 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Comm.  d.  5, 
711 

Talbot,  Mr.  J.  Q„  Oxford  Uniptrniy 

Lunacy  Laws— Detention  of  Pauper  Lannties, 

304 
Parliament— Palaoe  of  Westminster— Tei^ila- 

tion  of  the  Houses  of  Parliamenc,  1108 

Tolograph  Acts  Amendment  BiU 

{Mr,  Shaw  Lefewre,  Mr,  MUbert) 

0.  3R.  deferred,  after  short    debate  April  IT. 
121  [BOl  131] 

Thttrlcw,  Lord 

Friendly  Societies  Aet  (1875) 
1816 


Aneodssttty  9R. 


ToLLEicAOHB,  Mr.  H.  J.,  Ch$$kir9^  W, 
Registration  (Oooopatioo  Votnrs),Coaia.«{.  7, 
1761 ;  Schedule  3,  1764 
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T011LIN8ON,  Mr.  W.  E.  M.,  Preston 

Ireland— Fiiheriot^Sbannon  Salmon  Figherj, 
IIU 

National  Oallerjr — Reprod notion  of  Pioioras  by 
Photographj,  463.  46i 

Parliamentary  Eleotions  (Redistribntion), 
Gonsid.  Schedule  3,  1067 ;  Schedule  6, 
Amendt.  1073 

Railway  Regulation  Acts— Preferential  Ratei, 
403 

Registration  (Ooonpation  Voters),  Comm.  el.  i, 
Amondt.  1729, 1730,  1731,  1733, 1740,1741, 
1749,  1754;  add,  el.  1783,  1045;  Sche- 
dule 2,  Amendt.  1957,  1958,  1959,  1960, 
1061 ;  Schedule  3,  Amendt.  1963, 19t}4, 1965 

Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Oomm. 
add.  el.  Ii08 

Registration  of  Voters  (Scotland),  Consld. 
d.  18,  1969 

Saleof  Intoxioatiog  Liquors  on  Sunday  (No.  2), 
2R.  407 

T0HREN8,  Mr.  W.  T.  M*0.,  Finslury 
London   Street  Tramways  (Extensions),  2R. 

683 
Parliamentary      Elections      (Redistribution), 

Conaid.  Schedule  6, 1073 
Waterworks  Clauses  Act  (1847)  Amendment, 

Comm.  428  :  <^.   1,   Amendt.    1450,   1454, 


1457,     1458,    1468; 
amble,  Amendt.  1469 


add.    el.    ib. :    Pre- 


ToTTSiTHAic,  Mr.  A.  L.,  Leitrim 

Army — Rifle  Brigade — Numbers,  473 
Na?y— Scarlatina  in  the  *'BriUnnia"  Train- 
ing Ship,  817 
Supply — Public  Works  in  Ireland,  576 

Tramways  (Lreland)  Frovitional  Order 

(No.  1)  Bill  [H.L.]      {Th$  Lord  Prendent) 

I.  Read  3*  •  April  17  (No.  34) 

c.  Read  !••  April  20  [Bill  131] 

Read3«»  Jprt2  27 

Tramways  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order 

(No.  2)  Bill  [H.L.]    {The  Lord  FitzOerald) 
I.  Read  2«  •  April  28  (No.  65) 

Tramways  Provisional  Orders  (No.  1)  Bill 

{Mr.  Holmtf  Mr.  Chamberlain) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1*  •  AprU  30  [Bill  143] 

Tbbvblyan,  Bt.  Hon.  G.  0.  (Chancellor 

of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster)  Hawick, 

Ice. 
Agricultural   Department — Inaeots    Injurious 

to  Crops,  1633 
Contagions    Diseases   (Animals)  Acts — Foot- 
and-Mouth    Disease ;— East    Riding   of 
Torkshire,   1324 ;— Outbreak    at  Ham- 
burgh, 22 
Pleuro-Pneumonia  at  Feam  (Scotland),  1 408 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House^  Registra- 
tion of  Voters  Bills,  Res.  178 
Parliamentarj      Eleotions     (Redistribution), 
Comm.  Schedule  7,  53,  55 ;  Consld.  el,  0, 
992;  Schedule  3,  1061, 1062 

[oonL 


TaiTBLTAir,  Right  Hon.  6.  0- — cont. 

Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  2, 

680  ;  el.  6,  763,  755 
Supply — Distarnpikod    and    other    Roads    in 
Scotland,  536 
House  of  Commons  Offices,  904 
Vote  of  Credit — Remaining  Charges  in  the 
Soudan,  &o.,  Report,  1559 


Tmstees  Belief  Bill 

(Mr.Inee,Mr.  Whitley) 
€.  Read  2^  •  May  4 


[Bill  83] 


Tnrbary  (Ireland)  Bill        (Mr.  Lea,  Mr. 

Thoinat  DicksoHf  Mr.  Fmdlater) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  1*  *  Apnl  30  [Bill  146] 

Turkejf 

The  British  Embassy  at  CenstantinopU,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Cartwright ;  Answer,  Lord  Ed- 
mond  Ficzmaurice  May  5,  1641 
The  Dardanelles  and  the  Htaek  Sea,  Question, 
Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gladstone  April  21,  314 

Turkey — Ths  Bosphorus  and  Dardanellee 
— Convention    of  Parte,    1856,    and 
Treaty  of  Berlin,  1878 
Postponement  of  Resolution,  Lord  Stratheden 

and  Campbell  May  4,  1479 
Mo? ed, "  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty  for  Protocols  or  treaties  by 
which  the  authority  of  the  Sublime  Porte  to 
admit  foreign  ships  of  war  into  the  Dar- 
danelles is  reffulated  "  ( The  Lord  Stratheden 
and  Campbell)  May  7,  1818;  after  short 
debate,  on  Question  f  resoWed  in  the  negatife 

Vaccination 
France — Mortality  arising  from  the  Operation 

at   Villefranche  I/Aveyron,  Question,  Mr. 

Hopwood;    Answer,    Mr.    George    Russell 

May  1,  1312 
Sheffield  Bospital,  Questions,  Mr.   Hopwood  ; 

Answers,  Mr.  George  Russell  May  4,  1480 
Botpital  Attendants  —  Metropolitan  Asylums 

Board  Hospitals,  Question,  Sir  Lyon  Play- 

foir;  Answer,  Mr.  George  Russell  May  1, 

1828 

YerneYi  Sir  H.,  Buckingham 
Army — Garrison  Rations,  24 

VivL^N,  Sir  H.  Hussey,  Qlamorganehire 

Channel  Tunnel  (Experimental  Works),  2R. 
1626,  1627 

Walee,  ff.R.H.  the  Prince  and  Prineeee 
of—  Visit  to  Ireland  —  The  City  of 
Londonderry 
Questions,  Mr.  Pamell ;  Answers,  Mr.  Camp« 
beU-Bannerman  April  24, 666 

JValee  —  Intermediate  and  Migher  JSdU' 
eaiion—The  TVeUh  Colleges 
Question,  Mr.  Morgan  Lloyd  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Mundella  April  23,  478 
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Walkee,  Mr.  8.  (Solicitor  Qeneral  for 

Ireland),  Londonderry/  Co, 
Ireland — Charitable     Bei^aesU— Bequest     of 
Catherine  Eaton,  Wicklow,  147 
Prisons  Act,   1877 — Illegal  Levj  on  Co. 
Cork — Repayment,  21 

Ireland — Law  and  Justice — Qaestions 
Barbavilla  Prisoners,  1122 
Monaghan  Licensing  Sessions,  1 108 
Tubbercurry  Case — Payment  of  Costs  of 
Accused,  &o,  in  Defence,  21 

Local  Authorities  (Expenses  of  Conferences), 
Comm.  el,  3,  122 ;  cL  3,  Amendt.  i6  ;  add  cL 
123 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Redistribution), 
Coram.  Schedule  7, 348 

Representation  of  the  People  Act,  1884 — Ad- 
mission of  Soldiers  to  the  Franchise,  1321 

Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  2R.  396; 
Comm.  el.  2,  671,  672,  678,  681,  683  ;  el,  5. 
708,  710,  718,  971  ;  cl.  6.  1329 ;  add,  el. 
1348,  1349,  1362,  1363,  1366,  1366,  1361, 
1370, 1371.  1374,  1376,  1376,  1879,  1380, 
1381,  1411,1413,  1414,  1416  ;  Schedule, 
1419 

Registration  Bills,  1616 

Warton,  Mr.  0.  N.,  Bridport 

Barristers  Admission  (Ireland),  2R.  420 
East  India  Unclaimed  Stocks,  2R.  606 
Egypt     (Expeditionary    Force) — Troops    at 

Korti,  064 
Highways,  2R.  414 
Ireland  —  I^w    and   Justice  —  Clerk  of  the 

Crown  in  Dublin,  309 
Local  Authorities  (Expenses  of  Conferences), 

Comm.  el.  2,  Amendt.  123 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  166,  392 
Parliamentary      Elections      (Redistribution), 

Comm.  Schedule  7,  67,  69,  364,  366,  381 ; 

Schedule    8,    Amendt.    386,  388;    Consid. 

add.  el.  970 ;    Amendt.  981.   983 ;    el.  8, 

Amendt.  985 ;    el.  9,  Amendt.  994,   996  ; 

el.    12,    Amendt.    1001  ;    cl.   22,   Amendt. 

1011  :  el.  23,  Amendt.  1012  ;  el,  28,  1017  ; 

Schedule  3,  1068 
Registration  (Occupation  Voters),  Comm.  1718; 

el.  4,  Amendt.  1727, 1728, 1731, 1738, 1739 ; 

el,  7,  1760  ;  el.  13,  1766 
Registration    of  Voters  (Ireland),  2R.  396  ; 

Comm.  el.  2,  Amendt.  677,  679,  680,  681, 

682  :  c2.  6 ,  763 
Registration    of  Voters  (Scotland),     Comm. 

601,  606 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (No.  2), 

2R.  Amendt.  398 
School  Board  Elections  (Voting),  Addition  to 

Select  Committee,  607 
Supply  —  Disturn piked    and    Main  Roads  in 
England  and  Wales,  494 
Disturnpiked  and  other  Roads  in  Scotland, 
624,  637.  638 
Telegraph  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  121 
Waterworks  Clauses  Aet  (1847)  Amendment, 

Comm.  428,  430 

Water  Companies  (Begulation  of  Powers) 

BiU  [H.L.]     {The  Earl  of  Camperdoum) 

I,  Report  of  Select  Comm.  *  Ajml  27  [No.  86] 
Report  •  April  27  (No.  31) 

[eonU 


Water  Companies  {Regulation  of  Pomtn)  BUl—^ 
oont. 

Committee,  after  short  debate  Maj/  1,  1383 
Report  •  May  4  (No.  87) 

Read  3*  *  May  6 
e.  Read  !•  •  {Mr,  RitehU)  May  7      [Bill  161] 

Waterlow,  Sir  8.  H.,  Orawtemd 
Waterworks  Clauses  Aet  (1847)  Ameiidi— f. 
Comm.  cl.  1, 1461, 1468, 1456, 1464,  14«8 

Water  Provisioiial  Orders  Bill 

{Mr.  Solnu,  Mr,  Chamberlmin) 
e.  Ordered  *  April  34 

Read  V  •  April  28  iBm  143] 

Waterworks  Clauses  Act  (1847)  AmaA- 

mfint  Bill  {Mr.  Damd  Grmmt,  Mr. 

Torrens,  Mr.    SelaUr^BooiM^    Mr.  Arikmr 

Cohen,  Mr.  Ritchie,  Mr.  Alderwum  W.  Lmm- 

renee,  Baron  Henry  Be  Worwu) 

e.  Order  for  Committee  raad ;  Mored,  ^  That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leare  the  Chair** 
April  33,  436 

After  short  debate,  Amendt.  to  lea^e  o«t  frMs 
"  That,"  add  <*  the  Bill  be  referr^  to  a 
Select  Committee  "  {Mr.  Coope) ;  Qoeitmi 
proposed,  <*That  the  words,  Ae ; "  after 
further  short  debate,  (Question  pat :  A.  147* 
N.  16;  M.  133  (D.  L.  133) 

Main  Question  again  propoeed,  430  ;  altar 
short  debate,  main  Qaestion  pat,  and  afread 
to;  Committee^B.p.  [BiU  7] 

Committee ;  Report  May  1, 1460    [BUI  163] 

Watkin,  Sir  E.  W.,  Eyths 

Channel  Tunnel  (Ezperimeatal  Works),  3R. 

303,  304 
Law  and  Polioe— The  Folkestone  AbdMtaea 

Case,  1843 
Post  Offioe— Folkestone  Pott  Offlee.  1118 
Waterworks  Clauses  Act  (1847)  ftmnnrfmirt. 

Comm.  427 

Watson,  Lord 

Infants,  Report,  el.  3,  619 
WATS  AND  MEANS  {QtmUom) 

The  Deficit  of  18846,  Qneatioiis.  Mr.  GorsC. 

Sir  Stafford  Nortboote ;  Answers,  Mr.  Hib* 

bert  May  6. 1638 
The  Income  Tax  on  Tenant  Farmers,  Qoestioa, 

Mr.  Birkbeek ;  Answer,  The  CbaMtQcr  of 

the  Exchequer  AprU  38,  960 

Inland  Revenue  DepeoHwmU 

Exeiie  CeUeetion,  Qoestion.  Mr.  Keoaj  :  Aa* 

swer,  Mr.  Hibbert  AprU  33.  474 
Receiptt  from  Income  Teue,  1881-4,  Qaeetiea. 

Mr.  Rolls :  Answer,  Tb«  Obanoeltor  of  tbs 

Exchequer  AprU  30, 151 
The  Stamp  Dutiee  —  Stanqm  mpouFempttm 

Payment  of  AccenmU  iy  Cke^,  QoMtMB, 

Mr.  Barry  ;  Answer,  The  Attmej  GeMral 

May  1, 1814 
Stamp  Duties  on  Patent  Medieimee^  tlaastiss. 

Mr.  Stuart-Wortlej  ;  Answer.  Mr.  Hibbm 

Ifny  4,  1479 

t 
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Wats  ahd  Mkanb — Inland  Revenue  Department 
— oont. 

Stamp  Duty  on  Foreign  Bonds,  Qaestion,  Mr. 

Laboachere ;   Answer,  Mr.  Uibbert  May  7. 

185i 
The  New  Beer  Duty,  Questions,  Sir  Joseph 

BAtlejr,  Mr.  Hioks,  Mr.  Allsopp ;  Answers, 

Mr.  Uibbert  May  6, 1638 

The  Finaneial  Statement 

Ineidenee  of  Taxation,  Question,  Mr.  R.  H. 

Paget ;  Answer,  Mr.  Hibbert  May  7, 1827 
Revenue  and  Expenditure^  Question,   Sir  R. 

Assheton  Cross ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor 

of  the  Exchequer  April  21,  317 
Spain  and  the   Wine  Duties,  Question,  Mr. 

Whitlej  ;  Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice 

May  4,  1601  ;   Questions,  Mr.  Mac  Iter; 

Answers,  Lord  Edmond  Fitsmaurice  May  5, 

1644 
The  *«  Death  Duties,'*  Question,  Mr.  W.   H. 

Smith  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Hibbert  May  5, 1640 
The  Malt  Tax,  Question,  Sir  Sufford  North- 

oote ;  Answer,  Mr.  Hibbert  May  4,  1497 ; 

Question,  Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Hibbert,  1516 

WATS  AND  MEANS 

Considered  in  Committee  April  30,  1 129— Thi 
FuriHoiAL  Statbmsnt 

Mofod,  <*That,  towards   raising  the   Supply 
granted  to    Her   Majesty,    there  shall  be 
charged,  collected,  and  paid  for  the  year 
which  commenced  on  the  sixth  day  of  April, 
one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty-flye, 
in  respect  of  all  Property,  Profits,  and  Gains 
mentioned  or  described  as  chargeable  in  the 
Act  of  the  sixteenth  and  seventeenth  years 
of  Her  Majesty's  reign,  chapter  thirty-four, 
the  following  Duties  of  Income  Tax  (that  is 
to  say) : 
For  efery  Twenty  Shillings  of  the  annual 
Taluo  or  amount  of  Property,  Profits, 
and  Gains  chargeable  under  Schedules 
(A),  (C),  (D),  or  (E)  of  the  said  Act,  the 
Dutyof  Eight  Pence; 
And  for  every  Twenty  Shillings  of  the 
annual  ralue  of  the  occupation  of  Lands, 
Tenements,  Hereditaments,  and   Heri- 
tages chargeable  under  Schedule  B  of 
the  said  Act, — 
In  England,  the  Duty  of  Four  Pence ; 
In  Scotland  and  Ireland  respectively, 
the  Duty  of  Three  Pence ; 
Subjeefc  to  the  provisions  contained  in  section 
one  hundred  and  sixty-three  of  the  Act  of 
the  fifth  and  sixth  years  of  Her  Majesty's 
reign,  chapter  thirty-five,  for  the  exemption 
of  persons  whose  income  is  less  than  One 
Hundred  and  Fifty  Pounds,  and  in  section 
eight  of  '  The  Customs  and  Inland  Revenue 
Act,  1876,'  for  the  relief  of  persona  whose 
income  is  less  than  Four  Hundred  Pounds" 
{Mr,  ChaneeUor  of  the  Ewehequer) ;  after 
long  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 
Resolutions  2  to  6,  inclusive,  agreed  to 

(7.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  '*  That,  in 
lieu  of  the  Duty  of  Excise  now  payable  on 
British  Spirits  under  the  Act  of  the  twenty- 
third  and  twenty.fourth  years  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Reign,   chapter   one    hundred  and 


Wats  aitd  Miams — eont, 

twenty -nine,  there  shall  be  charged  and  paid 
the  Duty  of  Excise  following,   that  is  to 
say  :— 
For  and  upon  every  gallon,  computed  at 
hydrometer  proof,  of  spirits  distilled  in 
the  United  Kingdom,  the  duty  of  twelve 
shillings ; 
and  so  in  proportion    for  any  less  quan- 
tity" {Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  \ 
A.  109,  N.  27;  M.  82  (D.  L.  143) 
Resolutions  8  to  11,  inclusive,  agreed  to 

(12.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Duties  of  Customs  now  chargeable 
upon  Tea  shall  continue  to  be  levi^  and 
charged  on  and  after  the  first  day  of  August, 
one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty-five, 
until  the  first  day  of  August,  one  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  eighty-six,  on  the  im- 
portation thereof  into  Great  Britain  or  Ire- 
land (that  is  to  say): 

Tea  .    .    .    the  pound    .    Sixpence" 

Amendt.   to   leave   out  **  Sixpence,"   insert 
"Four  Pence"  {Mr,  Arthur  (yConnor)v,: 
Question,  *'  That '  Sixpence,'  Ac,"  put,  and 
agreed  to  ;  main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 
(13.)  Motion  made,  and   Question  proposed, 
*'  That  on  a  day  to  be  fixed  by  the  Commis- 
sioners of  the  Treasury  the  Duties  of  Cus- 
toms now  chargeable  on  Wine  shall  cease 
and  determine,  and  that  on  and  after  such 
day  there  shall  be  charged  the  Duties  fol- 
lowing (that  is  to  say) : —  £   s,    d. 
Wine  containing  less  than  30*1 
degrees  of  proof  spirit,  and  less 
of  such  Wine,  the  gallon    ..010 
Wine  containing   less  than    42 
degrees  of  proof  spirit,  and  less 
of  such  Wine,  the  gallon    ..026 
And  for  every  degree  of  strength  beyond  the 
highest  above  specified  an  additional  Duty  of 
3d.    the    gallon"    {Mr,   Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer),    1202 ;     after    short   debate. 
Question  put ;  A.  98,  N.  26  ;  M.  72  (D.  L. 
144) 
Resolution  14  agreed  to 
Resolutions  reported  May  1, 1446 
Resolution  1  (Income  Tax)  read  a  first  time 
Moved, "  That  the  Resolution  be  read  a  second 
time ; "  after  short  debate,  Question  put,  and 
agreed  to  ;  Resolution  agreed  to 
Resolution  2   (Stamp  Duties  on  Acoount  of 
Property),  1448  ;  after  short  debate.  Reso- 
lution agreed  to 

Remaining  Resolutions  agreed  to 
[See  title  Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill] 
Order  for  Committee  read ;  Moved,  **  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair  "  May  5 

[House  counted  out] 

Considered  in  Committee  May  7, 1970 
Resolved,  That,  towards  making  good  the 
Supply  granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  ser- 
vice of  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of 
March  1886,  the  sum  of  £13,315,334  be 
granted  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the 
United  Kingdom 
Resolution  reported  May  8 

Webster,  Mr.  J.,  Aberdeen 
Channel  Tunnel  (Experimental  Works),  2R, 
1626 
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Wbhyss,  Earl  of 
Army  (Ordnaooe  Department)— Forij-ponnder 

Cans,  802 
Burgh  Police  and  Health  (Scotland),  2R.  615 

Wbntworth,  Lord 
Egyptian  Loan,  2R.  462 

JFesUm  Pacific,  The — Occupation  of  Port 

Hamilton  (Corea) 
Qneition,  Mr.  O'Kelly;    Answer,    Mr.  Glad- 
stone April  28,  969 ;    Qaestion,  Visooont 
TiOwisham  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  Mojf  4, 
1505 

Whitlbt,  Mr.  E.,  Liverpool 
Parliamentary     Elections      ( Redistribution), 

Comm.  Schedule  7,  119  ;  Oonsid.  Schedules, 

1075 
Post  OfBoe  Mail  Contract  (Royal  Mail  Steam 

Packet  Company),  Res.  1260 
Registration  (Occupation  Voters),  Comm.  1695 
Ways   and   Means — Financial    Statement  — 

Spain  and  the  Wine  Duties,  1501 

Whitwobth,  Mr.  B.,  Droghcda 
Local  Option,  148 

Williamson,  Mr.  S.,  8t.  Andrews,  Sfc. 

Registration    of    Voters    (Ireland),     Comm. 

add,  el  1384 
Registration   of  Voters     (Scotland),   Comm. 

cl.  11,  Amendt.  1428, 1483,  1487 

WiLMOT,  Sir  J.  E.,  WarwickehirCf  8, 
Industries   (Ireland),    Nomination  of   Select 

Committee,  784,  787, 1084,  1256 
Parliamentary      Elections      ( Redistribution), 

Consid.  Schedule  5,  Amendt.  1071 
Parliamentary  Franchise — Bleotoral  Districts, 

812 

Wilson,  Mr.  I.,  Middlcihorough 

Education  Department— Education  Loans,  815 

Wolff,  Sir  H.  D.,  Portsmouth 

Asia  (Central)  —  Russia   and   Afghanistan — 
Afghan  Boundary  Commission — Recall  of 
Sir  Peter  Lumsden,  1647,  1848 
Prodttotion  of  Papers— Vote  of  Credit,  488 

[  09111. 


Weurr,  Sir  H.  D.- 

Civil   Servioe  (PariiamenUry 
Mr.  W.  Johnston,  Inspector  of  Irak  Fishe- 
ries, 966 
Dardanelles  and  the  Black  Sea,  814 
Education  Department  (England  and  Wales)— 
School  Examinations— The  Portsaottth  Dis- 
trict, 475 
Nary  Estimates— Seamen  and  MartMa,*M7 
Parliament — Admission  of  Straagsra  to  tbe 
House — New  Regulations,  1116 
Business  of  the  House- Vote  of  Credit, 
1519 
Parliament— Business  of  the  H< 
tration  of  Voters  Bills,  Res.  177 
Parliamentary      Elections     (RediatnWtaoB), 

Consid.  Schedule  8,  1063 
Registration    (Occopatibn    Voters).    Cobb. 

add.  el,  1806 
Supply — House  of  Comment  OSoaia  Mi,  M8^ 
905 
Vote  of  Credit— Remainiof  Chiif  m  the 
Soudan,  Ac  Report,  1574 

Woodall,  Mr.  W.,  Stoke-om-lirmtt 
Industries  ( Ireland) ,  Nomination  of  Setoil  Oia- 
mittee,  1048 

Woods  and  Forests-^The  Forett  of  1km 
Question,  Mr.  Aekers ;  Answer,  Mr.  HMort 
May  5, 1636 


Working  Classes,  Routing  of 

ofihe  Commissioners 
Question,  Sir  Walter  B.  Bartteloi ; 
Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  Apnl  21, 8t9 


WoETLBY,  Mr.  0.  B.  Stuabt-, 

Ways  and   Means— Inland 
Duties— Patent  MedieiDOS,  1479 


Wyndrah,  Hon.  P.  8.,  CumheHmsd,  W 

Army— Brigade  of  Guards,  964 

ToRKB,  Mr.  J.  B.,  Oloucesterskiro^  K 
Spain— Zamora  Waterworks  Coafaay,  19H 


END   OF   VOLUME   OOXOVH.,    AND    FIFTH   TOUJME   OF 

SESSION    1884-5. 
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make  up  Complete  bets. 


Hansard.** 

r 

f 

^  gri*eater  inlerest  in  tht 
of  1880-32,  have  mndi 
t  has  become  di/fiealt  to 


Moreover,  many  persons  whose  ancestors  were  original  subscribera  of  this 
work,  but  wbo  have  themselves  ceased  to  be  so,  finding  a  long  series  of  voliimes, 
relating  to  times  long  gone  by,  encumber  their  shelves  to  the  ezduaion  of  mora 
modem  works,  are  apt  to  discard  these  antiquated  though  valuable  records. 
From  these  causes  it  is  to  be  feared  that  many  sets  now  of  value  have  beea 
sacrificed. 

Unwilling  that  these  national  muniments  should  perish,  Mr.  Comelius  Bock 
has  been  instructed  to  purchase  the  earlier  volumes  of  the  Third  Series,  comm^ioiiif 
with  the  Eeformed  Parliament — ^including  the  whole  Heign  of  William  lY.^Huid 
the  two  first  Parliaments  of  the  Iteign  of  Victoria — namely,  to  1847. 

The  fair  market  value  will  be  given  for  these  volumes  ;  or  th«  Sewioas  of 
recent  Parliaments  will  be  given  in  exchange. 


